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7^  Operations 


{COMMONS} 


in  Egypt. 


Oovernment  Board  shakes  his  head,  and 
I  shall  be  glad  to  learn  that  that  is  not 
fio.  I  believe,  however,  that  in  regard 
to  these  Bills  in  no  one  case  has  the 
Local  Authority  given  consent,  or, where 
consent  has  been  refused,  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  has  assigned  special 
reasons  whv  the  consent  of  the  Local 
Authority  should  be  dispensed  with. 
For  my  ownlpart,  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  the  laying  out  of  the  Metropolis 
into  districts  is  contrary  to  the  spirit  of 
the  Act  of  1888.  I  hope  that  in  gprant- 
ing  concessions  the  Board  of  Trade  will 
take  care  that  they  are  not  gpranted  un- 
less there  is  good  and  sufficient  security 
that  the  companies  applying  for  them 
are  in  a  position  to  carry  out  the  work 
they  undertake. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
"WO :  I  do  not  complain  of  the  course 
taken  by  the  hon.  Member,  who  takes 
gpreat  interest  in  this  question,  in  calling 
attention  to  the  absence  of  any  special 
Report  from  the  Board  of  Trade  as  to 
the  reasons    which   have    induced  the 
Board  to  dispense  with  the  consent  of 
the  Local  Authority.     The  Act  of  last 
Session  is  properly  stringent  upon  the 
point  which  the  hon.  Member  has  raised, 
but    the  facts    are    these: — A  special 
Report  has  been  duly  framed  ;  but  owing 
to   that  remarkable  delay   which  con- 
stantly characterizes  the  work   of  the 
printers,  it  is  not  ready  for  presentation 
to  the  Members.     There  is  no  special 
provision    requiring    that    the   Report 
should  be  made  to  the  House  at  any 
particular  time,   although  I  think  it  is 
only  right  and  proper  that  it  should  be 
in  the  hands  of   Members  before  the 
Second  Reading.     I  have  had  to  deal 
with  exceptional  difficulties.  The  House 
is  aware  that  last  year  a  searching  in- 
quiry was  held  by  Major  Marindin  into 
all  the  proposals  for  lighting  the  Metro- 
polis, made  by  various  companies  for 
various  districts  overlappingone  another, 
and  sometimes  made  without  the  consent 
of  the  Local  Authorities.     It  has  only 
been  with  the  greatest  possible  difficulty 
that  I  have  been  able  to  frame  Provi- 
sional Orders  as  the  result  of  that  in- 
quiry at  such   a  time  of  the  Session, 
when  I  hope  it  will  not  be  too  late  to 
pass  them   into  law.     I  think  it  is  a 
great    discredit  to    this    country    that 
the  Metropolis  of  this  great   Empire 
should    not     before    this    time    have 

Sir  G.  Campbell 


had  the  advantage  of  the  electric 
light.  I  trust  that  while  every 
proper  interest  will  be  safeguarded  by 
the  Committee  to  which  these  Bills  will 
be  referred,  it  will  be  found  possible 
during  this  Session  to  deal  with  this 
matter,  which  might  have  been  dealt 
with  some  time  ago  but  for  defects  in 
the  general  law.  We  have,  before 
gpranting  the  Provisional  Orders,  made  a 
very  careful  inquiry  into  the  financial 
capacity  of  the  various  companies  to 
carry  out  the  powers  with  which  they 
ask  to  be  intrusted ;  and  we  are  satis- 
fied that  we  are  justified  in  granting 
the  Provisional  Orders,  with  the  belief 
that  the  powers  will  be  carried  into 
effecc.  The  hon.  Member  has  referred 
to  the  objections  of  the  Local  Authori- 
ties, which  we  have  felt  it  our  duty  to 
overrule,  as  if  those  objections  had  been 
general.  That  is  not  the  case.  It 
would  appear  from  the  special  Report 
that  in  only  two  cases  in  the  whole  of 
the  Metropolis  were  objections  made  on 
any  important  grounds.  The  other 
objections  are  practically  settled,  and  in 
the  two  cases  in  question  the  objections 
are  not  based  on  matters  of  principle, 
but  on  matters  of  detail  affecting  clauses, 
which  matters  can  be  properly  dealt 
with  by  the  Committee.  I  trust  that  I 
may  ask  the  House  to  forward  this 
subject  by  giving  a  Second  Reading  to 
these  Bills. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted. 


CRUELTY  TO  CHILDREN  PREVENTION 

[EXPENSES]. 

Committee  to  consider  of  authorising  the 
payment,  out  of  the  moneys  to  be  provided  by 
Parliament,  of  the  expenses  of  the  prosecution 
in  Scotland  or  Ireland  of  a  misdemeanour 
under  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  for  the 
better  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children 
(Queen's  Recommendation  signified),  To- 
morrow. 

NOTICE. 


THE  OPERATIONS  IN  EGYPT. 
SiB  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth) :  I  do  not  see  the  Secre- 
tary for  War  in  his  place  ;  but  if  he  is 
present  at  the  close  of  the  sitting  I  shall 
ask  him  to  state  to  the  House  the  nature 
I  of  the  operations  that  are  contemplated 


5  Cruelly  to  Children 

in  Egypt,  and  whether  it  is  true  that 
a  large  number  of  British  troops  have 
been  ordered  up  to  Assouan. 


(July  10,  1889|  (Prevention)  Bill  6 

to  make  the  clause  one  which  could  be 
made  the  means  of  groundless  charges. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


ORDERS    OF   THE  BaZ 

CRUELTY    TO    CHILDREN    PRE- 
VENTION   BILL.      (No.    308.) 

Order  read  for  consideration  of  Bill 
as  amended. 

New  Clause  (Provision  as  to  bye-laws 
38  and  39  Vic.  c.  55,)— (Ifr.  Attorney 
Oeneraly)^hTovight  up,  and  read  the  first 
and  second  time,  and  added. 

Mr.  J.  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.): 
I  have  to  move  in  Clause  1,  line  10,  to 
omit  the  words  **  a  manner  likely,"  in 
order  to  insert  **in  such  manner  as." 
As  the  clause  now  stands  the  words  are 
vague  and  of  doubtful  meaning,  and 
may  go  a  great  deal  further  than  I 
think  the  House  intended. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1 ,  line 
10,  to  leave  out  the  words  '*  a  manner 
likely,"  and  insert  the  words  "in  such 
manner  as." — (Mr.  Kelly.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
'  a  manner  likely '  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

♦The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
R.  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) :  Perhaps 
it  is  desirable  that  I  should  state  exactly 
what  I  have  done  since  the  Bill  left  the 
Committee.  The  hon.  Member  for 
North  Camber  well  (Mr.  J.  Kelly)  pro- 
poses to  insert  words  which  will  make 
it  necessary  that  the  child  should  have 
been  injured  before  any  offence  can  be 
committed.  I  feel  that  it  is  impossible 
to  go  as  far  as  that,  but  at  the  same 
time  I  admit  that  the  wording  of  the 
clause  is  open  to  some  question,  and  I 
think  the  third  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  may  be  accepted,  which 
substitutes  the  words  **  serious  injury  " 
for  the  words  *'  to  be  injurious." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  J.  KELLY  moved,  in  page  1, 
line  10,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  un- 
necessary." 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  word 
'  unnecessary  '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  This  matter  was 
discussed  in  Committee,  and  the  view 
expressed  was  that  it  would  be  unwise 


Mr.  J.  KELLY  moved,  in  line  1 1 ,  to 
leave  out  **to  be  injurious,"  and  insert 
**  serious  injury." 

Question,  "That  *  to  be  injurious' 
stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  nega- 
tived. 

Question,  **  That  the  words  *  serious 
injury '  be  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  R.  Webster, 
Sub-section  2,  of  Clause  1,  was  made  a 
separate  clause  (Restrictions  on  Employ- 
ment of  Children),  and  various  verbal 
Amendments  were  also  made. 

♦Mr.  JENNINGS  (Stockport) :  I  beg 
now  to  move  in  Clause  1,  page  2,  Sub- 
section (c),  line  22,  to  leave  out  "  or  in 
premises  licensed  according  to  law  for 
public  entertainments,"  and  insert — 

**  Other  than  premises  licensed  according  to 
law  for  puhlic  entertainments,  acrobatic  and 
gymnastic  performances  excepted." 

The  object  of  this  Amendment  is  to  re- 
move the  prohibition  contained  in  the 
clause  against  the  employment  of  chil- 
dren under  10  years  of  age  in  theatres. 
The  clause   as  it  stands   was  adopted 
somewhat  suddenly  by  the  Committee. 
[  Criee  of  **  No."]  At  any  rate,  there  was 
no  notice  of  the  particular  Amendment 
which  was  proposed  for  the  prohibition 
of  the  employment  of  children,  and  the 
Amendment  itself  was  adopted    under 
a  misconception  of  the  facts.      The  Bill 
is  a  Bill  for  the  prevention  of  cruelty  to 
children  ;  but  it  has  never  been  alleged, 
either  out  of  doors  or  in  this  House, 
that  any  cruelty  to  children  has  been 
practised  in  theatres.     No  well-attested 
case  of  cruelty  to  children  has  ever  been 
brought  before  the  public  in  connection 
with  theatres ;  and  the  Director  of  the 
Society  for  the  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to 
Children,  the  Rev.  B.   Waugh,   autho- 
rizes me  to  state  that  the  Society  has 
taken  the  greatest  trouble  to  ascertain 
whether    there    has    been    any    case, 
and  has  failed  to  find  a  single  one.     It 
is  quite  possible  that  the  severe  training 
which  is  necessary  for   acrobatic  and 
gymnastic  performances  may  occasion- 
ally involve    cruelty ;    but    the   words 
which  I  propose  to  introduce  will  keep 
those  entertainments  under  the  prohibi- 
tion.    In  the  ordinary  work  of  a  theatre 
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{COMMONS} 


(Prevmtion)  Bill, 
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there  is  no  rrotive  for  cruelty.  The 
children  take  the  greatest  interest  and 
pleasure  in  the  performances,  and  there 
18  no  analogy  to  be  drawn  between  that 
class  of  work  and  the  work  which 
brought  the  Factory  Acts  into  existence. 
The  history  of  those  Acts  show  that  the 
children  were  employed  for  long  hours, 
that  they  endured  great  sufferings,  and 
that  excessive  mortality  prevailed  among 
them.  In  the  case  of  the  employment 
of  children  in  theatres,  in  most  in- 
stances there  cannot  be  a  doubt  that  the 
children  are  actually  benefited  by  their 
occupation,  and  upon  that  point  there  is 
mucn  evidence  of  a  substantial  cha- 
racter to  be  adduced.  Let  me  take  the 
evidence  of  Dr.  Priestly  and  Mrs. 
Priestly.  Mrs.  Priestly,  in  a  letter  to 
Mr.  Irving  in  May  last,  wrote — 

"  Perhaps  you  will  allow  me  to  say  that  we 
have  always  considered  that  the  poor  children 
employed  in  theatres  are  in  a  more  enviable 
position  than  their  neighbours." 

The  fact  is  that  they  are  enviable,  be- 
cause they  are  well-fed,  well  clothed, 
and  well-trained — advantages  which  it 
is  impossible  for  them  to  get  in  their 
own  homes.  Mrs.  Priestly  goes  on  to 
say,  with  regard  to  the  ward  which  she 
and  Dr.  Priestly  had  set  up  for  sick 
children,  that  they 

*<  always  considered  the  little  fairies  and 
goblins  in  pantomimes  had  a  better  chance  of 
recovering  from  dangerous  illness  than  their 
less  cared-for  neighbours," 

and  she  denounces  the  agitation  against 
the  employment  of  children  in  theatres 
as  positively  cruel.  Dr.  Priestly  is  far 
more  qualified  to  give  practical  evidence 
upon  Uiis  subject  than  any  number  of 
ladies  and  gentlemen  who  approach  the 
subject  with  their  minds  filled  with  a 
bitter  prejudice  against  the  stage,  and 
who  have  absolutely  no  practical  ex- 
perience of  theatres  and  theatrical  life. 
The  prohibition  contained  in  this  clause 
would  have  the  effect  of  throwing  hun- 
dreds of  children  out  of  employment,  and 
of  putting  au  end  lo  many  performances 
and  plays  which  have  been  popular  with 
the  English  people  for  generations. 
Most  of  the  little  fairies  would  disappear 
under  this  new  out-burst  of  Puritanical 
fervour.  The  Midsummer  NightU  Bream 
would  have  to  be  played  without  them  ; 
"Peascod,  **  Mustard  Seed,"  and  the 
rest  will  have  to  vanish.  The  "  Duke 
of  York  "  in  Richard  UL  will  have 
to  go  after  them.    [CWm  0/ •*No?"] 

Mr.  Jennings 


I    do    not   know    whether     the     hon 
Member  who    cries   '*  No  "  has    ever 
played  in    those   parts.      The  part    of 
**  Arthur"  in  King  John  will  probably 
have  to  be  struck  out  of  the  play ;    at 
any  rate,  it  is  often  given  to  young 
persons     under     10     years    of     age. 
The   children    in     the     very    interest- 
ing   and    harmless    play    of     Olivia^ 
the   dramatization    of   the   "Vicar    of 
Wakefield,"  and  in  the  charming  play 
of  Masks  and  Faces,  will  either  go  out  or 
have  to  be  represented  by  wax  figures. 
We  shall    see     *'  Norma,"    staggering 
across    the    stage    under    the    burden 
of    two     overgrown     tomboys    instead 
of  children.     **  Arline  "  in  the  Bohemian 
Girl     will     have     to     wear    a     cer- 
tificate   suspended    round     her     neck: 
attesting  that  she  is  over   10  years  of 
age,    and  there  are  numberless  plays, 
well  known  to  the  public,  in  which  some- 
of  the  most  delightful  parts  will  have  to 
be  struck  out.    In  the  Drury  Lane  panto- 
mime last  year  there  was  a  very  pretty 
scene  in  which  a  number  of  girls  were^ 
dressed  up  to  represent  dolls.    They  took 
a  great  interest  in  the  performance.     I. 
spoke  to  one  of  them,  and  she  told  me 
that  she  was  seven  years  old,  and  was 
receiving    15s.    a     week.      In    Faust^ 
which  most  people  have  been   wicked 
enough  to  see  at   the  Lyceum,    many 
children     were     employed,     and    Mr.^ 
Irving  has  informed  me  that  there  are 
on  his  staff   throughout    the    year  a 
number  of  children,  some  of  whom  are 
the  children  of  dressers,  and  of  other  per- 
sons  employed  at  the  theatre.     These 
children  assist  in  keeping  up  the  home,, 
and  are  trained  in  an  agreeable  occu- 
pation, which  enables  them  to  provide 
their  own  living  in  after  years.    What 
reasonable  man  can  see  any  harm  in. 
that,  and  what  reason  is  there  for  the 
Legislature  to   interfere,   and    prevent 
the  children  from  assisting  their  parents 
in    this  way?      It  may    be  said  that 
although    Mr.    Augustus    Harris    and 
Mr.  Irving,  who  I  hope  are  not  quite 
beyond  the  pale  of  salvation,   do   not 
illtreat  children,  yet  they  are  ill  treated 
in  provincial  theatres.     In  these  days 
provincial  theatres  are  almost  as  good, 
as  theatres  in  London,  and  the  managers 
are  not  brutes,  either  by  nature  or  by 
training.     Actors    and   actresses  as   a 
class  are  among  the  most  kind-hearted 
people  in  the  world.     No  doubt  we  may^ 
find  a  successor  of  Yincent  Crummies- 
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•oooasionallj ;  but  Orummles  himself  was 
not  a  bad-hearted  man,  and  Oharles 
Dickens,  who  drew  him,  knew  a  thousand 
times  more  about  the  theatre  than  any 
of  those  who  have  drawn  up  this  clause. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Flintshire  (Mr.  S. 
Smith)  stated  that  only  a  small  pro- 
portion of  the  children  employed  early 
in  theatres  came  to  any  good,  and  that 
to  the  gpreat  bulk  of  little  girls  it  meant 
hopeless  ruin.  That  seems  to  be  a 
very  ungenerous  remark  to  come  from 
a  gentleman  with  such  benevolent  in- 
stincts as  the  hon.  Member.  It  would 
be  interesting  to  know  on  what  statistics 
-or  information  the  hon.  Gentleman  bases 
bis  assertion,  which  is  regarded  by  the 
dramatic  profession  as  a  gross  and 
unmerited  calumny.  It  certainly  fixes 
a  terrible  stigma  upon  thousands  of 
girls  who  have  performed  on  the  stage, 
and  whose  subsequent  lives  have 
'been  quite  as  reputable  as  the  lives 
of  most  fashionable  women  of  the  day. 
There  is  no  calling  or  profession  which 
insures  the  constant  practice  of  virtue. 
Even  politicians  sometimes  make  slips, 
hut  the  stage  is  no  worse  than  any 
other  calling  in  this  respect.  If  con- 
tamination of  morals  takes  place  in 
oonnection  with  theatrical  life,  I  should 
imagine  that  it  was  after  the  age  of 
10  years,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
-should  have  moved  an  Amendment 
prohibiting     the    employment    of    all 

fersons  in  theatres  above  that  age. 
t  is  clear  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
made  no  inquiry  on  the  subject.  I 
liave  taken  the  trouble  to  do  so,  and 
I  have  in  my  hand  a  long  list  of 
names  of  girls  who  have  been  employed 
aX  various  times  at  Drury  Lane  Theatre, 
and  who,  according  to  the  hon.  Member 

'  for  Flintshire,  have  all  gone  into  per- 
dition. I  will  take  two  or  threejinstances 
out  of  it  almost  at  random.    The  House 

-will  not  expect  me  to  give  the  names  of 
these  girls,  although  I  have  reason  to 
believe  the  girls  would  not  object  to  my 
doing  so.     The  list,  however,  is  entirely 

.  at  the  disposal  of  any  hon.  Gentleman. 

'  The  first  case  is'  that  of  a  hardened 
offender,  a  girl  only  10  years  of  age.  She 
has  been  on  the  stage  for  several  years, 
and  last  Christmas  she  performed  in 

'the  pantomime  at  Newcastle.  No 
unusual  symptoms  of  depravity  have 
yet    broken    out      in     her.      Another 

•  <oase   is   that    of    a  young    lady    who 

t' began     her     career     at    Drury    Lane 


Theatre,  and  who  is  now  the  principal 
dancer  at  the  Orystal  Palace.     Let  me 
remind  the  House  that  these  Rirls  are 
not  lost  sight  of  by  their  most  admirable 
trainers.     As  they  grow  older,  engage- 
ments  are   provided  for  them  in  pro- 
vincial theatres,  and  while  they  do  their 
duty  they  are  never  forgotten.     There  is 
another  young  lady  of  18   who  is  now 
engaged  in  the  Carl  Bosa   Company. 
Another  is  at  the  present  time  appearing 
in  the  Royal  Italian  Opera  at  Covent 
Garden.     Another  is  second  dancer  at 
the  Empire  Theatre,   earning  £1    15s. 
a  week.     Another,  who  began  at  Drury 
Lane  at  seven  years  of  age,  is  now  one 
of  the  principal  dancers  in  the  Crystal 
Palace     outdoor    ballet.     Another    is 
engaged  at   Birmingham ;  another  is  in 
the  Crystal  Palace  ballet,  and  receiving 
£2  a  week ;  another  is  a  principal  dancer 
in  the    Carl  Bosa  Company,    and  has 
married   a  member   of   the   company; 
another  has  passed   into   a  West  End 
milliner's    establishment ;  another   has 
left  the  stage  and  married  a  gentleman 
in  America,  and  I  hope  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  not  look  upon  her  as  having 
necessarily   sunk    into    hopeless    ruin. 
These  are  some    cases,  and   there   are 
many  others    in   the  list  calculated  to 
produce  a  very  different  impression  on 
the  mind  from  that  which  was  suggested 
by  the  hon.    Gentleman  in   his   gloomy 
picture  of  a  procession  of  children  pass- 
ing across  the   stage   into  eternal  ruin. 
Let     me      mention    other      instances, 
the    force    of    which    I    believe    the 
whole  civilized    world   will    recognise. 
Edmund   Kean,    one    of   the    greatest 
actors  who  ever  lived,  performed  on  the 
stage  before  he  was  nine  years  old ;  and 
the  worthy  successor  of  Edmund  Kean, 
and  the  greatest  actor  of  our  time,  Mr. 
Henry  Irving,  writes  to  say — 

**  The  earliest  years  in  a  theatre  are  often  of 
infinite  value  to  memhers  of  our  calling,  and  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  some  of  our  most 
distinguished  actresses  owe  their  success  very 
largely  to  the  fact  that  they  were  brought  up 
in  the  theatre,  and  that  the  stage  was  to  them 
both  a  nursery  and  a  schoolroom.*' 

Miss  Kate  Terry  performed  in  a  theatre 
long  before  she  was  10  years  of  ago; 
she  played  the  part  of  * 'Arthur  "  in  Etng 
John,  when  she  was  eight.  [Mr.  Mxtn- 
DELLA,  '*  Oh !  oh  !  "]  Miss  Ellen  Terry 
played  the  part  of  the  **  Duke  of  York  " 
in  Richard  111.  when  six  years  of  age. 
That  is  her  own  belief,  though,  of  coursOy 
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it  may  be  the  right  lion  Gentleman 
knows  better ;  and,  if  so,  I  am  sure  Miss 
Ellen  Terry  will  be  delighted  to  receive 
any  information  regarding  her  early  life 
from  one  who  knows  so  much  more 
about  it  than  she  does  herself. 

Mk.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side) :  I  did  not  desire  to  contradict  the 
hon.  Gentleman  when  he  spoke  of  Miss 
Kate  Terry  at  eight  years  of  a^e  playing 
the  part  of  ^'Arthur.'*  I  remembered  that 
historically  **  Arthur"  was  16  years  old 
when  he  was  killed. 

♦Mk.  JENNINGS :  At  any  rate,  the 
part  was  performed  by  Miss  Kate  Terry 
before  she  was  10  years  of  age.  Mrs. 
Bancroft  *  appeared  on  the  stage  before 
she  was  10,  and  so  did  Mrs.  Kendal  and 
Miss  Bateman.  There  are  some  persons 
in  the  world  who  look  on  a  theatre  as  a 
haunt  of  vice,  except  on  Sunday  evcDings, 
when  they  hire  it  for  the  purpose  of 
preaching  what  they  call  a  sermon. 
They  are  furious  with  the  stage  unless 
they  are  themselves  playing  on  it  the 
part  of  the  amateur  divine.  They  picture 
to  themselves  horrible  scenes  of  the 
frightful  orgies  which  go  on  behind  the 
scenes  of  a  theatre — when  they  are  not 
there  to  look  after  morals.  The  fact  is 
that  behind  the  scenes  of  a  theatre  is  a 
place  of  business  which  is  most  rigidly 
looked  after ;  admission  behind  the 
scenes  of  our  great  theatres  is  almost 
as  difficult  to  obtain  as  admission  to 
Buckingham  Palace,  The  behaviour 
there  is,  as  a  rule,  far  more  decorous  than 
that  witnessed  in  many  places  of  much 
greater  pretensions.  Cases  of  cruelty  in 
theatres  are  most  rare  and  exceptional ; 
and  it  is  to  meet  the  very  few  cases  that 
the  words  to  which  I  object  have 
been  introduced  into  the  Bill.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Evesham  (Sir  E. 
Ttmple)  has  very  warmly  supported  the 
prohibition  of  the  employment  of  chil- 
dren in  theatres.  He  stated  that  the 
Amendment  to  strike  out  the  prohibition 
was  not  only  wrong,  but  diametrically  the 
opposite  ot  what  is  right.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Evesham  apparently  has 
not  inquired  personally  into  the  subject, 
but  two  of  his  colleagues  on  the  London 
School  Board  have  done  so ;  and  after 
an  inspection  of  the  arrangements  of  the 
theatre  for  training  and  educating  the 
children,  they  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  employment  of  the  children 
was  not  only  good,  but,  as  the  hon. 
Member  would  put  it,  was  diametrically 

Ifr.  Jennings 


the  opposite  of  bad.  General  Sims, 
one  of  these  gentleman,  is  now  an 
ardent  advocate  of  the  employment  of 
children  in  theatres,  whereas  he  was 
formerly  most  bitterly  opposed  to  it. 
The  hon  Member  seems  to  think  that 
every  child  who  is  not  educated  under 
the  direction  of  the  School  Board  is  lost,  . 
and  he  comes  forward  with  great  seve- 
rity, and  pronounces  a  decree  of  excom- 
munication against  it.  But  if  the  hon. 
Member  is  goiDg  to  excommunicate  all  . 
children  not  brought  up  under  a  School 
Board,  he  has  his  work  cut  out  for  him ; 
because  there  are  many  people  in  the 
constituencies  who  believe  that  children 
can  be  more  cheaply  and  more  efficicently 
educated  without  the  intervention  of 
the  School  Board  than  with  it.  In  fact, 
they  are  almost  as  much  afraid  of  the 
SchoolBoardasthehon.  Member  appears 
to  be  of  the  awful  orgies  that  go  on  be- 
hind the  scenes  in  the  theatres.  Again, 
it  is  said  that  if  the  children  are  not  em- 
ployed in  the  theatres  at  night  they  will 
be  in  bed  ;  but  that  by  no  means  follows. 
Some  persons  seems  to  think  that  at  7 
or  8  in  the  evening  these  young  children, 
if  not  engaged  at  the  theatre,  will  be 
carried  gently  upstairs  and  put  into 
a  comfortable,  curtained  brass  bedstead ; 
but  that  is  not  the  lot  of  the  children  of 
the  poor.  Let  hon.  Gentlemen  visit  the 
purlieus  of  Drury  Lane  late  at  night,  or 
the  ghastly  slums  within  pistol  shot  of 
this  House.  They  will  see  how  little 
their  dream  corresponds  with  the  reality. 
They  will  find  hundreds  of  children  be- 
tween 11  and  12  o'clock,  or  even  later, 
drifting  about  the  doors  of  the  gin 
shops,  or  grovelling  in  the  gutters  with . 
oaths  and  curses  ringing  in  their  ears. 
Of  these  children  it  may  indeed  be  said 
that  they  are  **  born  to  trouble  as  the 
sparks  fiy  upwards  " ;  and  almost  any- 
thing which  takes  them,  even  for  a 
time,  from  their  misery  and  degrad  ition  . 
should  be  welcomed  as  an  alleviation 
of  the  hardships  of  their  lot.  The  theatre 
to  some  extent  does  this  work.  I  admit 
that  it  does  the  work  imperfectly ;  it 
does  not  carry*  it  out  on  the  scale 
we  should  all  like  to  see ;  but  it  is 
better  than  nothing.  It  offers  to 
hundreds  of  children  remunerative  em- 
ployment, and  it  does  this  at  that  time 
of  year  when  help  is  most  needed — 
in  the  depth  of  winter,  when  their 
parents  are  out  of  work,  and  when  the  - 
home  is  going  to  pieces.    The  theatre  - 
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provides  them  with  the  means  of  earr  jing 
clothiDg  and  food  to  their  parents,  who 
are  very  often  in  a  state  of  hunger  and 
wretchedness.      It  was  assumed  to  my 
great  astonishment  throughout  the  pre- 
vious discussion   that  every  parent  who 
derives  help     from    a    child  is   neces- 
sarily    a    worthless     reprobate.      But 
this  is  not  the  case.     There  are  many 
fathers  who  are  incapacitated  by  sick- 
ness or  by  accident  from  providing    for 
the  livelihood  of  their  children.     There 
are  many  others  who  are  in  the  still  more 
pitiable  plight  of  being  able  and  will- 
ing to  work,  but  who  are  [not    able  to 
find  work  to  do,  the  most  heart-breaking 
position  any  man  can  find    himself  in 
who     has     others     depending     upon 
him     for      support.      If    the     House 
take     the     worthless     reprobates    into 
consideration,     they     are    also    bound 
not    to    exclude    this   suffering    class. 
In  many    and  many   a  case,    some    of 
which  are    within    my    own    personal 
knowledge,  the  broker's  man  has  been 
kept  out  of  the  home,  and  the  widowed 
mother  has  been  kept  out  of  the  work- 
house by  the  exertions  of  the  children 
who  are  employed  in  theatres.       The 
operation  of  this  clause  can  only  be  of 
the  most  harmful  character.      It  shuts 
against  these  children  of  the  poor  al- 
most the  only  door  of  escape  from  their 
rags,  their  misery,   and    their  squalid 
homes.     The  clause  as  it  stands  is  one 
for    the    infliction    of  cruelty  on    chil- 
dren, and  not  for  its  prevention;    and 
I    entreat   the   House    to    strike    out 
these  most  objectionable  words,   and  to 
adopt  the  alteration  which  I  now  move. 
Major  EASCH  (Essex) :  As  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Society  for  the  Prevention  of 
Cruelty  to  Children,  I  rise  to  second  the 
Amendment.     I  think  that  this  portion 
of  the  Bill  will  do  more  harm  than  good 
to  children.     It  will  prevent  them  from 
earning  a  few   shillings   in   the  winter 
months,  when  money  in  the  homes  of  the 
poor  is  most  urgently  needed.      I  think 
that  the  Gentlemen,  actuated  no  doubt 
by  the  best  motives,  who  succeeded  in 
inserting  this  alteration   in  the  Bill  on 
the  last  occasion,  have  been  guided  more 
by  sentimental  than  by  practical  con- 
siderations in  dealing  witli  the  subject. 
It  ia  important  to  bear  in  mind  that  the 
employment     of     young     children    in 
theatres  has    been   prevalent    in    this 
ooontry    for   many  years,    and    under 
proper  regulations  I  maintain  that  no 


harm  can  result    to    children    so    em- 
ployed. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  Sub- 
section (c),  lines  22  and  23,  to  leave  out 
the  words — 

**  Or  in  premises  licjensed  according^  to  law  for 
pablio  entertainments," 

and  insert  the  words — 

**  Other  than  premises  licensed  according  to 
law  for  theatrical  or  dramatic  entertainments, 
acrobatic  and  gymnastic  performances  ex- 
cepted.*'— {Mr.  Jennings.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

♦Mr.  S.  SMITH  (Flintshire):  I  am 
sure  that  the  House  has  listened  with 
much  interest  to  the  able  speech  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Jennings).  I 
readily  recognize  the  sincerity  of  that 
speech,  and  I  believe  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  acting  according  to  his 
convictions  for  the  good  of  the  children. 
I  admit  that  this  is  a  fair  arguable  case 
from  his  point  of  view  ;  but  I  still  hold 
the  opinion  that  it  cannot  be  good  for 
young  children  under  10  years  of  age 
to  be  employed  in  the  heated  and 
forcing  atmosphere  of  theatres.  I  be- 
lieve that  such  employment  is  injurious 
not  only  to  the  nerves  but  to  the  mental 
and  physical  development  of  children. 
The  non.  Member  quoted  instances  of 
actresses  having  been  employed  in 
theatres  at  five  years  of  age ;  but  I  am 
certain  that  no  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
House  would  dream  of  permitting  any 
child  of  his  to  be  so  employed  at  four  or 
five  years  of  age,  or  even  at  10  years 
of  age.  Now  let  me  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  view  of  the  leading 
theatrical  paper  in  the  country  on  the 
subject.  The  Era  speaks  words  of  truth 
and  soberness,  for  it  says  that,  in  the 
interest  of  the  drama,  it  objects  to  the 
employment  of  very  young  children  in 
theatres,  and  it  added  that,  even  in  the 
case  of  children  of  real  talent  for  acting, 
in  its  opinion,  it  was  injurious  to  the 
development  of  that  talent  to  put  its 
little  possessors  to  work  too  early,  for 
the  forcing  process  was  always  an  un- 
healthy one.  It  is  also  asked  by  the 
writer  why  an  exception  should  be  made 
in  favour  of  a  calling  like  that  of  the 
stage,  which  is  admittedly  one  of  the 
most  exhausting  and  exacting  both  for 
nerves  and  bod;|^.  It  is  further  shown 
that  in  France,  Belgium,  and  the  State 
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of  New  York,  it  has  been  decided  that 
children  should  not  be  employed  on  the 
stage  until  thej  were  15  years  of  age. 
As  a  matter   of  fact,  however,  I  find 
that,  according  to  the  laws  of  the  State 
of  New  York,  the  age  is  really  16.     In 
moving  his  Amendment  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man confined   himself  to  the  case  of 
some  of  the  best  managed  theatres  in 
London.      But    this  question  is  not  to 
be     argued     mainly     with     reference 
to   a  few   exceptional   cases    of    good 
management.      It   has    to  be    argued 
'with     reference     to     the      thousands 
of     poor,      second-rate,      and      some- 
times very  low  and  demoralizing  places 
of  amusement   scattered   all    over   the 
country.     I  am  not  ignorant  of  the  effect 
of  some  of  these  low  places  of  amuse- 
ment on  the  morals  of  children.     There 
are  tens  of  thousands  of  children  who 
have    been    horribly    demoralized     by 
attending  some  of  the  low  music-halls, 
penny   gaffs,   and    inferior    classes    of 
theatres.  The  children  employed  in  those 
theatres  pass  from  town  to  town ;  they 
are  a  sort  of  vagrant  population  without 
education  ;  and  if  this  clause  can  be  en- 
forced we  shall  be  enabled  to  bring  a 
large  number  of  those  children  under 
good,  sound,  wholesome  instruction.  As 
to  the  morality  of  the  stage,  I  admit  I 
spoke    somewhat  strongly  on  the   last 
occasion  ;  but,  speaking  from    what  I 
^ow,  I  hold  that  the  theatrical  profes- 
sion is  not  a  safe  one.     There  is  a  very 
large  percentage  of  evil  in  the  theatrical 
profession,  and  this  view  I  adopt  from 
the  mouths  of  some  of  the  most  eminent 
members  of  that  profession.     But  I  will 
not  go  into  that  subject  now.     What  we 
hold  is  this,  that  up  to  10  years  of  age 
a  child  is  not  fit  to  be  employed  in  the 
unhealthy  and  forcing  atmosphere  of  the 
theatre,  which  is  injurious  to  its  health, 
education,  and  character. 

Mr.  ADDISON  (Ashton -under 
Lyne) :  I  must  say  the  zeal  and  sincerity 
of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Smith)  are  so 
ardent  and  his  motives  so  worthy  that 
his  opinions  ought  to  be  treated  with 
the  greatest  respect ;  but  I  am  rather 
fiurprised  that  the  hon.  Member  should 
have  made  an  offer  to  liberal  sentiments, 
because  in  the  course  he  is  taking  the 
lion.  Member  is  departing  from  the 
principle  of  liberty  which  was  once  the 
boast  of  all  Liberals  and  Eadicals,  which, 
I  am  sorry  to  say,  is  now  mainly  advo- 
cated from  the  Ministerial  Benches — the 
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principle  that    you  have  no  right  to 
interfere  with  the  liberty  or  calling  of 
other  people  except  where  strong  public 
necessity  is  shown.  So  far  from  showing 
any  such  necessity,  the  hon.  Member  can 
only  say  that  the  theatrical  avocation  is 
exciting  and  exhausting  to  the  nerves  of 
children.    The  hon.  Member  has  made 
an  appeal  also  to  our  feelings  as  parents. 
Well,  I  confess  that  as  regards  my  own 
children,  I  should  be  sorry  to  see  them 
working  in    the    healthiest    and   best 
ventilated  factory  in  England,  or  working 
in  the  shops,  or  in  a  great  many  other 
callings  in  which,  I  hope,  it  will  always 
be  lawful  for  the  children  of  the  poor  to 
be  engaged.     But  I  say  there  is  nothing 
in  which  my  own  children  up  to  and 
beyond   the   age  of  10  take  a  greater 
delight  and  enjoyment  than  in  acting  or 
what    they    call    **  dressing   up,"    and 
instead  of  its  injuring  their  nerves  they 
always  seem  to  me  the  better  for  it.  The 
children  of  the  hon.  Member    (Mr.    S. 
Smith), equally  well  brought  up,no  doubt, 
aro  not  allowed  to  act ;  but  I  doubt  if  they 
have   enjoyed  the  little  sedate  occupa- 
tions  of  their   youth   as   much  as  my 
children  have  enjoyed  theirs.     The  hon. 
Member  in  making  his  next  point  read  a 
quotation  from  the  JSra.     If  he  had  read 
a  little  further  he  would  have  seen  where 
the  cloven  hoof  came  in,    because    he 
would  have  observed  that  the  Era  was 
going  in  for  the  protection  of  grown  up 
actors;  and  objected  to  the  competition 
of  little  children.      The  hon.   Member 
thus  departed  from  democratic  principles 
in  two  respects.    First,  he  departed  from 
them  by  attempting  unduly  to  interfere 
with  lawful  rights  and  liberties;   and, 
secondly,  he  departed  from  them  ir  advo- 
cating protection  for  grown  up  people. 
As  for  myself  I  am  not  surprised  that  the 
JSra  put  this  point  so  strongly  ;  because 
the  old  actors  not  only  have  to  compete 
with  children,  but  often  have  to  compete 
with  them  very  much  to  their  own  dis- 
advantage.     I    have    never    seen    the 
Pirates  of  Penzance  better  played  than 
when    the    parts    were   performed    by 
children.     To  the  list  already  quoted  of 
great   actresses  who   appeared   on   the 
stage  at  a  very  early  age  might  be  added 
the  name  of  Mrs.  Siddons,  and  many 
others.     It  is  said  that  children  are  not 
necessary   to   the    stage ;    but,    in    my 
opinion,  the  interest  of  many  plays  and 
operas   would     be    destroyed    if    little 
children  could  not  act  in  them.     Could 
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deal  more  than  I  do ;  but  on  this  euhj««ot 
of  ballet  girls  I  must  claim  to  know  as 
much  as  anyone  else.     I  will  take  the 
case  of  Drury  Lane  as  a  test  case.     One 
half  of  the  children  employed  there  are 
under  10  years  of  age.     If  trained  they 
receive   from    Is.   6d.   to   2s.  for  each 
performance ;  if  not  trained,  from  9d. 
to  Is.     At  Christmas  there  are  about  12 
performances  a  week,  and  the  pantomime 
goes  on  for  a  considerable  number  of 
weeks.     If  this  employment  causes  no 
injury  to    the  children,  surely  it  is  p^r 
ne  an   advantage  that   they  and   their 
families  should  have  at  Christmas  the 
benefit  of  the  few  shillings  which  they 
earn.     But  then  my  hon.  Friends  say, 
**  Why  should  you  make  one  law  for 
theatres  and  another  law  for  factories  ? '' 
The  reason  is  that  a  theatre  is  not  a 
factory,  and  that   a   factory   is    not  a 
theatre.      One    cannot     imagine    that 
children,    if    they    had    their     choice, 
would    want    to    go     to     work    in    a 
factory.     The  work  is  very  hard  there, 
but  in  a  theatre  it  is  exactly  the  reverse 
— a  sort  of  educational  system  united 
with  amusement.     In  fact,  a  theatre  is 
a  sort  of  Kindergarten.     The  children, 
irom  a  physical  point  of  view,  learn  to 
move  about  well ;  they  are  well  washed 
and  taken  care  of,  and    they  gain  infi- 
nitely more  in  the  hours   which  they 
pass  in  the  theatre  than  they  would  gain 
by  remaining  at  home.     It  must  not  be 
supposed,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Stock- 
port has  pointed  out,  that  these  children, 
if  they  stopped  at  home,  would  be  taken 
by    nurses    to  little   brass- bound    bed- 
steads at  an   early  hour  of  the  evening. 
In  all  probability  they  would  be  found 
running  about   the  streets  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  the  slums  of  London  at  all 
hours  of  the  night.    We  have  been  told 
by  the  Member  for   Flintshire  that  the 
opinion  of  the  profession  is  against  the 
employment  of  children.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber cited  the  Era  as  representing  the 
views  of  the  profession.     It  should  be 
remembered,  however,  that  a  deputation 
from  all  the  London  managers  waited 
upon  the  Home  Secretary,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  admit  that  it  was 
a  fairly  representative  deputation  of  the 
profession,  and  that  they  were  one  and 
all  in  favour  of  the  employment  of  chiU 
dren.     The  hon.  Member  for  Flintshire, 
while     admitting     that    the      London 
theatres  are  well  conducted,  says  there 
are  thousands  of  places  throughout  the 


Prince  Arthur  or  Little  Lord  Fauntleroy 
be  played   by    grown-up    people  ?    If 
*^  Arline "  were  bound  to  be  over    20 
jears  of  age  she  would   never   reach 
''the   marble   halls,"  and  her  gloomy 
father    would     not   be    able    to    sing 
^*The    heart    bowed    down."      If    the 
imhappy  fruits  of  Adelgiso's  intimacy 
with  the  Eoman  soldier  were  two  grown- 
up young  ladies,  looking  as  if  they  had 
just  come  out,  and  seemingly  well  able 
to  take  care  of  themselves,  and  inclined 
rather  than  otherwise   to    follow   their 
mother's  example,  what  would  become  of 
the  opera  ?     There  is  something  which 
almost  lends    itself  to   ridicule  in  the 
notion  that  children  are  any  the  worse  as 
regards  training,  treatment,  or  education 
in  consequence  of  their  being  employed 
on  the  stage.      At  the  bottom  of  the 
honest  opposition  of  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  is  the  belief  that  the  stage  has 
a  corrupt  and  demoralizing  influence, 
and  consequently  he  desires  to  protect 
little  children  from  being  trained  up  as 
actors  and  actresses.      That   sentiment 
ought  not  to  influence  hon.  Members  in 
departing  from  the  sound  principle  laid 
down  by  democratic  writers  that  Parlia- 
ment has  no  right  to  conduct  the  affairs 
of   the     nation     by    these    ill-advised 
attempts  to  do  good,  which  always  result 
in  doing  harm,  and  by  proceeding  on 
the  notion  that  no  people  are  able  to  look 
after  their  own    interests   without  the 
interference  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  LAB0UCHEEE(  Northampton)  : 
It  is  somewhat  curious  that  there  appears 
to  be  a  aiiforence  oi  opinion  on  this  ques- 
tion of  ballet  girls  according  to  the  side 
of  the  House  on  which  hon.  Members 
sit.     For  my  own  part,  I  do  not  consider 
it  a  political  question  in  any  way.     I  can 
understand  Qentlemen  taking  one  side 
or  the  other  ;  but  what  I  do  not  under- 
stand  is  that  Gentlemen  calling  them- 
selves Liberals  take  one   side    of  the 
question,     while     most    Conservatives 
take  the  other.     I  feel  myself  in  unison 
with  the  Attorney  General    upon   this 
matter.     The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man is  most  anxious  to  put  an  end  to 
cruelty    to  children  ;  but  after  having 
thoroughly  investigated  this  matter,  he 
does  not  believe  that  there  is  any  cruelty 
in  the  present  system  as  far  as  regards 
theatres.     Most  of  my  hon.  Friends  are 
opposed    to    the    Amendment    of    the 
hon.  Member  for  Stockport.     On  most 
subjects  they  doubtless  know   a  great 


19  Crvelty  to  Children 


{COMMONS} 


{I retention)  lidl.  20 


country  where  children  are  demoralized. 
I  wish  the  hon.  Member  had  not  been 
80    vague    in    his    statement,  hut  had 
named  some  particular  caoos.      In    re- 
spect to  this     Amendment,     it     is     to 
be     noted    that     it     does     not     cover 
music-halls.      The    Amendment  speaks 
only  of  places   which  are    licensed  for 
dramatic    entertainments.       No    doubt 
there  are  music-halls  into  which,  no  chil- 
dren, whatever  their  age,  should  go,  but 
this    is.  a    question    of    theatres,    and 
theatres    alone ;    and    theatres   in    the 
country  are  almost  in  every  case  as  well 
managed  as  theatres  in  London.     If  the 
hon.  Member  for  Flintshire  will  come 
with  me  to  some  theatres  in  the  evening 
I  will  introduce  him  to   the  ladies  and 
gentlemen  there,  and   the  hon.  Gentle- 
man will,  I  am  sure,  be  convinced  that 
there  is  no  bad  treatment  of  the  children. 
Theatrical  people  are  generally  kindly, 
and      the     only    injury    to    the    chil- 
dren     is     injury     to    their     stomachs 
from  too  many  sugar  plums  and  cakes. 
The  hon.  Member  says  that  employment 
at  such  an  early  age  injures  the  children 
pliysically,    particularly    their    nerves. 
Has  he  given  any  evidence  to  show  it  ? 
Has  he     quoted  the  opinions  of  any 
medical   man  ?     No ;    but    a    medical 
authority  was  quoted  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  (Mr.  Jennings),  who  stated 
precisely  the  reverse.     There  can  be  no 
aoubt  that  it  in  no  way   injures    the 
children  physically  to  go  through  this 
small  amount  of   work — play  I  would 
rather  call  it.     As  to  immorality,  I  do 
not  understand  the  views  of  my  hon. 
Friend  on  that  subject.     Does  he  mean 
that  children  under    10  would  be  de- 
moralized, but  that  they  would  not  be 
demoralized  if  above    10  ?     Of  course, 
some    of    the    girls    go  to  the  bad,  I 
perfectly  admit  it.  And  it  is  as  perfectly 
certain  that  there  are  politicians  who  go 
to  the  bad  in  this  House.     But,  as  a 
matter  of  hard  fact,   it  is  exceedingly 
rare  that  girls  brought  to  the  theatre  at 
a  very  early  age  go  to  the  bad ;  they 
look  upon  the  thing  as  a  matter  of  busi- 
ness.    The  girls  who  go  to  the  bad  are 
those  who  go  on  the  stage  at  18  or  19 
without  preliminary  training.     I  speak 
from  an  exact  knowledge  of  the  subject, 
whereas  my  hon.   Friend   only  has    a 
theory  about  ballet  girls  which  is  evolved 
from  his  own  inner  consciousness.     As 
to  the  difficulty  with  regard  to  educa- 
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tion,  I  deny   that  the  children  belong' 
to  the  vagrant  population  unless  where 
their  parents  move  about  the  countryr 
and  where  that  is  the  case  does  my  hon. 
Friend  intend  to  stop  them  ?     The  idea 
that  the  children  will  lose  their  e  duca- 
tion  by  going  to  theatres  before  10  is  a 
mistake.     At  Drury   Lane    and    other 
places  there  are  schools  for  the  children, 
who,  I  believe,  are  as  well  educated  as 
they  would  be  at  Board  Schools.     I  hope 
the  House  will  take  a  practical  view  of 
the  matter,  and  that  nobody  will  give 
his  Vote  upon  the  question  because  he 
sits  upon  this  or  upon  the  other  side  of 
the  House.     I  do  not  believe  children 
suffer  harm  by  taking   to   the    stage- 
under     10    years,     either     physically  r 
morally,  or  intellectually.     But  whether 
they  suffer  morally  or  not,  it  is  not  a 
question  for  a  Bill  for  the  prevention  of 
cruelty,  because  in  no  case  can  it  b& 
proved  that  any  sort  of  cruelty  exists. 
*Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, £.) :   I  do  not  pretend  to  compete 
with  my  hon.  Friend  who   has  just  sat^ 
down  iu  knowledge  or  experience  about 
one  aspect  of   this    question,   which  I 
venture  to  say  is  totally  foreign  both  to- 
the  clause  and  the  Amendment  under 
discussion.       I    agree    with    my    hon. 
Friend  that  this  is  not  a  political  ques- 
tion ;    and    if  my  hon.  Friend  studies 
the   Division  List   of  a    fortnight   ago 
he    will   find  that   the    very    valuable 
Amendment     on     the     subject      was 
carried    both    by     Liberal    and    Con- 
servative  votes.     I  hope,  therefore,  the 
House  will  exercise  its  commbn  sense,, 
and  not  be  influenced  by  the  amusing  and. 
almost  fantastic  arguments  of  my  hon. 
Friend.    The  hon.  Member  for  Stockport 
(Mr.  Jennings),  in  his  able  speech,  laid 
down  the  proposition  that  Gentlemen 
should  not  attempt  to  legislate  on  this 
question       who       had     no      practical 
knowledge,  or  who  were  without  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  acquaintance  with 
the  subject  of  the  performances  of  chil- 
dren in  the  theatres.     Well,  the  same 
kind  of  arguments  were  used   against 
Lord   Shaftesbury  with    regard  to    the 
Factory  Acts.     It    was    said    that  the 
Conservative   and    Agricultuaal    Party 
were  in  absolute  ignorance  of  the  con- 
dition of  factory  children,  and  that  the^ 
children,    if  not  employed  in  factories, 
would  be  roaming  about  our  large  towns,, 
and  would  be  subjected  to  all  sorts  of 
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evil  influences.  And  as  now  with  the 
theatres,  instances  were  given  of  great 
factories  in  Lancashire  conducted  in  the 
most  admirable  manner  with  the 
greatest  consideration  for  the  interests 
of  the  children  employed.  It  was  also 
said  that  if  not  trained  early  they 
would  not  be  fit  for  labour  in  factories. 
The  same  was  said  even  of  mines,  and 
it  was  argued  that  if  the  employment  of 
children  was  stopped  the  race  of  miners 
would  come  to  an  end.  I  am  not  object- 
ing to  the  employment  of  these  children 
because  they  are  employed  in  theatres.  I 
am  objecting  to  the  employment  of  chil- 
dren under  10  anywhere,  whether  in  the 
factory,  theatre,  the  church,,  or  the 
chapel.  I  object  to  children  under  10 
being  obliged  to  work  for  their  living, 
and  to  isolate  cases  of  destitute  parents 
being  brought  forward  in  support  of 
the  argument  of  hon.  Gentlemen,  such 
cases  being  no  justification.  The 
point  is  whether,  in  legislation  affect- 
ing children,  we  will  or  will  not  allow 
children  under  10  to  labour.  We 
have  prohibited  children's  labour  in 
factories  and  mines;  we  have  gone 
a  great  deal  further.  We  talk  of 
healthy  occupations.  What  more 
healthy  occupation  than  agriculture? 
and  yet  we  have  prohibited  children 
under  10  from  working  upon  a  farm. 
Acrobatic  performances  in  the  caEe  of 
children  I  believe  to  be  distinctly  cruel, 
but  I  do  not  deal  with  that  point  now. 
I  plead  that  there  should  be  no  excep- 
tion, and  that  in  this  country  children 
under  10  years  shall  not  be  employed. 
A  wise,  a  humane,  and  a  Christian 
State  claims  the  right  to  regulate  these 
things,  and  it  is  on  that  ground  I  shall 
give  my  vote. 

♦Sir  EICHARD  TEMPLE  (Worces- 
ter, Evesham) :  I  rise  with  much  re- 
gret to  oppose  the  Motion  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Stockport ;  but  I 
feel  that,  owing  to  the  position  which  I 
have  taken,  and  still  hold,  in  relation  to 
the  elementary  education  of  London 
children,  I  have  no  alternative.  I  am 
further  called  upon  to  briefly  address 
the  House,  because  my  hon.  Friend  has 
done  me  the  honour  to  allude  to  the 
part  I  took  in  our  proceedings  a  fort- 
night ago,  and  he  virtually  said  that  my 
vision  was  bounded  by  the  horizon  of 
the  School  Board.  But  my  hon.  fViend 
shot  his  arrow  very  wide  of  the  mark* 


Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Memoers  being  found  present, 

♦Sir  RICHARD  TEMPLE :    Before 
this    little     interruption,    I    was    say- 
ing    my    hon.    Friend    the     Member 
for     Stockport      was     wide    of      the 
mark      when      he      said      my      view 
was  bounded  by  the  School  Board,  for  it 
is  well-known  that  I,  though  a  member 
of  the  School  Board,  am  a  thorough  ad- 
vocate of  the  voluntary  system,  and  do 
my  best  to  promote   education   in   all 
voluntary   schools.     Against  theatrical 
training!  say  nothing — that  is,  the  schools 
kept  up  inside  theatres  for  the  children 
employed  there ;  only  I  say  let  those  chil- 
dren take  part  in  them  who  are  over  10 
years  of  age.     I  do  not  say  that  there 
should  be  no  little  fairies.     It  is  by  no 
means  a  question  of  fairies  or  no  fairies; 
but  whether  the  fairies  shall  be  under 
or  over  10  years  of  age.  My  hon.  Friend 
gave  us  a  long  list  of  performances — 
charmtng  plays  some  of  them — which  he 
says  could  never  be  acted  unless  children 
under  10  are  allowed  to  take  part  in  the 
performance.    Now,  I  ask  hon.  Members 
is  this  really  a  practical  objection  ?  Will 
any  man  of  the  world  believe  that  the 
fact    of  the    age    of     a    child     being 
10    or    11,     eight    and     a     half,     or 
ten  and  a  half,   can  make   any  differ- 
ence   to    the    performance  ?      If    this 
Bill  passes  into  law  all  those  charming 
performances  alluded  to  can  go  on  with- 
out any  appreciable    difference  to   the 
audience.      But  the  difference  will  be 
very  great  for  the  children  and  for  their 
future,  and  I  say  it  would  be  the  quint- 
essence of  selfishness  if,  for  the  sake  of 
theatrical  finance  or  to  avoid  some  slight 
modification  in  spectacular  representa- 
tion or  pantomime,   we  condemned  the* 
children  to  those  evils  which  all  educa- 
tional  authorities  declare  to  exist.     We  ■ 
have  heard  mention   of     many   distin- 
guished  persons   whose  career   on  the 
stage  began    at    a   very     tender  age, 
and    all    that    need    be    said   is    that- 
these   were  exceptional  cases  for  which 
we    cannot    legislate,     and      I     think 
also  these  were  children  of  well  to-do 
parents,    and   were  probably  of  eentle 
birth.     We   are  not  thinking  of  that 
class;    we  are  thinking  of  the  many 
who  come  from  the  poorest  and  most  un* 
happy  homes  in  the  neighbourhood  of. 
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.'Speaking  is  necessary.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Stockport  read  a  list  of  instances, 
?but  they  were  all  **  ballet." 

*Me.  JENNINGS :  I  gave  a  Hst  of 
•some  of  the  most  celebrated  plays  in 
English  literature. 

*Mb.  WINTEEBOTHAM  :  The  hon. 
*  Gentleman  has  misunderstood  me.  I 
referred  to  the  cases  he  read  to  the 
House  of  individuals,  and  what  they  are 
doing  now,  and  in  almost  every  case  it 
^as  the  ballet.  My  statement  is  that 
i;hey  are  employed  as  specially  pretty 
<$hildren,  and  that  the  great  proportion 
Join  the  ballet  corps  afterwards.  I 
am  not  afraid  of  being  told  that  I  am 
in  favour  of  grandmotherly  legisla- 
tion when  I  advocate  the  protection  of 
these  children  of  tender  years  from 
being  brought  up  to  this  profession 
by  special  relaxation  of  the  law.  What 
becomes  of  them?  They  grow  up  as 
ballet  girls,  and  what  becomes  of  75 
per  cent  of  the  ballet  girls  ?  Ask  the 
Oity  Missionaries,  and  the  devoted  ladies 
who  do  such  noble  work  among  their 
fallen  sisters!  They  grow  older,  their 
limbs  become  stiffer,  younger  ballet 
girls  compete  with  them,  they  have 
been  exposed  to  a  certain  atmosphere, 
certain  tastes  hava  been  developed,  they 
are  not  fitted  for  the  ordinary  pur- 
suits of  the  world,  they  leave  the  ballet, 
and  what  becomes  of  them  ?  I  am  sorry 
to  say,  but  I  believe  it  to  be  the  sad 
truth,  that  the  majority  of  these  poor 
girls  go  on  the  streets ;  and  I  feel,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  I  am  only  discharging  my 
duty  in  reminding  the  House  of  this 
serious  fact.  I  read  in  a  paper  called 
the  EnHractei  — 

"  When  Flossy  has  put  on  gorgeous  raiment 
for  the  theatre,  and  has  taken  ever  so  small  a 
part  in  a  successful  scene,  her  affection  for 
sewing  buttons  on  her  brother's  shirt  is  very 
small.^' 

It  is  gravely  argued  that  the  children 
like  it.  Are  we  necessarily  doing  our 
duty  by  these  little  ones  by  letting  them 
do  the  pleasant  thing?  The  society 
papers  are  all  against  us,  but  they  are 
generally  on  the  side  of  the  pleasure 
loving  public.  I  am  sorry  to  see  that 
they  have  enlisted  Mr.  Punch  against 
what  I  think  is  the  right  side  on  this 
question,  for  he  is  generally  on  the  right 
side.  The  opposition  has  been  called 
**oant,"  **  religious  hypocrisy,"  **hu- 
manitarianism,"  and  the  usual  epithets 
have  been  applied  to  us.  We  had  all  this 
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when  we  were  legislating  for  the  protec- 
tion of  women  and  children  not  long  ago ; 
we  had  to  meet  it  on  the  question  of 
flogging  in  the  Army;  we  had  it  when  we 
attacked  the  wicked  and  disgraceful 
Army  brothel  system  in  India  and  put 
an  end  to  it  last  year,  and  the  same 
thing  happens  now.  But  I  care  not 
what  is  said  of  us ;  it  is  as  a  Christian 
I  am  goinsr  to  vote ;  it  is  the  cause  of 
'* these  little  ones"  so  dear  to  Christ 
that  we  plead  for  to- day.  I  accuse  no  one 
who  differs  from  me  of  not  being  per- 
fectly conscientious  in  this  matter.  I 
know  that  there  are  good  people  who 
own  those  gin  palaces,  which  one  hon. 
Member  alluded  to,  from  the  influence  of 
which  the  fairies,  he  said,  were  taken  who 
spend  money  generously  and  liberally, 
and  who  would  be  shocked  if  they  were 
accused  of  being  in  any  way  responsible 
for  the  poverty,  vice,  and  crime  connected 
with  such  places.  I  hope  I  have  not 
said  a  word  to  imply  that  those  who 
support  this  Amendment  are  not  per- 
fectly conscientious  in  their  views;  but  it 
is  because  I  believe  the  moral  and 
spiritual  welfare  of  these  dear  little 
children  of  6,  7,  and  8  years  old  is 
involved  that  I  am  going  to  vote 
against  the  Amendment.  There  are 
parents  who  are  willing  to  sell  their 
children. 
An  Hon.  Member  :  Oh,  oh ! 

*Mr.  WINTEEBOTHAM :  We  know, 
alas  that  that  is  so ;  and  although  some 
hon.  Member  says  **  Oh,"  we  have 
ample  proof  that  there  are  parents 
willing  to  sell  their  children  even  for  an 
evil  purpose,  while  numbers  are  ready 
jto  sell  them  for  the  purpose  of  earning 
money.  But  we  are  dealing  now  with 
the  great  mass  of  the  working  class,  and 
not  with  a  few  exceptional  cases ;  and  I 
say  the  people  of  this  country  are  against 
children  under  10  being  put  to  any  work 
at  all,  their  desire  being  that  they  should 
be  properly  educated  and  trained  for 
the  battle  of  life.  And  I  warn  the 
House  that,  if  this  Amendment  should 
unhappily  be  carried,  the  people  will  ere 
long  demand  that  the  exemption  it 
embodies  shall  be  repealed. 

*The  under  secretary  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst, 
Chatham) :  I  almost  feel  ashamed  of 
myself  because  I  was  hardly  able  to 
listen  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  has  just  spoken 
without  a  sense  of  indignation.     I  do 
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not  for  a  moment  doubt  the  reverenoe 
of  his  allusions  to  Christianity ;  but 
I  object  to  his  affectation  of  moral 
superiority  over  the  rest  of  the  House, 
and  especially  to  his  claim  to  guardian- 
ship over  parents  of  our  poor  children, 
which  I  am  not  disposed  to  yield  to  him 
without  further  consideration.  But  it 
is  not  so  much  on  account  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  assumption  of 
moral  superiority,  of  which  I  am  per* 
fectly  ready  to  make  him  a  present,  as 
it  is  on  account  of  his  apparent  claim 
that  he  and  his  friends  are  better  judges 
of  what  is  good  for  other  people  than 
they  are  themselves,  that  I  object  to  the 
manner  in  which  he  has  dealt  with  this 
subject.  He  assumes  that  he  and  those 
who  agree  with  him  have  so  much  more 
knowledge,  so  much  more  wisdom,  and 
so  much  more  experience  of  life  that 
they  have  a  right  to  tell  the  parents  how 
their  children  should  be  brought  up, 
and  to  exercise  through  the  action  of 
this  House  in  a  vicarious  way  the  duties 
which  in  reality  belong  to  tSe  parents 
themselves.  I  must  confess  that  I 
always  take  part  in  these  social  and 
philanthropical  discussions  with  extreme 
pain  and  reluctance  because  I  am  unable 
to  lash  myself  into  that  condition  of 
moral  superiority  which  leads  one  to 
believe  that  he  is  entitled  to  dictate 
what  others  should  do  in  matters  of 
this  kind.  I  am  unable  to  imagine 
that  it  is  my  business  to  decide  for 
the  parents,  who,  in  nine  cases  out  of 
ten,  have  the  welfare  of  their  children 
most  sincerely  at  heart,  what  particular 
vocation  in  life  they  shall  adopt,  and  I 
have  always  had  a  prejjudice  in  favour 
of  that  old-fashioned  doctrine,  which  I 
know  is  quite  out  of  place  in  this 
advanced  age,  of  trusting  a  good  deal 
to  the  responsibility  of  the  parents,  and 
not  attempting  to  take  the  duty  of 
managing  their  children  absolutely  out 
of  their  hands,  and  of  throwing  on  them 
the  duty  of  seeing  that  the  education 
and  employment  of  their  children  are 
such  as  to  fit  them  for  their  future  course 
of  life.  Holding  these  antiquated  views, 
I  approach  the  consideration  of  this 
question  from  a  very  different  point  of 
view  to  that  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member.  I  do  not  see  how  I  am  to 
dictate  to  the  poor  of  London  the  par- 
ticular way  in  which  the  poor  of  London 
are  to  train  and  educate  their  children. 
I  simply  ask  myself  whether  a  case  has 


been  made  out  for  the  interference  of 
the  State  with  the  natural  duty  of  the 
parents  and  the  responsibility  which 
devolves  on  them  ;  and  I  confess  I  can- 
not see  that  such  a  case  has  been  made 
out.  The  hoQ.  and  learned  Gentleman 
spoke  of  drawing  the  line  at  theatres, 
and  of  this  House  enacting  that  children 
should  be  allowed  to  go  to  such  places ;  and 
he  and  his  friends  are  now  asking  for  the 
means  of  preventing  the  employment  of 
thousands  of  children  of  the  poor,  who 
now  assist  their  parents  in  eking  out  the 
means  of  existence  during  the  winter 
months.  I  know,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
hardships  which  such  an  interference 
would  impose  on  the  poor  of  London. 
There  are  hundreds  and  thousands  of 
children  in  the  Metropolis  whose  em- 
ployment in  this  way  helps  to  lighten  the 
struggles  of  their  parents  with  cold  and 
hunger  and  all  the  other  diOiculties 
which  beset  the  lives  of  the  poorer 
classes.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
asks  us,  in  the  name  of  Christianity 
and  benevolence,  to  cut  off  this 
source  of  supply.  By  all  means  do  so  if 
the  necessity  can  be  demonstrated  ;  but, 
at  all  events,  let  a  good  case  be  made 
out.  I  ask  the  House,  has  such  a  case 
been  made  out  ?  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Worcestershire  (Sir  R. 
Temple),  in  the  excellent  speech  he 
made  a  short  time  ago,  admitted  he  had 
nothing  to  say  against  the  employment 
of  children  at  theatres — in  the  sense 
that  no  cruelty  was  practised,  that  no 
physical  deterioration  was  produced, 
and  that  there  was  no  evidence  of  any  in- 
feriority of  moral  condition  on  the  part 
of  children  as  compared  with  the  ordi- 
nary moral  condition  of  other  children 
of  the  same  class.  This  being  so,  I 
simply  say  that  no  case  has  been  made 
out  for  State  interference  of  this 
character  with  the  usual  employment 
of  the  children  of  the  poor, 
and  therefore  it  would  be  an  act  of 
tyranny  on  the  part  of  the  majority  of 
this  House,  without  any  adequate  case 
being  made  out,  to  shut  the  door  to  such 
employment,  and  determine  that  these 
children  shall  be  deprived  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  assisting  their  parents  in  ob- 
taining their  daily  bread.  This  is  a 
matter  in  which  I  rely  on  the  dictates 
of  reason  and  common  sense.  I  believe 
that  society  would,  upon  the  whole,  go 
on  better  if  the  poor  were  left  to  take 
care  of  their  own  children,  and  decide 
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for  themselves  what  employment  they 
should  be  put  to.  I  was  much  struck 
by  the  argument  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Worcestershire.  He  agreed, 
inthemstin,  that  the  School  Boards  should 
not  go  beyond  the  provisions  required 
for  educational  purposes ;  and  it  is  well 
known  that  schoolmasters  are,  as  a  rule, 
the  natural  enemies  of  recreation  and 
amusement.  But  would  the  hon. 
Gentleman  allow  the  School  Boards  and 
schoolmasters  and  the  Privy  Council  the 
exclusive  right  to  dictate  what  shall  be 
the  employment  of  the  children  of 
the  poor?  All  that  School  Boards 
and  schoolmasters  can,  and  ought  to 
do,  is  to  see  that  the  conditions 
prescribed  by  the  Education  Acts 
are,  in  the  case  of  the  theatrical 
children  as  well  as  others,  properly  ful- 
filled. If  they  are  not  fulfilled ,  Jby  all 
means  let  the  law  take  its  course ;  but 
if  it  be  found  that,  in  spite  of  late  hours 
and  the  excitement  consequent  on  the 
employment  of  the  children  at  the 
theatres,  all  the  educational  requirements 
of  the  law  are  fulfilled  as  well  as  or 
better  than  in  the  case  of  other  children 
of  the  poor,  then  I  see  no  reason  in  the 
School  Board  argument  why  this  House 
should  interfere  in  this  matter.  I  am 
obliged  to  the  House  for  allowing  me 
to  say  these  few  words.  I  hope  I  have 
not  repeated  those  arguments  which 
have  given  so  much  concern  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Cirencester  (Mr.  Winterbotham) ;  and 
I  urge,  upon  the  doctrine  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  disposed  to  sneer 
at,  that  the  parents  should  be  held 
primarily  responsible  for  the  care  and 
education  of  their  children,  and  that  the 
State  should  never  interfere  with  the 
sacred  parental  duty  unless  a  strong  case 
for  such  interference  is  made  out. 

Mk.  L.  H.  COUETNEY  (Cornwall, 
Bodmin):  I  must  say  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  is  marvellously  modest 
in  his  ideas.  He  wishes  to  excuse  him- 
self from  being  supposed  to  have  moral 
or  intellectual  superiority,  not  merely 
oyer  Members  of  this  House,  but  over 
parents.  He  puts  himself  in  a  position 
— which  he  confesses  is  old-fashioned — 
of  maintaining  the  responsibility  of 
parents.  But  although  I  also  feel  very 
strongly  the  desirability  of  maintaining 
the  responsibility  of  parents,  I  must  im- 
press on  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
that    his    position  of  unrestricted  and 
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uncorrected  responsibility  on  the  part  o  f 
parents  is  nearly  50  years  behind  the 
age.     What  has  struck  me  most  in  the 
course  of  the  Debates  on  this  subject  has 
been  the  way  in  which  hon.  Members 
have  treated  the  principles  which  have 
governed  the  legislation  of  this  House- 
during  the  last  40  or  50  years.     To  say 
to  a  parent  that  a  child  shall   not  be 
sent  out  to  earn  a  living  unless  it  is  over 
10  years  of  age,  is  talked  of  as  if  it  is 
frightful.     Hon.  Gentlemen  do  not  ap- 
pear to  realize  that  the   onus  prohandi 
does  not  rest  upon  those  who  desire  to 
see  children  under    10  restricted   from 
employment  in  pantomimes,  but  upon 
those  who  are  against  that  restriction. 
I  desire  to  dissociate  myself  from  some 
arguments  that  have  been  used  as  to  the 
conditions  of  theatrical  employment,  and 
the  subsequent  conduct  of  those  who  are 
temporarily  thus  employed.     I  take  my 
stand  upon  this — that  the  advocates  of 
such  employment  have  not  discharged 
the  onus  prohandi  that  lay  upon  them, 
and  have  ^hown  no  good  ground  why 
children  under  10  years  of  age,  who  are 
debarred  from  other  employment,  should 
be  permitted  to  be  employed  at  Drury 
Lane  and  other  theatres.     Why  should 
this  special  exemption  be  made?    We 
have  been  told  of  the  grievous  neces- 
sities of  poor  parents,  and  of  the  hard- 
ships which  will  be  inflicted  on  them  if 
they  are  deprived  of  the  scanty  earnings 
of  their  children.     But  we  have  heard 
those  arguments  on  previous  occasions, 
and  yet  we  relentlessly  interfered  with 
the  employment  of  children  under  10  in 
factories.     It  is  said  that  if  this  employ- 
ment is  not  allowed  the  parents  will  in 
many  cases   have   to   resort  to   parish 
relief.     But  there  are  many  parents  who 
are  careless  and  negligent,  and  who  take 
the  earnings  of    their    children,   who, 
without  such  earnings,  would  manage 
to  support  themselves.     But  even  if  the 
parents  were  driven  to  obtaining  assist- 
ance from  the  parish  to  maintain  them- 
selves and  their  children,  the  House  of 
Commons,  with   its    superior    wisdom, 
says  that  even  that  is  better  than  that 
children  should  be  subjected  to  employ- 
ment prematurely.     That  is  the  position 
we  have  assumed  in  the  past,  and  I  say 
we  are  bound  to  carry  it  through.  But  a 
further  argument  has  been  advanced  in 
favour  of  the  exemption  of  theatres  from 
this  enactment.  It  is  said  that  if  you  can- 
not employ  children  under  10  years  of 
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age  you  will  not  get  finished  artists  in 
aault  years,  and  that,  if  the  employment 
of  children  is  forbidden,  it  will  be  fatal 
to  the  subsequent  appearance  of  artists 
on  the  stage.  There  is  no  reality  in  this 
suggestion.  We  have  often  heard  it 
before,  and  may  at  once  put  it  aside  as  a 
mere  phantasm.  In  France  the  employ- 
ment of  children  is  forbidden,  yet  France 
is  not  without  its  theatrical  artists,  and 
the  French  stage  is  fully  as  respectable 
and  far  superior  to  anything  we  have 
on  this  side  of  the  water.  To-day  we 
haye  had  the  case  of  the  theatrical 
managers  placed  before  us.  But  the 
same  arguments  have  previously  been 
advanced  on  behalf  of  almost  every 
trade  and  profession.  Factory  owners, 
coal  owners,  ship  owners,  newspaper 
proprietors,  and  other  employers  Hke 
the  theatrical  managers  all  desired 
special  exemptions  in  their  case,  and 
pointed  out  how  necessary  such  exemp- 
tions were.  But  unless  the  House  is 
prepared  to  make  other  exemptions.  I 
see  no  reason  for  making  an  exception 
in  favour  of  theatrical  managers.  Par- 
liament has  refused  to  make  these  ex- 
ceptions in  the  past.  I  hope  a  like  refusal 
wul  follow  in  the  present  instance. 

*8iB  E.  WEBSTER:  Before  I  deal 

with  the  interesting  speech  which  has 

just  been  delivered,  I  wish  to  say  a  word 

or  two  as  to  the  course  I  propose  to  take 

in  the  event  of  this  Amendment  being, 

as  I  hope  it  will  be,  carried.    If  it  is 

agreed  to  I  shall  move  the  insertion  of 

words  making  it  an  offence  under  the 

Bill  to  employ  a  child  under  the  age  of 

ten  years  in  any  acrobatic  or  gymnastic 

performances.    I  think  we  are  all  agreed 

on  the  importance  of  doing  that,  and  I 

have  no  doubt  the  hon.  Member  for  Stock- 
port will  accept  that  Amendment.  And 
now,  in  answer  to  the  speech  we  h^ve  just 
heard,it  might  have  beensupposed  that  we 
were  discussing  the  Preamble  of  a  Bill  to 
extend  the  Factory  Acts  to  theatres. 
But  the  Bill  is  one  to  prevent  cruelty  to 
children,  and  I  protest  against  the  prin- 
ciple of  factory  legislation  being  in- 
vojced.  I  can  only  speak  of  what  oc- 
curred in  this  House  when  the  factory 
legislation  was  under  consideration  from 
what  I  have  read.  I  have  read  with 
interest  many  of  the  brilliant  speeches 
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delivered  by  great  men,  some  of  whom 
are  still  with  us.     But,  so  far  as  I  know, 
all    legislation    of    the    nature  of  the 
Factory  Acts  has  been  based  on  proved 
cases  of  injury  to  the  children,  or  posi- 
tive interference  either  with  their  edu- 
cation  or  health.      As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  last  spoke  knows  per- 
fectly well,  I  respect  his  opinion  as  much 
as  any  Member   of  this    House,    ^ut 
why,  I  ask,  if  this  is  the  line  on  which 
he  declines  to  support  the  Amendment, 
has  not  a  Bill  been  boldly  introduced  to 
extend  the  Factory  Acts  ?    Now,  I  want 
to  bring  the  House  back  to  the  real 
question,  and  that  is,  is  the  employment 
in  theatres  of  children  under  ten  years 
productive  of  cruelty,  or  injurious  to  the 
health  or  education  of  the  children  ?    It 
is  practically  admitted  that  it  is  not  ? 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Eves- 
ham said  he  could  not  see  any  reason 
for  allowing,  even  indirectly,   children 
to    be   employed    in    theatres,    if  you 
forbid  them  to  go  into  the  streets  for  the 
purpose  of  singing,  playing,  and  perform- 
ing ;  and  what  were  the  reasons  which 
induced  the  House  to  accept  the   argu- 
ments of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Brightside  Division  of 
ShefiBield.   He  said,  in  clear,  forcible,  and 
pathetic  language,  that  children  under 
the  pretence  of    singing  and    playing 
had  been  forced  into  the  streets,  and 
cruelly  ill-treated  by  their  parents  if 
they    did    not    bring    home    sufficieu 
money.     But  in  the  course  of  the  20  oi 
30  speeches  we  have  had  on  this  matter 
nobody  has  suggested  that  a  parent  h&H 
ever  forced  a  child   against  its  will  to 
sing  or  play  in  a  theatre  in  order  that 
that  parent  might  trade  on  the  earnings 
of  the  child.     I  desire  to  enter  my  pro- 
test against  the  tone  adopted  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Grencester.  I  have  had 
the  privilege  and    honour  of  discuss- 
ing this  matter  with  Mrs.  Fawcett,  and 
I  have  also  seen  the  Bev.  B.  Waugh, 
both  of  whom  state  —  and  I  do  not 
understand  that  it  is  contradicted  by  any 
Member  of  this  House — that,  so  far  as 
they  know,  not  a    single  instance  of 
cruelty  in  connection  with  employment 
of  children  in  theatres  has  ever  been 
discovered.    We  are  not  now  consider- 
ing shall  these  children  have  the  educa- 
tion given  in  a  theatre,  or  education  of 
a  different  character ;  but  we  have  to 
consider    whether  the    employment  of 
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children  under   10  years   of  age  in  a  when    the     subject    was    exhaustively 

theatre  is  likely  to  injure  them.    I  ven-  treated,  will  agree  that  while  personal 

ture  to  suggest  that  a-  false  issue  has  iu. treatment  of  children  at  theatres  is 

oeen  raised   by  the  opponents  of  this  .  .. ,         ^  ^,  .,  ^       j  xi. 

Amendment.      If   this    is    purely    an  impossible,  yet  the  excitement  and  the 

educational    question  —  as    suggested  unnatural  conditions  of   labour  for   a 

by   the   hon.  Member    for  Evesham —  child   under  10   years   of  age    cannot 

why  do  not  the  School  Board  do  their  but     engender      imaginations     under 

f?Sr^u^°?®'  ^^^  Education  Act  of  conditions  which  for  children  of  tender 
1876  there  18  a  remedy  which  I  under-  ^^  extremely  harmful  to  them, 
stand  has  been  put  in  force  m  njany  r^he  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  member 
parts  of  the  country,  for  inspectors  have  j^^  Wolverhampton  brought  the  House 
attended  the  theatres,  in  order  to  see  down  to  the  narrow  point  which  we  have 
if  the  children  employed  m  them  are  ^o  decide,  and  that  is  whether  we  wiU 
given  a  proper  education,  and  if  the  agree,  under  any  circumstances,  to  allow 
instruction  supplied  is  insufficient  then  children  under  10  years  of  age  to  be 
the  law  has  been  enforced.  I  repeat,  engaged  in  any  occupation  which  can  be 
we  are  here  to  consider  whether  this  constructively  harmful  to  them.  It  is 
method  of  employing  children  is  m  it-  gj^^  j  necessary  to  consider  whether 
self  such  as  will  subject  them  to  im-  the  children  are  placed  in  circumstances 
proper  and  cruel  treatment.  I  hope  I  ^^^^  ^  be  injurious  to  their  educa- 
may  be  pardoned  for  not  following  t;  "^  ^^  ^'  engender  in  their 
ton. Membersintoquestionsof morality;  „,j„^a  ^.^^ain  notions  which,  at  10 
butif  itisrig^htto  allowgirlsof  llor  ^f  <,annot  possibly  be 
12  to  be  employed  in  theatres,  surely  Otherwise  tfan  hurtful.  We  have 
It  18  absurd  to  suggest  that  immorality  ^^^^^  y^  ^„t  of  Parliament  laid  it 
IS  encouraged  if  the  children  employed  ^own  that  every  child  under  10  years  of 
are  under  10.  The  most  experienced  ghall  be  absolutely  free  from  gain- 
managers  of  theatres  find  that  good  is  f*i  occupations  ;  that  they  shaU  be 
done  by  inducing  children  to  look  upon  ^^^^^  -^^^  blio  elementary  schooU, 
the  theatre,  rather  than  the  streets,  aa  ^^^  compelled  to  take  the  education 
their  school  and  playground.  I  would  be  necessary  for  the  preparation  of  their 
among  the  first  to  join  in  any  legislation  ^^^^  ^^^  bodies  for  the  duties  of  life, 
to  prevent  the  cruel  treatment  of  chil-  jjow  we  cannot  both  enjoin  high 
dren ;  but  I  ask  the  House  to  accept  ^is  duties  in  this  respect  upon  the  parents, 
Amendment,  on  the  ground  that  thia  ^^  ^^  ^y^^  same  time,  give  them 
18  not  a  measure  m  which  to  extend  ,  ^  ^^  tt^i,  children  in  the 
the    provisions    of   the  Factory  Acts.  J^omng  in  such  occupations  as  may  be 

*Mb.  MATHER  (Lancashire,  Gorton) :  hurtful  to  tfieir  morals.    I  think  that 

t       1.1.1...^  n         il  public  opinion  on  this  question  has  been 

I  understand  the  Attorney  General  to  ^^^^    j^    ^^^  Town  Councils  of   the 

say  that  the   terms   of   this  proposal,  country.     In  1882  the  Town  Council  of 

to    prevent    cruelty  to    children,   can-  the  City  of  Manchester  certainly  was  in 

not  be  properly  applied  to  children  who  favour  of  prohibiting  the  employment 

are  employed  in  theatres  in  the  most  ^^  pliildren  under  10,  either  in  theatres 

\        y    y        ,  ,.  -  or  m  any  other  places  of  entertainment ; 

innocent  and   harmless    occupation  of  and  I  believe  if  the  provisions   of  this 

amusing  the  public.     Now,  I  contend  we  Bill  could  be  laid  before  that  body,  it 

have  to  decide  whether  the  occupation  would  again  unanimously  come  to  a  like 

so  described  by  the  Attorney  General  is  conclusion    and    vindicate    the    great 

one  that  in  any  sense  comes  under  the  S^..^^^  ^LZxl^TyVl  & 

category  of  occupations  which  are  de-  ^    necessity,    either    through    their 

fined  in  the  Bill  as  being  hurtful,  either  parents  or  guardians,   of  undertaking 

morally  or  physically,  to  children ;  and  I  occupations  which  are  unnatural  and 

think  Members  of  this  House  who  have  ^^^^y  ^  *>®  harmful  to  them, 
listened  to  the  debate  on  this  question,        Mb.    HOWELL    (Bethnal     Green, 

both  to-day  and  on  a  former  occasion,  N.E.) :    I  should  not  have  taken  part 
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in  this  Debate  had  it  not  been  for  the 
Teferenoe    that    the    working    classes 
would  be  immensely  benefited   by  the 
adoption  of   the  Amendment  proposed 
by    the  hon.  Member    for    Stockport. 
Now,  I  think  it  would  be   very    diffi- 
cult indeed  to  find   any   considerable 
number  of  the  working  classes  so  called 
who    would  be    immensely    benefited. 
On  the  contrary,  I  think  that  a  majority 
of  that  class,  were  they  appealed  to  to- 
morrow, would  be  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
as  it  stands,  rather  than  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  opposite.     I 

may  say  I  am  astonished  more  particu- 
larly at  the  cynical  references  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  on  the  Front  Govern- 
ment Bench  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member    for    Cirencester.      The    hon. 
-Gentleman  must  have   been    thinking 
that  he  was  legislating  for  India,  and 
though  he  cannot  be  said  to  be  dis- 
tinguished for  the  same  opinions  with 
regard     to     morality      and     religion 
as    the    hon.    Member    for    Cirences- 
ter   holds,    yet    he    is    distinguished 
for    the     cynicism      with     which     he 
approaches  this  important  subject.    Let 
me  recall  the  attention  of  the  Attorney 
"General  to  this  fact.     He  has  referred 
to  the  number  of  speeches  made  in  this 
House  with  regard  to  factory  legislation. 
Let  me  remind  him,  and  also  those  who 
may  be  in  favour  of  the  Amendment 
now  proposed,   of  what    was    brought 
before  the  Commission  in  1839,  1840, 
and  1 84 1 .     If  they  turn  to  the  Report  of 
that  Commission  they  will  find  the  same 
kind  of  evidence  was  brought  to  bear  in 
favour  of   the  employment  of    young 
children  of    four  years  of  age  in  the 
mines  of  this  countxy.     [**0h !  Oki !  "] 
^me  hon.  Members  cry  "Oh!  Oh!"  but 
if  they  will  only  read  the  evidence  they 
will  find  that  preciselv  the  same  kind  of 
argument  was  brought  forward  in  sup- 
port of  little  children  of  four  years  of 
age  being  employed  in  the  coal  mines, 
its  are  now  urged  in  support  of    this 
Amendment.      With    regard    to    this 
matter,     I   hope   the   House   will   not 
narrow  it  down  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  wishes 
it  to.     I  say  it  is  not  a  mere  question  of 
physical  cruelty,  but  it  is  a  question  of 
children  being  cruelly  injured  mentally, 


morally,  and  physically,  by  being 
brought  into  contact  at  an  early  age 
with  all  the  evil  influences  attaching  to 
theatres.  The  Amendment  is  an  effort 
to  make  an  exception  in  favour  of 
theatres,  on  behalf  of  the  theatre-going 
public.  It  is  quite  a  modem  innovation 
to  put  children  upon  the  stage,  and  it  is 
more  than  ever  necessary  to  protect 
youDg  children  even  from  their  parents. 
In  the  public  interests,  and  particularly 
in  the  interests  of  the  working  classes, 
there  ought  to  be  no  employment  of 
children  under  14  years  of  age;  and  I 
should  be  prepared  not  only  to  extend 
the  age  mentioned  in  this  clause  from 
ten  to  14  years,  but  I  would  not  suffer 
any  child  in  this  kingdom  to  be  em- 
ployed in  any  occupation  whatever  until 
it  had  attained  the  age  of  1 4  years. 

The  House  divided :  —Ayes  188  ;  Noes 
139.— (Div.  List,  No   194.) 

Amendment  proposed,  Clause  1, 
pag^  2,  after  line   31,  insert — 

"Provided  that  any  Local  Authority  may, 
if  they  think  necessary  or  desirable  so  to  do, 
from  time  to  time  by  bye-law  entered  or  restrict 
the  hours  mentioned  in  Sub -section  (b)  of  this 
section,  either  on  every  day  or  on  any  specified 
day  or  days  of  the  week,  and  either  as  to  the 
whole  of  their  district,  or  as  to  any  specified 
area  therein."— (^'*>^-  ^ebiUr.) 

Agreed  to. 


♦Mr.  H.  S.  WRIGHT  (Nottingham, 
8.) :  I  have  put  down  an  Amendment, 
in  order  to  obviate  one  of  the  objections 
to  the  employment  of  children  in 
theatres — namely,  the  late  hours.  After 
the  Division  that  has  just  taken  place,  I 
cannot  hope  very  much  that  the  dif- 
ference between  early  and  late  hours 
will  weigh  sufficiently  with  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  induce  them  to  accept  the 
Amendment,  but  still  I  should  like  to 
take  the  sense  of  the  House  upon  it.  I 
think  that  if  all  the  hon.  Members  who 
voted  in  the  Division  which  has  just 
taken  place  had  heard  the  debate,  there 

would  have  been  a  much  larger  minority, 
if  not  a  majority,  for  the  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Jennings).  I  think 
that  the  question  of  time  may  have  some 
influence  with  hon.  Members,  and  I  beg 
to  move  my  Amendment. 

C  2 
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Amendment  proposed,  Clause  1,  page 
2,  at  end,  add — 

"  Provided,  That  nothing  in  this  Clause  shall 
prevent  the  employment  of  children  in  theatres 
Defore  the  hour  of  nine  p.m." — (Mr,  H,  8, 
WHghi,) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
added,''  put,  and  negatived. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  The  next  Amend- 
ment  is  one  I  have  put  down,  in  pursu- 
ance of  a  pledge  given  when  the  Bill  was 
in  Committee. 

Amendment  proposed,  Clause  2,  page 
2,  lines  38  and  39,  leave  out  the  words 
''  sub-sections  (a)  and  (b),"  and  insert 
**  or  sub- section  (a)  of  section  two." — 
{SirR.  fFehster.) 

Agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  agreed  to  : — 

Clause  2,  page  3,  line  7,  after  **  into," 
insert  "such." — {Sir  IC.  fFehster,) 

Clause  2,  page  3,  line  9,  leave  out  all 
after  "charge,"  to  end  of  Clause. — {Sir 
R.  Webster.) 

Clause  3,  page  3,  line  14,  leave  out 
the  words  **  sub-section  (a)." — {Sir  R. 
Welster.) 

Mb.   KT^LY  :    I  beg    to    move  in 

Clause  3,  page  3,  line  15,  to  leave  out 

"  (b)  committed  for  trial  for  any  such 

offence."     I  venture  to  ask  the  House 

to  consider  whether  it  is  proper  to  enact 

that  a  person  whose  guilt  has   never 

been  proved  should  be  dealt  with  in  the 

same  way  as  a  person  whose  guilt  has 

been  proved.      I    doubt  whether  the 

House  desires  that  a  person  who  may 

have  committed  no  offence,  and  who  has 

been  committed  for  trial  on  evidence 
upon  which  no  real  reliance  can  be 
placed,  should  be  treated  in  the  same 
way  as  a  person  who  has  actually  been 
found  guilty.  It  is  certainly  very  novel 
to  the  law  that  a  person's  guilt  should 
be  assumed  before  he  has  been  found 
guilty;  and  I  ask  the  House  to  refuse  to 
adopt  a  provision  that  any  parent  should 
be  deprived  of  the  society  of  his  own 
child,  simply  because  on  unreliable 
evidenoe  he  has  been  committed  for 
trial. 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  lin& 
15,  to  leave  out  the  words,  **(b)  commit- 
ted for  trial  for  any  such  offence." 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill."— (Jfr.  Kelly). 

♦Sib  K.  WEBSTER:  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  seems  to  have  forgotten 
that  the  clause  would  only  have  opera- 
tion where  a  primd  facie  case  has  been 
proved  before  the  Magistrates  sufficient- 
to  show  the  guilt  of  the  person  to  their 
satisfaction.   I  must  say  that  under  such 

circumstances  I  should  not  like  to  leave^ 
the  child  under  the  power  of  the  indi- 
vidual, who  might  have  more  vindictive 
feelings  from  the  knowledge  that  he 
had  been  found  out.  The  section  i& 
safeguarded  in  every  way,  and  if  we  are' 
prepared  to  protect  the  child  we  ought 
to  do  it  thoroughly. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

The  following  Amendments  were- 
agreed  to : — 

Clause  3,  page  3,  line  20,  leave  out 
**its  parent,"  and inserf  such  person." 
— (5»r  R.  fFehster.) 

Clause  3,  page  3,  line  20,  leave  out 
"  its  next  friend,"  and  insert  "  a  rela- 
tion of  the  child." — ( Mr.  Tomlinson.) 

Clause  3,  page  3,  lines  25  and  26^ 
leave  out  '^such  parent  has  been: 
accessory,"  and  insert  **  a  parent  of  the 
child  is  charged  with  being  or  has  been, 
party  or  privy." — {Sir  R.  Wehster.) 

Clause  3,  page  3,  line  35,  leave  out 
'*Act,  1866,"  and  insert  '<  Acts."— (5*r 
R.  Webster.) 

♦Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston):  At 
my  instance,  when  the  Bill  was  in  Com- 
mittee, similar  words  were  inserted  in 
the  earlier  part  of  the  clause,  and  it 
was  suggested  that  the  previous  Amend- 
ment left  the  clause  not  quite  olear^ 
and  I  therefore  propose  to  insert  after 
«*to,"  in  line  37,  "the  person  respon- 
sible for  the  maintenance  of  the 
child  or." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
37,  after  the  word  **  to,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  the  person  responsible  for  the 
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maintenance    of   the    child    or.'* — Mr, 
Tomlineon.) 

Question  proposed,  ''(That  those  words 
'be  there  inserted." 

*8iR  E.  WEBSTER :  I  do  not  think 
the  Amendment  is  necessary.  The 
Court  would  give  the  custody  of  the 
child  to  some  person  whom  it  would 
name.  I  think  the  words  as  they  stand 
are  quite  sufficient. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  following  Amendments  were 
agreed  to  : — 

Olause  3,  page  4,  line  7,  leave  out 
irom  "committing,"  to  "person,"  in 
line  8. — {Mr,  Tomlinson,) 

Clause  3,  page  4,  line  8,  leave  out 
"  cancelled,"  and  insert — 

'*  Void  except  with  regard  to  anything  which 
may  have  been  lawfully  done  under  it."— (Jfr. 
Tomlifuon.) 

Clause  3,  page  4,  at  end  insert — 

"(3)  One  of  Her  Majesty's  principal  Secre- 
taries of  State  in  £ngland  or  Scotland  and  the 
"Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  may  at  any  time  in  his  discretion  dis- 
charge a  child  from  the  custody  of  any  person 
to  whom  it  is  committed,  in  pursuance  of  this 
flection*  either  absolutely  or  under  such  con- 
ditions as  such  Secretary  of  State  or  Chief 
Secretary  approves.'* 

♦Mr.  TOMLINSON:  I  propose  the 
Amendment  I  have  placed  on  the  Paper 
in  order  to  carry  out  what  was  under- 
stood to  be  the  intention  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
18,  leave  out  the  words ' '  place  of  safety, ' ' 
and  insert  the  words — 

**  Workhouse  or  a  place  certified  by  the 
Local  Authority  to  be  a  suitable  place  for  the 
detention  of  children  under  this  Act." — {Mr, 
Tomlinton,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'place  of  safety  '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 


Mr.   MUNDELLA:     The  Attorney 
'  General  has  words  in  Clause   1 1  which 
provide  for  all  that. 

♦Sir  E.  WEBSTER:  The  words 
appear  in  the  Definition  Clause,  and 
the  hon.  Member   can    amend  them  if 

7  they  do  not  satisfy  him  when  we  come 

rto  them. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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I  Amendment  proposed.  Clause  4,  page 
4,  line  21,  leave  out  from  **  dealt  with," 
to  end  of  line  23,  and  insert  "  as  may 
be  authorised  by  law." — {Sir  R. 
W^heter,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  JOHN  KELLY :  I  beg  to  move 

after   **  under,"  in  line   40,    to  insert 

**  section    1,     sub-section     1     of."      I 

think  that  if  the  right  hon.   Gentleman 

opposite  (Mr.   Mundella)   will  bear  in 

mind    the     great    difference     between 

the    offences    under   this    section    and 

under    the     other    sections    he    may 

be    disposed    to    agree   with  me.      I 

would  remind  him  that  this  provision 
is  something  novel  in  law.  Even  in  the 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  Bill  such  a 
clause  as  this  did  not  appear.  I  think 
it  desirable  that  such  a  clause  should  be 
omitted  altogether  ;  but  I  say  it  is  im- 
possible for  the  House  to  pass  the  clause 
in  its  present  form.  I  will  not  now  dis- 
cuss the  question  whether  it  is  desirable, 
in  reference  to  the  graver  offences,  to 
compel  a  woman  to  choose  between  con- 
victing her  husband  and  committing 
perjury,  for  which  she  will  be  punish- 
able by  law.  I  would  appeal  to  the 
learned  Attorney  General  to  support  me 
in  this  Amendment,  because  I  am  sure 
that  he  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Mundella)  will  admit  that 
there  is  the  widest  distinction  between 
the  different  offences  which  will  be 
struck  at  by  this  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  Clause  5,  page 
4,  line  40,  after  ^' under"  to  insert 
**  Section  1,  Sub-section  1,  of." 

Question  proposed,  **Tbat  the  words 
'Section  1,  Subsection  1  of '  be  there 
inserted." 

♦Mr.  ELLIOTT  LEES  (Oldham):  I 
think  it  would  be  well  if  my  Amendment 
were  discussed  at  the  same  time  as  that 
of  my  hon.  Friend.  My  Amendment 
practically  covers  that  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
and  if  it  does  not  commend  itself  to 
those  in  charge  of  the  Bill  I  should  be 
prepared,  rather  than  give  up  the  point 
altogether,  to  support  his.  My  excuse 
for  re- opening  this  question  on  the 
Report    stage,    after     a    Division     in 
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which  the  minority  holding  my  views 
only  amounted  to  13,  is  that  the  subject 
is  really  one  of  great  importance,  and 
that  a  radical  alteration  in  our  laws  was 
discussed  in  a  very  thin  House,  Mem- 
bers trooping  in  when  the  Division  was 
called,  without  really  knowing  what  the 
question  was  under  discussion,  and  voting 
simply  on  the  Tellers'  names.  I  should 
like  to  protest  against  the  custom,  which 
prevails  too  much  among  lawyers  in  this 
House,  of  introducing  into  small  clauses 
of  this  nature  alterations  in  our  laws 
that  are  really  of  a  wide  and  far-reaching 
character.  I  object  to  the  smuggling 
of  new  principles  into  the  law  in  this 
way.  There  i^  an  undoubted  principle 
involved  in  this  question.  It  is  quite  a 
new  principle  that  a  wife  should  be 
compellable  to  give  evidence  against 
her  husband.  It  is  quite  true  that  under 
the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  Act  a 
wife  is  competent  to  give  evidence 
against  her  husband,  but  she  is  not 
compelled  to  do  so.  Hon.  Members  who 
take  the  opposite  view  say,  **  What  does 
it  matter  ?  /^iat  experimentum  in  corpore 
vili.  Those  who  cruelly  ill-treat 
children  are  such  downright  blackguards 
that  it  does  not  matter  at  all."  I  object 
to  that  assumption,  because  you  are 
making  the  experiment  not  on  the  brute 
who  ill-treats  the  children,  but  on  the 
wife.  Bill  Sikes  may  be  a  brute,  but 
Nancy  is  not,  and  it  is  on  behalf  of  the 
married  Nancy  that  I  am  pleading  now. 
Take  the  case  of  the  stepfather  who,  in 
a  fit  of  drunken  cruelty,  ill-treats  his 
wife's  children.  He  may  be  a  good  and 
kind  husband  when  he  is  sober.  If  he 
is,  she  has  to  choose  between  giving 
evidence  to  save  her  children  from  ill- 
treatment  and  refusing  to  send  her 
husband  to  gaol.  If  he  is  a 
brutal  husband,  she  has  to  choose 
between      committing      perjury      and 

getting  a  sound  thrashing  when 
e  comes  out  of  prison.  The  law 
of  this  country  has  always  recognized 
the  unity  of  man  and  wife  with  regard 
to  questions  of  evidence  ;  and  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  a  good  thing  at  all, 
especially  for  the  poorer  classes  of  this 
country,  that  the  distinction  between 
the  evidence  of  husband  and  wife  and 
the  evidence  of  other  persons  should  be 
done  away  with.  It  is  said  by  many 
that,  after  all,  this  is  only  a  bit  of 
sentimental    legislation    of    our    fore- 

Mr.  Elliott  Leee 


fathers.  Now,  I  am  opposed  to  most 
of  the  sentimental  legislation  of  the 
present  day,  on  the  ground  that  nearly 
all  of  it  tends  to  increase  police  power 
and  to  interfere  with  the  freedom  of  the 
liberty  of  the  subject.  But  if  hon. 
Members  will  examine  the  bits  of  so- 
called  sentimental  legislation  which  have 
come  down  to  us  from  our  forefathers^ 
they  will  find  that  in  every  one  of  them 
the  sentiment  is  entirely  in  favour  of 
freedom.  There  is  one  point  in  this 
clause  which  I  certainly  think  has  been 
overlooked.  Under  Section  3,  if  a  person 
is  guilty  of  a  grave  ofiPence  against  a 
child  the  Court  may  order  that  the  child 
should  be  placed  in  charge  of  another 
person  who  may  keep  the  child,  if  a  boy 
until  he  is  14  years  of  age,  if  a  girl 
until  she  is  16.  Suppose  a  mother  has 
to  choose  between  her  child  and  a 
husband  who  is  brutal  to  the  child,  but 
kind  to  her.  She  is  certainly  placed  in 
a  hard  situation.  She  is  compelled  to 
give  evidence,  and  she  may  feel  that  by 
the  very  evidence  she  is  going  to  give 
her  child  may  be  taken  out  of  her  charge 
for  many  years.  She  may  feel  that  in 
future  she  can  preserve  the  child  from: 
her  husband's  cruelty,  or  she  may  have 
hopes  of  reclaiming  the  husband ;  and 
yet,  if  she  speaks  the  truth,  she  may 
lose  the  society  of  her  child  for  many 
years.  I  may  say  that  I  most  heartily 
approve  of  the  Bill  as  a  whole,  and 
thank  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
for  having  brought  it  in ;  but  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  see  his  way 
to  allowing  the  wife  to  remain  only  a 
competent,  and  not  a  compulsory, 
witness. 
♦Sir    E.    WEBSTEE:     Perhaps    it 

will  save  time  if  I  at  once  express  my 
opinion  on  both  the  points  that  have 
been  raised.  I  cannot  advise  the  House 
to  agree  that  the  wife  should  be  made 
a  voluntary,  and  not  a  compellable, 
witness.  The  information  before  us  is 
that,  in  cases  in  which  horrible  cruel- 
ties, amounting  almost  to  starvation, 
have  been  practised  by  the  husband, 
unless  you  can  get  the  wife's  evidence 
there  is  no  chance  of  obtaining  a  con-^ 
viction,  and  it  is  therefore  necessary^ 
to  compel  the  wife  to  give  evidence*^ 
It  is  also  necessary  in  the  interests  of 
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the  wife,  because  if  she  be  merely 
a  oompetent  and  not  a  oompeli- 
able  witness,  and  if  she  Tolunteers  to 
IpTe  eTidence  where  she  need  not  do  so, 
she  may  bring  upon  herself  the  Tenge- 
ance  of  the  husband.  As  to  the  Amend* 
ment  of  the  Hon.  Member  for  Camber* 
well  (Mr.  Kelly),  it  seems  to  me  to  be 
really  a  matter  for  the  discretion  of  the 
House.  I  quite  affree  with  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  that  the  really 
serious  part  of  the  proposal  relates  to 
Section  1,  which  deals  with  oases  of  ex* 
treme  cruelty.  If  he  thinks  there  is  a 
real  necessity  for  the  Amendment  with 
regard  to  Section  2,  I  should  not  be 
prepared  to  oppose  it. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  I  hope  the  House 
will  allow  the  clause  to  stand  as  it  is. 
It  has  not  been  smuggled  through  the 
House  or  pasited  without  thorough  dis- 
cussion, and  I  think  there  is  more  cruelty 
in  connection  with  sending  out  children 
t«)  beg  in  the  streets  than  in  any  other 
form. 

«SiR  R.  WEBSTEH :  I  am  rather  in 
favour  of  giving  the  power  unless  in 
the  more  serious  offences,  but  I  do  not 
desire  to  press  my  view  in  the  matter, 
if  there  is  a  strong  opinion  against  it. 
I  would  rather  let  the  House  decide 
the  question  as  it  thinks  best. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  04  ;  Noes 
227.— (Div.  List.  No.  196.) 

The  following  Amendments  were 
agreed  to : — 

Clause  6.  page  5,  line  14,  leave  out 
from  ••  Act,"  U>  "offences,"  in  line  18, 
both  inclu«ive,  and  insert  ''  Indictable 
Offences  Act,  1848."— (1%*  AU9rn0y 
GineraL) 

Clause  6,  page  6,  line  29,  at  end, 
add— 

*'Pn>Tia«d  alvaji,  thst  sov  Mtcb  wiUMit 
b«ing  conrictiwl  of  perjorjr  •ball  noi  b*  li*bl« 
to  penal  •errit«d«  or  to  impti«oom«fit  Utr  s 
longer  period  tkaa  two  ysari/'^ifr,  0§dg€.) 


dause  9,  page  6,  line  1,  leave  out 
"  or  complaint ;  "  line  2,  leave  ut;t  "  to 
a  Court  of  General  or  Uuarter  fleswoDS ; " 
lined,  leave  oat  from  '^  coovkikMi/' to 
end  of  clause,  and  insert — 

^la  EogUod  sad  Irtkad  to  a  Owrt  of 
GcDcral  or  Qiiail«r  H>— 'niM,  a»d  ta  HooOaad 
to  tiM  High  Court  or  Clrail  Covtf  of  Jeatl- 
%  ia  tbe  niinarr  fn^rWad  by  '  Tba  ^imtm^ 
Proaecatioaa     Ipyifak   (Scotlaad;    A<i, 


1874'  {n  anvi  »V>  Viol.,  v\  n\  ar  sny  Act 
ain«iidiug  tha  iauk\s'*  -  ( f  A#  AiHfm$  <7#«i#fMr> 

Mh,  W,  \\  LAWUKNOR  (Llverpoiil. 

Aberort>mby) :    I  now  heg  to  move  tUo 

Amendment,  of    which    notUni    stands 

earlier  on  the  Paper,  to    provide    that 

the  order  (ivt  the    custody  of   a  child 

under  Clause  3  may  he  made  the  sub- 

ject  of  appeal.     A  parent  should  have 

the  custody  of  a  oliild  at  an  early  age, 

unless  the  Magintrato  sees  tU  to  make 

an  order  to  the  contrary ;  hut  tt  seems 
to  me  that  the  nower  of  |uitttiig  such  an 
order  in  force  aepriviiig  the  parent  of 
such  custody  for  a  ttiriu  of  vears  should 
not  rest  upon  the  opiiiion  oi  one  Magis- 
trate merely,  and  thnrufore  I  would  give 
the  parent  tho  opportunity  at  any  time 
of  appealing  MgiiinNt  suoh  order  to  the 
Quarter  HeNsions.  I  am  aware  that  the 
Lord  Ohanonllor  can,  under  the  llilli 
order  the  diacharife  of  the  child  from 
the  custody  to  whioh  It  has  been  re* 
mitted;  but  thn  ohanoes  are,  that  the 
parent  who  has  lost  the  child  will  know 
nothing  of  this  power  of  the  liord 
Ohanoellor,  and  will  look  to  the  Court 
which  took  the  child  from  him.  I  think 
it  would  be  wiso  t<i  provide  that,  during 
the  whole  period  of  the  absence  of  the 
child  from  his  cunUidy,  the  nareni 
should  have  the  powor  of  apiieallng  t«> 
Quarter  Hessions  Ui  reverse  the  orfler. 

AmendmMUt  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the 

foregoing  Arnendmifut,    to    insert    the 

words, 

^  and  «uoh  O/iirt  may  ffniwrtaln  ae  v  appaal 
againat   any    urtUf   mvU^f  HmMtin  '4  of  thla 

Question  prop^iaed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  insert«f^i," 

'^Bi%  U.  WKBHTHK  ;  I  venture  Up 
think,  having  ftt^ntti  Uf  what  has  been 
inserted  previously,  this  Is  umieeeesary. 
In  the  first  pla«;e,  the  ^>#Mrt  making  the 
order  has  pr#wer  at  any  tbyie  t/#  alter  ##r 
vary  it ;  and  In  addlti//fi,  Up  meet  the 
eoggeetion  of  my  ii^/n.  K  od,  a  'dense 
baa  been  inserted  giving  mftifUry 

of  State   moOymiy   Vf  die  iim 

order  on  eo/.4i  tJrtkAiU'Mm  ae  i$imf 
think  fit    There    ie    an    tA^i 

the  eottvi«t4//n  s(an4e-4«      wm 
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novel  procedure,  because  the  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions  would  not  have  juris- 
diction to  inquire  into  the  merits  of  the 
original  conviction,  but  would  have  to 
liear  the  whole  of  the  case  to  determine 
'whether  or  not  such  an  order  should 
have  been  made,  and  whether  it  should 
be  annulled.  I  think  it  is  more  ex- 
pedient to  leave  the  clause  as  it  now 
stands. 

*Mr.  TOMLINSON  :  I  doubt  whether 
the  power  of  the  Court  to  vary 
an  order  quite  meets  the  case ;  and  I 
cannot  help  thinking  we  ought  to  pro- 
vide something  more  definite  than 
this  power  in  order  to  secure  effectual 
control  over  orders  for  the  custody  of 
children.  It  should  be  remembered  that 
this  Act  will  be  put  into  operation  by 

authorities  acting  locally,  and  it  strikes 
me  that  many  of  them  may  take  a 
narrow  view  of  the  meaning  of  the  power 
to  vary  these  orders.  It  may  be  a 
-question  as  to  what  comes  under  the 
power  of  variation,  and  I  think  it 
would  be  far  better  to  state  definitely 
what  we  would  have  done.  With  all 
•deference  to  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney 
General,  I  think  the  House  would  do 
well  to  accept  the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  11, 
page  6,  line  35,  after  the  word  **  not," 
to  insert  the  words, 

**  The  expression  *  place  of  safety  *  includes 
A  workhouse  and  any  place  certified  by  the 
local  authority  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act." — 
{The  Attorney  General,) 

*Mr.  TOMLINSON  :  I  would  suggest 

to  the  Attorney   General,     whether    it 

would  not  be  well  to  insert  the  words 

*^  suitable  place  for  the  detention  of 
children,"  as  being  more  definite  than 
"for  the  purposes  of  this  Act  ?"  I 
apprehend  that  the  expression  *'  place 
or  safety"  only  contemplates  this 
object  ? 

*SiK   R.  WEBSTER:    I  venture  to 

think  that   "for  the  purposes  of  this 

Act "  is  the  more  appropriate  form.     I 

quite  agree  that  the  effect  is  to  provide 
a  place  where  a  child  can  be  suitably 
detained,  having  regard  to  the  purposes 
of  the  Act.    It  will  be  the  duty  of  the 

Sir  R.  WeUter 


Local  Authority  to  certify  that  the  place 
is  suitable. 

Mb.  KELLY :  I  think  some  difficulty 

may  arise  on  this  point  as  to  what  is  a 

place  of  safety.    I  should  like  to  know 

why,     from    beginning    to    end,     the 

best    places    of    safety    should    have 

been  altogether  ignored.  I  mean  in- 
dustrial schools,  where,  under  proper 
control  and  training,  children  are  taught 
to  become  useful  citizens.  In  what 
institution  could  these  children  be  better 
placed  ?  From  first  to  last  there  have 
been  vague  allusions  to  places  of  safety 
all  over  the  country,  but  how  are  they 
provided  ?  Who  is  to  pay  for  them  ? 
How  are  they  to  be  certified  as  safe  ? 
Are  they  to  be  conducted  by  people  for 
profit  ?  Do  they  now  exist  ?  It  seems 
to  me  the  most  desirable  places  are  in- 
dustrial schools,  such  as  we  have  all 
over  the  countrj'.  I  do  not  know  where 
the  children  would  have  better  guardian- 
ship or  instruction  combined.  Do  not 
suppose  I  wish  the  children  to  be  sent 
to  reformatory  schools,  nothing  of  the 
kind ;  I  would  not  have  the  least  taint  of 
crime  attach  to  them  ;  but  I  would  give 
them  the  opportunity  of  starting  upon 
useful  careers.  I  venture  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  would  he  consent  to 
introduce  the  words  '*  industrial  school  " 
in  his  Amendment  after  **  workhouse?" 

*SiR  R.  WEBSTER :  It  is  only  by  the 

indulgence  of  the  House  I  can  reply. 

I  do  not  want  to  enter  into  the  question 

of  industrial  schools.    I  would  leave  it 

to    the    Local  Authority  to  determine 

the  places,  and  whether  it  is  or  is  not 
desirable  to  include  industrial  schools 
among  them.  Perhaps  it  would  meet 
the  case  if  we  add  the  words  **by 
bye-law  under  this  Act,"  and  I  beg  to 
move  that  addition. 

Question  proposed,  to  amend  proposed 
Amendment  by  inserting  after  **  certi- 
fied," the  words  **  by  bye-law  under  this 

Act." 

*Mr.  ISAACS  (Newington,  Wal- 
worth)  :  I  would  at  this  point  appeal  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
charge  of  the  Bill  to  say  whether  the 
time  has  not  arrived  when  he  can  afford 
us  some  information  as  to  the  institu- 
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tiona  which,  as  he  has  given  us  to 
understand,  exist  all  over  the  country 
where  these  children  can  be  cared  for 
and  instructed  ?  I  agree  with  my  hon. 
Friend  the  allusions  to  these  institutions, 
up  to  the  present,  have  been  somewhat 
obscure.  Oan  he  give  us  some  informa- 
tion as  to  the  class  of  institutions  to 
which  the  custody  of  children  under 
this  Act  will  be  entrusted  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  It  wiU  be  for  the 

Local  Authorities    to    certify  that  the 

places  are  suitable,  and  if  they  do  nnt 
satisfy  themselves  as  to  the  suitability  of 
any  other  place,  the  workhouse  is  the 
resource.  But  I  do  not  imagine  thev 
will  find  any  difficulty,  for  it  is  well 
known  there  are  very  suitable  and 
well- managed  homes  and  refuges  set  up 
and  maintained  by  private  charity  in  all 
parts  of  the  country. 

The     under     SECRETARY    of 

STATE    FOR  THE    HOME    DEPART- 

MENT  (Mr.  Stuart  Wortley) :    There 

is  an  objection  to  the  introduction  of 
the  words  *'  Industrial  school,"  because 
in  conferring  a  new  power  of  committal 
to  these  institutions,  the  question  of 
Oovemment  grants  and  many  other 
complications  will  arise  with  which  I 
do  not  think  we  are  now  ready  to  deal. 

Amendment  to  Amendment  agreed  to. 
Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Amendments  proposed,  Clause  11, 
page  6,  leave  out  lines  41  and  42,  and 
insert  •*  Indictable  Offences  Act,  1848  ;  " 
page  7,  line  13,  after  **  authority," 
insert — 

**A8  regards  any  burgh  in  Scotland  being 
either  a  royal  burgh  or  a  burgh  returning  or 
contributing  to  return  a*  Member  to  Parlia- 
ment, the  town  council,  and  as  regards  any 
country  in  Scotland  exclusive  of  any  such 
burgh,  the  Commissioners  of  Supply." — {The 
Attorney  Oeneral.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendments  proposed.  Clause  IS, 
paee  7,  leave  out  lines  22,  23,  and  24, 
and  insert—''  31  and  32  Vic.  c.  122, 
Section  37  of  '  The  Poor  Law  Amend- 
ment Act,  1H68,' is  hereby  repealed;" 
page  7,  line  26,  leave  out  *'  any,"  and 
insert  ''the;"  page  7,  line  29,  leave 
out  "any,"  and  insert  "the."— {2%^ 
.Atlom$y  General,) 

Amendments  agreed  to. 


Amendment  proposed,  Clause  13, 
page  8,  leave  out  the  Schedule. — {The 
Attorney  Oeneral.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  read  the  third  time 
to-morrow. 

INTERMEDIATE  EDUCATION   (WALES) 

BILL    (No.  4). 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Amendment  proposed.  Clause  2,  page 
1,  line  1 1,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  and 
the    County     of     Monmouth."  —  {Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke). 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  *  and  the  County  of  Monmouth  ' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

♦Mb.  SWETENHAM(Carnarvon.&c.) : 
Since  we  discussed  this  matter  last  week 
I  have  had  further  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering the  question  and  of  fortifying 
myself  in  the  belief  that  the  opinion  I 
then  expressed  was  the  correct  one* 
I  hope  also  that  the  Government 
have  availed  themselves  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  whether  the  advice 

tendered  to  them  is  not  such  as  they 
ought  to  accept.  I  cannot  help  think- 
ing that  if  they  would  now  withdraw 
from  their  position  and  assent  to  Mon- 
mouth being  included  it  would  go  a 
lone  way  towards  smoothing  the  passage 
of  this  important  Bill.  I  am  quite  cer- 
tain, from  the  opportunity  I  have  had  of 
conferring  with  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, that  there  is  every  disposition  to 
be  reasonable  if  only  we  arrive  at  a 
proper  conclusion  on  this  point.  This 
disposed  of,  we  could  proceed  at  once  to 
the  consideration  of  the  question  of  the 
Educational  Council,  and  then  all  the 
other  clauses  will  follow  as  a  matter  of 
course.  I  venture,  therefore,  to  appeal 
again  to  the  Government  to  give  way  on 
this  point,  and  though  late  in  the  day 
we  may  make  some  progress,  with  the 
result  that  this  useful  measure  will  not 
be  thrown  over  to  another  Session.  I  am 
afraid  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
adheres  to  his  Amendment  another 
opportunity  for  full  discussion  may  not 
present  itself,  and  the  Bill  will  be  over- 
thrown. We  look  forward  most  anxiously 
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to  what  will  be  said  by  the  Vice  Presi-    the  soheme  so  far  as  it  has  gone,  should  b^ 

dent  of  the  Council,  and  I  hope  he  will    safeguarded    by  this    Bill,    of   oo«r8|^ 
be  able  to  consent  that  Monmouth  shall    allowing  the  right  of  appeal  which  i 
not  be  excluded.  given  in  this  measure.      I  hope  hon. 

Qtt>  T    -PITT  Tj'QTAAr  /'rfc^«/.««/^^^  .  T    Members  opposite  will  be  mindful  that  I 
Sib  J.  PULE8T0N  (Devonport)  :  I    ^^^^  ^^^/^  ^^^^  considerable  conces- 

wish  tojoin,  as  strongly  as  I  possibly  can,  ^^^^^  ^^d  that  they  on  their  part,  re- 
in the  appeal  of  the  hon.  Gentle-  membering  that  this  is  an  especially 
man.  Monmouth  is  linked  to  Wales  difficult  matter  to  deal  with,  will  bo 
for  educational  purpose^  especiaUy  a^e  to  meet  me  in  a  correspondingly 
J,'  •  if  *u  ri  11  liberal  spirit.  I  beg  to  withdraw  my 
m      connection      with      the      CoHege  ^^endment. 

for  South  Wales.     As  to  the   endow-  ^^„^ 

ments  to  charities,  they  are  being  dealt  *Mr.    STUAET     EENDEL     (Mont- 

with,  if  they  have  not  already  been  dealt  gomeryshire) :  The  Welsh  Members  on 

with,  as  I  understand,  in  an  entirely  this  side  of  the  House  thoroughly  ap- 
separate  way      It  is  not  an  essential  .^^^  ^^^  ^^^^  i^   ^^^^y^  the   hon. 

part  of  the  Bill,  and  I  hope  the  Govern-  ,,     ,       ,        j    i^      .xu    ^.u-     a        j 

ment  will  give  way  upon  it.  ^«°^^®'  ^*»  ^«»^*   ^**^   *^«  ^^''^' 

The  vice    PRESIDENT    of    the   °^,^^*-  ,J^^    ^^'^  *"^^^   ^J  7?,"^^ 
COUNCIL    (Sir    W.     Haht     Dyxe,    7^^"  *^,^  P^P°^*^  7«  made  to  inter- 

Kent,  Dartford) :   Mr.  Courtney,  I  ad-  ^^'^  7^*^  '^«  ^1^^^^^*  ^'^^'  ^^  **^^T  ' 

...  xu  i.    T  I.         1.  J  X  at    the  same    time,      we    are     grate - 

mit  at  once    that    I  have   had   great  .  ,  ,    ,,       .  , .  ,        r^     ^i  .     xi_ 

,.^     1^      .  ,  J    ..  ful  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the 

difficulty    in    coming    to    a     decision  .     °,  .  ,  ,     v      j     i^     .xi.  xi.* 

^^.         .  ^        J     ,  -ar     L  manner  m  which  he  has  dealt  with  this 

upon  this  point,  and    hon.    Members         ..    ,  .  ^         ,  .    ^. 

ij  .Li.       j'/rs     lijr         'jf    J.^^  particular    point,   and    we    accept   his 

would    see    the    difficulties     if    they  ^  ^.  ^  o    n  ^ 

,     ,      ,     .  ^     ^,  ..    .      -r      /  action  as    an  augury    of    future    pro- 

went  closely  into  the    subject.     I   ad-  .    ^  .x  xi..  5 

'•xxi-x         u  i_«i-  ji  gross  in  Committee  upon  this  question* 

jnit  that,  so  far  as  higher  and  elemen-  SL.      ,       xi      ^    xt  i.  -  .     ^ 

J  '     .  3  -^r  xi  We  also  thank  those  of    our  friends 

tary  education  are  concerned,  Monmouth        •■       n  ^i.       i^ 

.     ,.  ,    ,      -xL  TTT  1         TT     •  J  ai^d  colleagues    on    the    Government 

IS  hnked  with  Wales.     Having  made  g^^^j^^g  ^g^  ^^^^  ^^^^^^^  ^^  i^  p^. 

that  adnussion,  I  am  not  prepared  to    curing  the  withdrawal  of  this  Amend- 

relinquish  any  part  of  my  argument  on    ment,  and  I  take  their  action  in  this 

he  last  occasion.     But  there  is  one  con-    matter  as  an  evidence  of  their  desire  to 

sideration  which,  on  a  practical  matter    f j!  ^^^^  ^f^'^  ^""^^^^  ^^  ^^^^'""^  ^^*^ 

r  xv    !_•  J  X  1-  1    X   »         -I    ^his  important  question ;   and  we  may 

of  this  kmd,  cannot  be  neglected,  and    y,        ^^^^^  notwithstanding  the   extra- 

that  is  the  unanimous  opinion  on  both  ordinary  difficulties  of  this  subject,  and 
sides  of  the  House ;  and  when  I  call  the  fact  that  there  are  not  a  few  Amend- 
to  mind    the    appeals    made    by  hon.  ^ents   which  if  passed  would  render 
Members  behind  me,  who  take  great  nugatory  the  Bill,  with  the  assistance  of 
interest  in  Welsh  education,  I  think  it  o^'    *^on.   Friends   opposite   we    may^ 
would  be  graceless  in  me  were  I  to  though  at  a  late  period  of  it,  be  able 
resist  any  further  such  an  expression  of  ^  effect  legislation  this  Session, 
unanimous    feeling.      Therefore  I  am  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 
prepared    to   relinquish  this    point   as  ^,          .                 _   .             . 
regards    the    inclusion    of   Monmouth.  ^^*^®  2»  *«  amended,  agreed  to. 
As  regards  the   charities  and  endow-  Clause  3 

ments  of  Monmouth,  the  scheme  of  the  *g      W.HAETDYKE:    I  beg   to 

Chanty  Commissioners  is  m  a  forward  ^r^    A\'   rTQ    r       i    i'    t       ?  *i^ 

state /and  I  think  it  would  be  a  very  °^^7'    ^^^^,^'  3^°^  ^i  "*^V"-lii.f 

great  pity  if  the  first  result  of  this  Act  r^\  iPj^'^l?   0^^^°^:  '  "^^    ^^^f 

™af/««ii  *r.  *x;^^o  +ul  llkl«!ri.,^u  Joint  Education  Committees,  as  here- 

wastopuU  to  pieces  the  scheme  built  inafter  mentioned." 

up  by  the  Charity  Commissioners  with  "**""''*  ^^^*^^^^- 

great  care  in  connection  with  the  Haber-  Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 

dashers' Company.   I  venture  to  submit  14,   to  leave  out  the  words  *' County 

to  the  Committee  that  these  charities,  or  Council,"  and  insert  the  words  "  Joint 

Mr.  Swelenham 
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Education    Committees    as     hereafter 
mentioned." — (8»r  William  Mart  Dyke,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'Ck)unty  Council'  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

*Mk.  STUAET  RENDEL  :  I  gather 
that  the  Vice  President  is  not  disposed  a^ 
present  to  state  the  reasons  which  hare 
induced  him  to  introduce  this  very  im- 
portant Amendment,  which  goes  to  the 
root  of  the  whole  machinery  of  the  Bill. 
This  Bill  recommends  the  County 
Council  as  the  initiating  hody,  and  you 
have  in  this  Bill  another  body  called 
the  National  Board  to  which  nothing  is 
superior,  except  the  Privy  Council  itself. 

The  proposal  of  the  Qovernment  would 
wholly  change  the  character  of  the 
initiating  body  concurrently  with  the 
extinction  of  the  National  Board.  It 
may  be  possible  for  us  to  come  to 
some  compromise ;  but  I  think  it  is 
sufficiently  obvious  that  we  could  not 
accept  this  Amendment.  There  are 
subsequent  Amendments,  to  safeguard, 
I  presume,  vested  interests.  That  object 
we  think  is  already  amply  and  suffi- 
ciently met.  We  urge  that  to  deprive 
us  of  the  independence  and  responsibility 
of  local  initiation,  at  the  same  time  that 
we  are  deprived  of  anything  like  Welsh 
or  national  control,  would  be  a  fatal  step 
in  regard  to  the  working  of  the  Bill.  We 
think  it  would  be  perfectly  clear  to  the 
Committee,  when  it  came  to  consider  the 
machinery  proposed  by  the  Amend- 
ments, that  it  was  an  unworkable  ma- 
chinery. There  will  be  several  speakers 
on  this  Amendment  from  more  than  one 
point  of  view,  and  I  should  like,  there- 
fore, to  have  m>  observations  reserved 
until  the  Vice  President  has  stated  the 
m)unds  on  which  this  Amendment  has 
been  moved. 

♦SiK  W.  HART  DYKE :    What  has 
really  happened  is  this.       I  was  very 

anxious  to  amend  Clause  5,   which   I 

thought  was  not  sufficiently  explicit,  and 

by  inadvertence  there  have  been  taken 
on  the  Paper  other  Amendments  which 
have  been  upon  it  for  some  time  in  my 
name,  including  one  clause  proposing 
that 

**  There  shall  be  appointed  in  every  county  in 
Wales  a  joint  Education  Committee  of   the 


County  Council  of  such  county,  consisting  of 
three  persons  nominated  by  the  County  Council,^ 
and  three  persons,  being  persons  well  acquainted 
with  the  conditions  of  Wales  and  the  wants  of 
the  people,  nominated  by  the  Lord  President  of 
Her  Majesty's  Privy  Council." 

I  admit  that  this  is  a  very  important 

question,  but  as  we  have  endeavoured  to 

frame  the  Amendment  both  the  County 

Council  and  the    Government  will  be 

represented,  and  we  say  the  Qovernment 
ought  to  be  represented  on  account  of 
the  grant.  It  should  be  remembered 
that  we  also  propose  under  the  Bill  that 
the  Commissioners  should  appoint  as- 
sistant Commissioners  to  attend  to  local 
inquiries  and  deal  with  local  schemes ; 
and  in  that  way  it  is  hoped  to  meet  the 
objection  that  the  Commissioners  may 
not  be  sufficiently  acquainted  with  the 
wants  of  Wales.  I  hope  the  proposals 
will  bear  the  test  of  further  discussion. 

Mb.   EATHBONE    (Carnarvonshire, 

Arfon)  :  I  would  point  out  to  the  GK)vem- 

ment  that  the  scheme  contained  in  the 

Bill  is  not  one  ensuring  to  the  Welsh 

Representatives  what  they  desire  should 

be  the  future  position  of  this  question. 

The  Government   have   every    possible 

security  they  can  desire,  not  only    as- 

regards  the  Charity  Commissioners,  but 

also  in  respect  to  the  vote  of  this  House^ 

where  they  have  a  large  majority  ;  but 

if  the  Bill  stood  as  it  is  proposed  to  be 
amended  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  people  of  Wales  would  have  no 
security  whatever  that  schemes  entirely 
different  from  what  they  deem  to  be 
right  may  not  be  passed.  The  County 
Councils  are  to  be  merely  initiative 
bodies,  whereas  a  strong  representation 
of  the  progressive  and  promotive  power 
of  the  Welsh  people  ought  to  be  given, 
and  unless  they  can  have  a  majority  in<. 
the  Joint  Committees  they  will  have 
no  power  whatever  to  prevent  the 
passing  of  obnoxious  schemes.  All' 
the  progressive  and  promotive  power 
will  otherwise  be  on  one  side,. 
and  the  people  will  have  none.  I  would, 
therefore,  urge  on  the  Government  that, 
for  the  sake  both  of  education  and  of 
justice,  they  should  give  a  distinct  pre- 
ponderance to  the  elective  element  on 
the  Joint  Committees,  so  as  to  admit  of 
education    being    pushed    forward    iix 
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Inow  we  would  furnUb  promptly  to  the 
newspapers ;  and  that  we  wil!  continue 
to  do.  I  regret,  just  as  much  as  the 
ton.  Member  for  Hanley,  the  necessity 
for  aeoding  British  troopa  up  the  river 
at  this  season.  It  is  a  lamentable  thing, 
and  I  am  afraid  I  am  not  in  a  position 
-to  say  what  is  the  condition  of  the  huts 
and  other  appliances.  I  reserve  any 
exHCt  statement  of  what  we  intend  to 
do. 

Mr.  WOODALL  r  The  right  hou. 
XJ«atleman  will  doubtless  make  in- 
quiries, and  inform  the  House  on  this 
point  when  he  makes  his  statement. 
Me.  STANHOrE:  I  will  give 
House  all  the  information  I  can  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester):  WiU  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  kindly  notice  that 
portion  of  the  hon.  Baronet's  remarks 
as  to  the  manner  in  which  these  warlike 
operationsare  being  carried  on.  Webave 
heard  of  certain  barbarous  modes  of 
slaughtering  these  people.  We  are  told 
they  are  being  kept  away  from  the 
water  and  thus  being  driven  to  a  cruel 
death.  We  are  also  told  that  the  crops 
in  the  district  are  being  destroyed.  We 
have  been  informed  that  this  mode  of 
warfare  is  considered  unlawful  even 
among  comparatively  savage  tribes.  I 
wish  to  have  some  information  on  this 
subject,  because  the  honour  of  the  nation 
is  at  stake. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOE  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  J.  FsaausaoN,  ManchBster,  N.E,)  i 
I  have  to  remind  the  House  that  it  is 
open  U>  these  dervishes  to  return  to  the 
place  from  whence  they  came.  If  they 
persist  inattempting  to  overrun  Egypt.it 
is  neoessarj  that  we  should  resist  invasion 
by  any  means  in  our  power,  by  removing 
the  meaiis  of  subsistence  in  advance  of 
them,  or  in  any  other  way.  I  should 
like  to  tell  the  House  what  the  der- 
vishes do.  In  the  month  of  May  they 
seized  a  port  on  the  Red  Sea,  and  they 
massacrea  every  man,  woman,  and  child 
iu  the  place.  In  pressing  forward  they 
are  forcing  the  Tillagers  on  their  route 
.into  their  service,  and  pushing  them  to 
Jfr.  E.  Stanhope 


the  front  to  bear  the  brunt  of  theattaot. 
They  are  enemies  of  the  human  race, 
and  it  is  our  plain  duty  to  offer  assiatance 
10  the  Government  of  Egypt  in  resisting 
<;heir  attack,  and  in  protecting  the 
peaceable  people  of  Egypt  from  its 
consequences.  Those  who  are  respon- 
aible  must  use  all  the  means  in  their 
power  for  that  purpose. 

Ms.  JOHN  E.  ELLIS  (Notts,  Eush- 
cliffe) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
used  some  words,  "  any  means  in  our 
power,"  which  have,  I  think,  surprised 
the  greater  number  of  his  hearers. 
I  am  not  familiar  with  the  opera- 
tions of  warfare ;  but  I  certainly 
did  understand  that  now-a-days 
civilized  warfare  had  its  rules  and 
rejculatione,  and  for  the  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Forign  Affairs  to  get  up  in 
the  House  of  Oommons  and  tell  ub  we 
are  entitled  to  stop  these  men  by 
any  means  in  our  power  seems  most 
extraordinary.  I  also  wish  to  add  my 
protest  against  the  House  of  Commona 
being  referred  to  the  newspapers  for  in- 
formation. It  is  entirely  unprecedented 
for  the  Minister  for  War,  who  is  bound 
to  give  the  House  accurate  and  full  in- 
formation OS  to  the  manner  in  which 
military  operations  are  being  carried  on, 
to  take  this  course,  and  I  hope  it  is  the 
last  time  we  shall  have  this  done. 

Ma.  E.  STANHOPE  t  It  was  only  to 
expedite  the  circulation  of  information 
to  hon.  Members  and  the  public  that 
I  offered  to  communicate  items  from 
Government  telegrams  to  the  news- 
papers rather  than  keep  them  back  until 
I  had  the  opportunity  of  reading  them 
in  the  House.  Whenmy  right  hon. Friend 
spoke  of  our  resisting  invasion  by  any 
means  in  our  power  he  only  alluded  to 
any  means  that  are  ordinarily  recog. 
nisod  as  being  within  civilized  warfare 

Sir  W.  LAW80N :  I  wUl  ask  a 
question  to-morrow  as  to  the  condition 
of  OUT  forces  on  the  Nile. 
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BELORANO  (BUENOS  ATRES)  OAS 
COMPANY  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Beading  read. 

LosD  HEBSOHELL :  My  Lords,  this 
is  a  Bill  to  enable  alterations  to  be  made 
in  the  Memorandum  of  Association  of 
the  Belgrano  (Buenos  Ayres)  Gas  Com- 
pany. It  was  a  Company  formed,  as 
its  name  implies,  to  supply  gas  to  the 
town  of  Belgrano  in  Buenos  Ayres ;  and 
the  Company  desire  by  this  Bill  so  to 
alter  their  Memorandum  of  Association 
as  to  enable  them  to  supply  electric 
light  as  well  as  gas.  My  Lords,  my 
noble  Friend  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees thought  that,  under  the  circum- 
stanoee,  there  were  objections  to  such  a 
Bill,  and  that  I  ought  not  to  move  it 
as  a  matter  of  form.  I  may  say,  my 
Lords,  I  entirely  concur  in  that  Tiew; 
and  when  after  his  refusal  the  matter 
was  brought  before  me,  and  I  was  asked 
to  undertake  to  move  the  Bill,  I  said  I 
certainly  could  not  do  so  under  the  cir- 
oumstances  which  then  existed,  because 
all  that  appeared  then  was  that  a  large 
majority  of  the  shareholders  supported 
the  Bill,  and  desired  to  have  this  altera- 
tion made  in  the  Memorandum  of  Asso- 
ciation. It  appeared  to  me,  my  Lords, 
that  that  was  not  sufficient,  and  that 
oonsidering  that  the  Memorandum  of 
Association  is  the  basis  of  the  Company, 
determining  the  undertaking  which  is 
to  be  carried  on  by  the  Company,  no 
mere  minority  of  the  sharehciden 
should  merely,  because    they  were  a 
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majority,  have  the  right  to  alter  the 
Memorandum  of  Association  which  is 
the  Charter  of  the  Company  settling  its 
rights  and  its  powers,  so  as  to  enable  a 
new  undertaking  to  be  entered  upon 
which  might  be  distasteful  to  a  minority,, 
eyen  an  inconsiderable  minority,  of  the^ 
shareholders.  But,  my  Lords,  under 
the  special  circumstances  of  this  case,  it 
appeared  to  me  that,  practically  tho^ 
whole  of  the  shareholders  assenting  ta 
the  alteration  of  this  Memorandum  of 
Association,  my  difficulty  would  be 
removed.  In  consequence  of  that, 
inquiries  have  since  been  insti- 
tuted by  those  who  have  charge  of  the- 
Bill,  and  the  result  showed  tnat  that 
is  the  case — that  practically  the  wh6l^ 
of  the  shareholders  assent  to  the  altera- 
tion. There  are  220  shareholders  hold- 
ing 14,000  shares.  That  is  the  total 
number  of  shareholders  and  shares  in 
the  Company.  Of  those,  220  share- 
holders, 218,  representing  lS,96i 
shares,  have  expressed  their  ap- 
proval, leaving  only  two  share- 
holders unaccounted  for.  One  of  those 
two  shareholders,  representing  14  shareSi 
has  lately  died,and  that  leavesreally  only 
one  shareholder  unaccounted  for.  That 
shareholder  has  been  abroad,  and  has 
only  iust  returned  to  England,  and 
there  has  consequently  been  no  oppbr* 
tunity  of  obtaining  his  assent.  So  tnat,. 
my  Lords,  substantially,  we  may  take  it 
that  the  whole  of  the  shareholders  in. 
this  Company  desire  this  alteration  ixl 
the  Memorandum  of  Association,  andt 
desire  that  this  power  should  be  con- 
ferred upon  the  Company  of  entering 
upon  this  new  brancn  of  business  as 
part  of  their  undertaking.  My  Lords» 
the  circumstanoes  of  the  ease  are  some- 
what peculiar.  In  an  ordinary  case  it 
might  be  said  it  is  unnecessary  to  fpply 
for  an  amendment  of  the  Memorandum 
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of  Assooiation,  because  the  existing 
Company  can  be  dissolved,  and  a  new 
Oompany  formed ;  and  there  are  cases 
in  which  I  should  have  thought  that 
would  be  the  proper  course  to  be  pur- 
sued. But  in  the  present  case  the  Com- 
pany has  certain  concessions  from 
Foreign  Governments,  and  I  am  assured 
that  if  that  course  were  adopted,  of 
dissolving  the  existing  Company  and 
forming  a  new  Company,  difficulties 
would  be  likely  to  arise  which  would 
not,  perhaps,  be  very  intelligible  to  the 
Foreign  Governments  by  whom  the  con- 
cessions were  granted,  and  th^  result  of 
doing  so  might,  therefore,  be  disastrous 
t^  the  Company.  The  alteration  is  one 
which  will  enable  a  business  to  be  carried 
on  which  is  cognate  to  that  now 
being  carried  on  for  the  purpose  of 
lighting  a  certain  diistrict,  a  new  method 
of  lighting  having  come  into  vogue 
since  the  Company  was  formed.  Under 
all  these  circumstances,  it  seems  to  me 
that  I  may  safely  and  properly  ask  your 
Lordships  to  read  this  Bill  a  second  time, 
and  there  would  be  no  danger  of  its 
ofeating  a  precedent  which  might  prove 
inconvenient  hereafter.  There  are, 
indeed,  precedents  for  altering  by  Acts  of 
Parliament  Memorandums  of  Associa- 
tion ;  but  I  do  not  go  into  them  now. 
Some  of  them  might  be  said  to  be 
stronger  cases  than  that  which  I  am 
bringing  before  your  Lordships'  notice. 
ISiose  Acts  may  have  passed  from  want 
of  proper  precaution  and  care  being 
taken  when  the  matter  was  brought 
before  Parliament.  I  am  satisfied,  my 
I/>rd9,  to  rest  the  present  case  upon  its 
own  circumstances ;  and  I  am  satisfied 
that  there  will  be,  under  the  circum- 
stances, no  danger  of  creating  an  incon- 
venient precedent  in  asking  your  Lord- 
ships to  give  your  ssaent  to  the 
Sfdond  Beading  of  this  Bill. 

')tfoved,  "Thai  the  Bill  be  nowread  2\" 
— (  The  Lord  Mer9ch$n.) 

♦rn»  Eahl  of  MOBLET  :  My  Lords, 
I'  merely  wi^  to  say  a  few  words 
in  explanation  of  the  position  which  I 
have  taken  up  withregaidto  this  Bill, 
and  whioh  has  been  correctly  stated  bv 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend.  This  Bill, 
as  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  has 
jtated,'  is  to  enable  a  Oompany,  which  is 
registered  under  the  Joint  Stock  Oom-> 
panies-'  Act,  to  alter  its  Memorandum  of 
AdMc'Ji'ion*  ^I  need  not  point  ont  to  your 
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Lordships  the  great  importance  of    a 
Memorandum  of  Association   as  being 
the  Charter  of  a  Company,  and  the  great 
danger  of  altering   the  terms  of  that 
Memorandum  of  Association.    My  noble 
and  learned  Friend  has  said  there  are 
precedents     for    changes    being  made 
by     special     Acts    of    Parliament   in 
Memorandums  of  Association  of  Joint 
Stock   Companies.      My    Lords,     that 
is    perfectly    true ;    there    are    many 
instances  of  such  Acts  of  Parliament 
being  passed,  but  they  were  all  justified 
either  by  special  circumstances  over  which, 
the  Company  concerned  had  no  control ; 
or,  secondly,  by  the  requirements  of  con* 
cessions  from  Foreign  Governments ;  or| 
thirdly,  in  order  to  clear  up  any  doubts 
which  might  be  entertained  with  regard 
to  the  construction  of  the  Memorandum 
of  Association.  On  the  other  hand,  I  may 
mention  that  many  Bills  for  altering 
Memorandums  of  Assooiation  have  baen 
refused.      I  will  give  your  Lordships  an 
instance  last  Session  of  the  United  States 
and  South  American  Investment  Oonirl 
pany,  the  powers  of  which  were  limit^ 
to  America.      That  Company  applied  to 
have  its  powers  extended  to  this  countryi 
and  that  Bill  was  refused.      Then  there^ 
was    also    the   case    of  the    Compagnur 
OiniraU  ie%  Aspha^tes  which,   being    a 
Foreign  Company,  also  applied  to  nave- 
its  powers  extended  to  the  IJnited  Kinjg-^ 
dom,  and  that  Bill  again  was  refused  by; 
my  Predecessor  in  Office.  There  was  also ' 
the  case  of  another  Bill  of  a  very  similar* 
character  to  the  Bill   now  before  the 
House  in  reference  to  a  Company  called 
the  Tuscan  Gas  Company.      That  Com- 

gany,  precisely  as  in  the  present  case, 
ad  powers  for  lighting  a  certain  district 
by  gas.  My  Predecessor  refused  the  ap« 
plication  of  the  Company  in  general 
terms,  but  they  were  allowed  to  light  by 
electricity  places  where  they  could  be^ 
forced  l^  tne  Gt)veramen%  or  by  the' 
Municipality,  to  supply  electric  light,  ^ 
the  reason  being  that  if  they  had  not 
been    allowed    to    do    so    they    would 
have  lost  their  concession.    There  was 
another  «ase  of  the   Telegraph    Con- 
struotioii   Company  in   18^3.      I  have 
looked  at  that  Bill,  and  it  is  not  a  case  ^ 
at  all  parallel  with  the  one  before  the' 
House.    It  is  merely  as  to  the  construe- ' 
tion  of  the  tenns  of  the  Memorandum  of  ^ 
Association;  and  the  Bill  was  for  tJie| 
purpose  of  clearing  up  doubts  as    t6  ^ 
wtet  the  Company's  powers  were  and  ^ 
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what  they  were  not.  My  Lords,  I  re- 
ferred ja^t  now  to  the  danger  of  touch- 
ing any  Meinorandum  of  Association  of 
a  Company,  though,  no  doubt,  a  case 
might,  under  special  circumstances,  be 
made  out  for  doing  so.  But  I  cannot 
6ee  that  this  Company  has  made  out  any 
«r&ch  special  case.  It  is,  no  doubt,  the 
fact  that  electric  lighting  has  become 
more  general  since  the  formation  of  the 
Company  fire  years  ago ;  and  the  result 
appears  to  be,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  that  the 
profits  of  the  Company  are  diminishing ; 
tmt  it  is  not  enough  to  show  that,  in 
consequence  of  the  introduction  of  the 
electric  Hght,  the  profits  of  the  Company 
h^Te  been  diminished.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  says  that  the  consent  of  all 
the  shareholders  has  been  obtained; 
and  I  admit  at  once  that  that  is  a  great 
argument  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  There 
are,  indeed,  only  two  shareholders  who 
hare  not  assented,  and  their  absence 
has  been  accounted  for.  But  I  would 
ask  the  House  whether  that  gets  over 
ail  the  difficulties  of  the  case  ?  It  seems 
to  me  to  be  a  somewhat  novel  principle 
that  Parliament  should  be  called 
upon  to  legislate  simply  upon  the 
requisition  and  by  the  consent  of  all 
the  parties  concerned  in  the  particular 
Company  whose  interests  it  is  desired  to 
protect  by  legislation.  My  Lords,  if 
that  principle  is  admitted,  is  there  not 
a  danger  that  you  will  get  beyond  the 
eimple  position  of  universal  consent  by 
the  shareholders,  and  that  in  the  future 

Cu  may  be  asked  to  consent  to  powers 
ing  given  upon  the  wish  of  a 
inajarity  ?  But,  my  Lords,  there  is  be- 
sides another  point  to  be  considered.  I 
am  now  speaking  of  this  case  simply  as 
a  precedent  for  future  legislation,  and 
not  merely  in  reference  to  this  particular 
Company.  There  are  other  parties  in- 
terested besides  the  shareholders ;  there 
inay  be  mortgagees,  or  other  creditors, 
who  are  interested  in  the  Memorandum 
of  Association  being  maintained.  There 
maT  be  other  circumstances  existinfl^ 
Whiph  would  require  to  be  eonsidered. 
r  am  told,  my  Lords,  that  in  this  par- 
ttcalar  case  there  is  already  an  Electric 
Lighting  Company  established  at  Bel- 
fftano,  which  may  have  been  started  on 
Uiei^und  that  this  Gas  Company  has  no 
power  tosupply  eiectrio  light.  I  admit, 
my  Lords,  that  the  present  ease  is  some- 
what exceptional ;  but  I  confess  that  I 


should  not  recommend  the  adoption  by 
your  Lordships  of  a  measure  whichmaybe 
considered  to  some  extent  a  precedent. 
We  may  have  Bills  introduced  where 
the  circumstances  require  that  such  an 
alteration  should  be  made  as   is  here 
proposed ;  but  this  appears  to  me  to  be 
a  new  precedent  entirely,   and  I  am  . 
afraid  there  are  not  sufficient  grounds  - 
existing  to  justify  it,  or  grounds  which 
would  be  satisfactory  to  your  Lordships' ' 
House.    My  Lords,  I  have  explained  ' 
the  particular  circumstances  which,  in 
my  opinion,  rendered  it  impossible  fpr  ^ 
me  to  take  the  responsibility  of  moving 
the  Second  fteading  of  the  Bill  in  this 
case,  as  in  that  event  it  would  have 
come    before   your   Lordships  in    the 
ordinary  course  without    any   remark 
being  made  upon   it.      However,  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  has  moved  the 
Second  Beading,  and  I  leave  it  entirely 
to  the  House  to  state  the  course  which  . 
is  to  be  pursued  in  regard  to  it.    But, 
as  I  have  said,  there  have  been  |)rece* 
dents  for  passing  such  a  Bill  altering  a 
Memorandum  of  Association,  and    it 
only  remains  for  your  Lordships  to  ex- 
press your  opinion  upon  it. 

The  Eaki,  of   CkAWPOED  :    My 
Lords,  I  majr  say  that  I  have  no  in- 
terest in    this  Compcmy ;  but  I  have 
inquired  into  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  and  must  support  the  Second  Read* 
ing.    The  noble  Lord  has  stated,  in  his 
remarks,  that  no  special  ease  has  been  • 
made  out  by  the  Company.    At  the  time  • 
the  Company  was   constituted  under  • 
the  Companies'  Act  (1863)  no  question 
existed  of  this  kind  as  to  the  possibility 
of  using  electricitv  for  lighting    any 
large  or  considerable  area.    As  soon  as  ' 
the  possibility  arose  of  the  eleetrio  light 
being  utilized  in  that  way,  there  was  ' 
immediately  a  demand  for  il.  The  noble 
Lord  is  perfectly  correct  in  saying  that,  • 
so  far,  the  Gas  Company  has  not  been 
called  upon  to  supply  eleotricity-^if  that 
had  been  the  case  the  House  might  pro- 
bably have  thought  that  was  a  ground  • 
for  granting  the  Second  Beading ;  bat 
although  that  isnot  the  case  the  OasCom-  • 
pany  has  been  put  in   the  position  of 
oeing  very  considerably  out  down  in  its 
receipts.    The  noble  and  learned  Lord '. 
has  Mso  said  there  is  another  Electric 
lighting  Company  in  existence  at  Bel- 
grano.    I  have  made  inquiries  into  the  ' 
matter,  and  I  find  there  is  already  one 
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Company  established  there  which  is  in 
a  vexy  strong  position.  Arrangements 
have  been  made  with  the  Oas  Company 
which  I  think  are  desirable  for  both 
Companies  and  also  in  the  interests  of 
the  public ;  because  it  seems  they  have 
arranged  to  supply  electricity  in  bulk  to 
the  Qas  Company  for  the  purpose  of 
being  delivered  to  the  Oas  Company's 
consumers.  I  think,  my  Lords,  it  is 
very  desirable  in  the  interests  of  both 
Companies,  and  also  of  the  public,  that 

Jour  Lordships  should  accede  to  the  Bill 
eing  read  a  second  time. 
Thb  LORD  CHANCELLOR:  My 
Lords,  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  no 
satisfactory  reply  has  been  given  to  the 
difficulties  and  objections  which  the 
noble  Lord  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
has  felt  upon  this  subject.  If  the  Bill 
were  passed  it  might  place  a  burden 
upon  him  which,  I  think,  it  is  not  fair 
to  place  upon  him.  What  is  the  case 
before  the  House  ?  The  case  is  simply 
this  It  has  been  shown  by  the  noole 
Lords  who  have  spoken  that  this  Com- 
pany desires  to  enter  upon  a  new  busi- 
ness. But  what  is  to  be  the  answer,  in 
this  and  other  cases,  of  my  noble  Friend 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  when  a 
request  of  this  kind  is  made  to  allow 
Companies  to  embark  in  a  different  busi- 
ness to  that  in  which  they  started? 
What  rule,  what  line,  is  he  to  adopt? 
My  Lords,  I  cannot  say  that  I  have 
heard  anything  to  justify  a  departure  in 
this  case  from  the  ordinary  rule,  or  that 
anything  really  has  been  alleged  for  it, 
except  this — that,  as  a  commercial  matter, 
this  being  a  commercial  undertaking,  it 
is  more  profitable  to  this  Company  to 
extend  its  powers.  That  is  very  wide. 
I  do  not  know  how  far  we  shall  have  to 
go  if  once  that  principle  is  adopted,  or 
how  the  Chairman  of  Committees  is  to 
act.  It  is  said  that  this  is  a  Bill  asking 
for  a  power  of  a  cognate  character ;  and 
in  one  sense  that  is  no  doubt  correct,  as 
it  is  for  lighting  purposes ;  but  I  cannot 
say  that  that  is  a  justification  for  so  im- 
portant a  change  in  this  case.  I  can- 
not help  thinking  that  your  Lordships 
should  require  very  strong  grounds  to 
be  shown  before  you  pass  the  Second 
Beading. 
♦LoBD  FITZGERALD :  My  Lords,  I 
have  no  personal  interest  whatever  in 
this  Company,  and  I  know  nothing  of  it 
beyond  what  I  have  read  in  the  Papers, 
which Ireceived  this  morning,  and  which 
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I  believe  to  have  been  generally  dis- 
tributed. There  can  be  no  doubt  what 
the  object  of  the  Company  is.  This. 
Memorandum  speaks  of  lighting  by  gat, 
and  the  alteration  proposed  is  to  enabia 
the  Company  partially  to  use  lighting 
by  electricity.  It  is  said  there  is  another 
means  of  doing  this.  What  is  it  ?  By  the 
liquidation  and  winding-up  of  this  Com- 
pany, and  the  formation  of  a  new  ona 
with  a  new  Memorandum  of  Associa- 
tion. The  legal  consequences  of  thai 
would  be  very  important  to  this  Com- 
pany, and  very  costly,  and  would 
possibly  be  disastrous  to  it.  Th^ 
say  that,  in  order  to  carry  on  theur 
business,  they  must  provide  lighting  bv 
electricity,  and  that  otherwise  they  wiU 
lose  the  benefits  of  their  concession.  It 
is  not  only  the  Company  and  its  share- 
holders that  are  interested  in  thismatter,. 
but  the  local  public ;  and  it  is  to  tha 
interest  of  everybody  concerned  that 
the  object  of  the  Company  should  be  car- 
ried  out.  No  one  objects.  There  ara 
no  creditors,  and  the  shareholders  as  a 
body  desire  the '  alteration.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  has  pointed  out  thai 
the  Company  will  be  enabled  to  go  oil 
by  allowing  its  Memorandum  of  Associa- 
tion to  be  extended  in  this  way.  In 
doing  BO  you  violate  no  principle,  and  I 
therefore  support  the  Second  ^Read- 
ing. 

LOKD  HERSCHELL:  My  Lords,  I 
will  only  say  in  reply  that  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  in  the  House  of  Commons 
has  thought  that  this  was  a  matter  which 
should  be  brought  forward.  If  any 
general  rule  is  to  be  laid  down,  it  is  very 
desirable  that  there  should  be  a  common 
understanding  between  both  Houses  aa 
to  what  course  should  be  pursued  with, 
regard  to  these  Bills.  It  is  very  un- 
desirable that  one  rule  should  be  followed 
in  the  House  of  Commons  and  another 
in  this  House.  At  the  same  time,  I  may 
say  I  am  not  sure  that  I  can  see  any 
great  distinction  between  a  private  Act 
of  Parliament  altering  the  terms  of  a 
Memorandum  of  Association  and  a  pri* 
vate  Act  of  Parliament  altering  the 
constitution  of  a  Company.  I  confess  I 
do  not  see  any  real  distinction  between 
the  two,  and  the  latter  is  of  everyday 
occurrence. 

On  Question,  their  Lordships  divided  i 
— ^Contents  23 ;  Not-Contents  44. 

Resolved  in  the  negative. 
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CHELTENHAM  IMPROVEMENT  BILL. 

Moved,  That  the  Order  made  on  the 
5th  day  of  March  last — 

"  That  no  private  Bill  hrooght  from  the 
Home  of  Commons  shall  be  read  a  second  time 
alter  Friday,  the  21st  day  of  Jtme  next," 

be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the  Bill  be 
read  2\— (2%#  Earl  of  Wemy$$.) 

Lord  DENMAN  :  My  Lordr,  I 
oppose  the  Motion  on  the  ground  that 
BiUs  should  not  be  hurried  through  the 
House.  I  must  protest  against  business 
being  done  in  a  hurried  manner.  A 
noble  Lord  opposite  has  said  that  at  the 
end  of  the  Session  it  is  perfectly  im- 
possible for  any  opposition  to  properly 
check  the  progress  of  measures,  and  he 
said,  at  the  same  time,  he  wished  some 
Resolution  could  hare  been  adopted  on 
the  subject.  I  know  that  other  noble 
Lords  have  complained  of  the  same 
tlung,  and  the  difficulties  are  increasing. 
On  one  occasion  a  Bill  was  carried  in  a 
single  day,  and  though  I  opposed  it, 
my  speech  would  not  hare  been  reported 
if  the  reporters  had  not  sent  down  to 
me  to  know  what  I  said. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2'  accordingly,  and  com- 
mitted. 

INDUSTRIAL  SCHOOLS  BILL.    (No.  154.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Oom- 
mittee  for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  fto., 
with  Amendments :  the  Report  thereof 
received;  and  Bill  re-committed  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

MARETAQM   (bASUTOLAHD,    fto.)  BILL. 

(no.  155.) 

A  Bill  to  remoYe  doabtt  as  to  the  validity  of 
certain  marriagea  solemnixed  in  BasatoUnd 
•ad  10  Britiah  Beohoanaland ;  and 

WZHDWABD  ISLANDS  APPBAL*  OOUBT  BILL. 

(NO.  156.) 

A  Bill  to  jyroride  for  modifying  the  conatita- 
tion  of  the  uoart  of  Apneal  for  the  Windward 
Idanda^were  presented  by  the  Lord  Knats- 
ford;  read  1*;  to  be  printed;  and  to  be  read 
S*  on  Thursday  next. 

TRAMWAYS    PROVISIONAL  ORDERS 
(No.  1)  BILL. 

«LoBD  BALFOUR :  My  Lords,  I  have 
to 


^That  the  Order  made  on  the  6th  day  of 
Maioh  last,  'That  no  Bill  brought  from  the 


House  of  Commons  oonfirming  any  Provisional 
Order  or  Provisional  Certificate  shall  be  read 
a  second  time  after  Friday  the  23th  day  of 
June  next,'  be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the 
BiU  be  read  2*." 

All  the  requiremeuts  of  the  Tramways 
Act,  1870,  which  hare  to  be  complied 
with  before  a  Provisional  Order  cau  be 
introduced  into  the  House  of  Oommons, 
were  complied  with  in  this  case,  and  the 
Bill  was  introduced  into  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  on  the  17tb 
May.  On  one  single  Order  it  was 
opposed,  but  it  did  not  come  before 
the  Oommittee  until  the  27th  June, 
that  is  a  month  and  10  days  after 
the  BiU  first  came  before  Parliament. 
The  Oommittee  reported  in  favour  of  the 
Order ;  but  the  aelay  which  occurred 
before  the  Gomxnittee  was  appointed 
has  made  it  impossible  for  us  to  comply 
with  the  Standing  Orders  and  Sessional 
Orders  in  regard  to  this  Bill.  I  hopOf 
therefore,  your  Lordships  will  on  tnie 
occasion  suspend  the  Standing  Orders. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2'  accordingly;  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Oommittee  of  the  Whole 
House  to-morrow. 

WINCHESTER  BUROESSES  (DISQUALI- 
FIGATION  REMOVAL)  BILL. 

*LoRD  BASING :  My  Lords,  in  mov- 
ing the  Second  Beadinff  of  this  Bill,  I 
have  only  to  say  that  the  object  of  the 
Bill  is  to  remove  a  disqualification  from 
certain  persons  who,  though  thev  pay 
borough  rates  and  are  included  m  the 
borough,  are  disqualified  from  voting  as 
burgesses.  When  the  city  was  laid  out 
in  wards  a  pieceof  land  was  left  out,  which 
has  since  been  built  upon,  and  the  Bill 
proposes  to  attach  it  to  St.  John's  Ward. 
Bill  read  2*  (according  to  Order),  and 
committed  to  the  Standing  Oonmiittee 
for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  ftc. 

BOARD  OF  AGRICULTURE  BILL. 

(No.  126.) 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing  read. 

«YisgoumtORANBBOOK:  MvLords,  I 
have  to  ask  your  Lordships  for  the  Second 
Beading  of  this  Bill,  which  has  passed 
without  opposition  in  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons. Tne  movement  in  favour  of  a 
Minister  of  Agriculture  took  its  origin 
in  a  Besolution  carried  some  years  ago  in 
the  House  of  Oommons,  on  the  Motion 
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of  l£r.  Sampson  Lloyd,  by  which  it  was 
roBoIyed  that  it  was  extremely  desirable 
a  Department  should  be  created   for 
Agriculture  and  Trade.    In  1881,  the 
Jtlption  of  Sir  M.  Lopes  for  the  same 
object    was    accepted    by     the    then 
QoTemmenty  and  in  order  to  give  effect 
to  that  ResolutioDy   the  Committee  of 
Agriculture,  which  now  exists,  wasin  1883 
appointed.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  l^ncaster  was  made  Vice  President  of 
that  Committee,  and  has  so  contiDued ; 
but  since  my  noble  Friend  who   holds 
that  office  became  Duke  of  Eutland,  the 
duties  which  had  to  be  discharged  in  the 
House  of  Commons  were  undertaken  by 
Lord  Lewisham,  who  has  since  acted  for 
the  Department.  My  Lords,  I  have  heard 
some  remarks  made  with  respect  to  the 
{Committee  so  appointed  in  1883,  and 
by  the  present  Government  both  in  1885 
'and  1886.    That  Committee  has  been 
iy  no  means  a  nominal  one,  for  it  has 
frequently  been  called  together  to  con- 
sider   very   important    matters.      The 
President  is,  of  course,  responsible  for 
j»verything  that  is  done,  and  it  was  not 
(for  the  purpose  of  relieving  him  from 
that  responsibility  that  the  Committee 
has   been   on  several    occasions  called 
together;    but  the  Committee  is  com- 
posed, of  those  who  know  the  wants  of 
the  country  in  connection  with  agricul- 
tural   subjects.      It  has    also    been  of 
service  in  regard  to  the  distribution  of 
the  money  last  year  assigned   to  the 
D^artment  for  dairy  and  agricultural 
schools.      My   Lords,     I    should    not 
be    moving    this  Bill    if    I    thought 
in   doing   so  I    should    be  understood 
as    condemning    the    present    system. 
So  for  as  the  Veterinary  Department 
of   the    Privy    Council    is    concerned, 
H  am  quite  aware  that  that  Department 
has  been  approved  by  all  parties  and 
classes  in  the  country.    It  has  done  its 
duty  very  effectually.     Under  that  De- 
partment cattle    plague  and  foot-and- 
mouth    disease    have  been    effectually 
jrtamped    out;    and,    with    regard    to 
pleuro- pneumonia,    although    it    is    a 
jmuch  more  insidious  and  difficult  dis- 
ease to  deal  with,  it  has  been  taken  in 
hand  with  the  best  powers  of  the  De- 
partment,  and  I   hope  that,   whoever 
may  be  the  new  Minister  of  Agriculture, 
he    may  be   as  triumphant  over  that 
difioase  as  his  predecessors  have  been  in 
•deialing  with  the  enemies  of  agriculture 
•T  have    alluded    to.    The    veterinary 
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Department  has  been  served  by  offloefs 
who  are  recognized  not  only  officially^ 
but  in  the  agricultural  world  as  men  of 
singular  capacity,  activity,  and  ener^^ 
and  the  country  is  indebted  to  them  for 
the  ability: with  which,  when  diseaafi^ 
appears,  they  use  their  best  endeavonia 
to  stamp  it  out.  It  is  only  just  to  men- 
tion Professor  Brown,  Mr.  Cope,  and 
Major  Tennant ;  but  indeed  I  may  say 
generally  that  the  staff  of  the  Yeterinazjr 
Department  has  been  all  that  oould  bit 
desired.  The  Statistical  Department  waa 
transferred  from  the  Board  of  Trado^ 
and  I  think  I  may  say  that  thoai^ 
conversant  with  those  matters  will 
admit  that  the  statistics  which  have 
been  drawn  up  in  the  Privy  ConiMnt 
Office  have  been  of  a  character  whndi 
deserves  the  approbation  of  all  thpw 
interested  in  l^em,  and,  at  the  aam^ 
time,  they  have  been  brought  out  M^ 
promptly  as  to  be  of  the  greateai 
use  to  the  farming  interest  of  tlv^ 
country.  That)  of  course,  will  go  oiu 
The  great  duties  discharged  by  the 
Agricultural  Departments  of  foreigft 
countries,  at  enormous  expense,  have 
been  carried  out  in  England  mainly  by 
the  voluntary  action  of  the  Agricultund 
Societies  of  this  country ;.  and  I  do  Aot 
believe  that  this  country  would  be  rea<3jf 
to  vote  an  establishment  on  the  large 
scale  adopted  in  other  countries  for  tfi» 
Department  now  to  be  created.  How-- 
ever,  the  determination  of  the  agri* 
oulturists  to  have  a  Department  entirely 
to  themselves  has  been  sufficiently  mad^ 
manifest,  and  I  am  the  last  person  tQ 
stand  in  the  way  of  their  receiving  thi^ 
most  thorough  attention  to  their  wants.. 
Having  regard  to  the  difficulties  and 
troubles  they  have  had  to  encounter  in 
recent  jeeas,  I  do  not  wonder  that  they 
stretch  out  their  hands  in  all  direetionf^ 
for  assistance,  and  that  they  may  look  to 
a  new  Board  of  Agriculture  to  give  them^ 
more  advantages  than  they  have  hitherto- 
had.  With  regard  to  schools  of  agri- 
culture, a  grant  of  £5,000  was  mad<^ 
last  year  for  distribution  by  the  Privy 
Council,  and  that  grant  has  resulted  ia 
a  number  of  agricultural  and  dairy 
schools  springing  up  in  England,  Wales^ 
and  Scotland  that  are  dping  useful  work, 
and  give  us  reason  to  hope  that  Uie^ 
want  of  these  institutions,  hitherto  felt  ixk 
this  country,  will  be  supplied  without 
any  great  drain  upon  the  Treasury.,  M[y 
I  Lords,  I  have  very  little  more  to  say;. 
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The  BOl,  wliioh  is  a  ihort  BiIL  speaks 
fSor  itself.  It  bands  over  the  work 
bitherto  done  by  the  PHtj  Council  in 
respect  of  all  questions  connected  with 
contagious  diseases  and  agriculture;  it 
hands  OTcr  the  work  of  the  Land  Com- 
missiony  with  its  officers,  to  the  new 
Board,  and  also  that  of  the  Ordnance 
Surrey,  and  it  will  likewise  take  charge 
of  agiicultnral  statistics  and  matters 
relating  to  forestry  and  horticulture,  as 
wen  as  the  inspection  of  agricultural  and 
dairy  schoob.  I  hope  the  Bill  will  be 
passed  without  undue  delay,  because 
nnoertainties  and  difficulties  naturally 
occur  when  a  Department  has,  so  to 
speak,  a  new  one  hanging  over  it,  and 
I  hope  the  Treasury  will  adequately 
proride  for  it,  and  that  it  may  be  put  in 
a  position  to  get  to  work  speedily,  when 
I  think  there  can  be  no  doubt  it  will  do 
work  of  a  satisfactory  kind.  I  submit 
the  Bill  to  your  Lordships  for  Second 
Beading. 

Moved,  ^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
r:'-^Ths  Ftsc^unt  Cranhro$h.) 

•The    DiTKB   of   EICHMOND  :    My 
Lords,  I  have  listened  with  great  atten- 
tion to  ererything  that  my  noble  Friend 
has  said.    His  speech  was  very  much 
what  I  anticipated  it  would  be ;  he  eulo- 
ffised  the  Agpricultural  Department ;  he 
sold  us  that  the  Veterinary  Department 
was  as  good  as  could  be ;  he  alluded  to 
the  statistics ;  and  he  told  us  he  was  far 
from  condemning  the  present  system. 
Judging  from  the  remarks  of  the  Lord 
President  of  the  Oouncil,  I  imagined  that 
he  would   have  concluded  by   asking 
your  Lordships  to  read  the  Bill  a  second 
time  this  day  six  months.    My  Lords,  I 
claim  as  strong  an  interest  and  to  be 
as  greatly  connected  with  agriculture  as 
any  person  in  the  country.    I  enjoy  the 
confidence  and  the  friendship  of  numer- 
ous farmers,   and   I   can  assure  your 
Lordships  that  nothing  would  be  fur- 
ther  from  my    wishes     than     to    do 
anything  which  would,  in  my  opinion, 
be    hostile  or    adverse    to    the    agri- 
cultural interest.  It  is,  however,  because 
I  think  that  this  measure  is  unnecessary 
and  mischievous  that  I  now  lift  up  my 
Toice  against  it.    I  am  afraid  that  I  can- 
not ask   your  Lordships  to  reject    it, 
because  the  Bill    having  passed   the 
other  House  without  a  Division,!  do  not 
think  it  probable  that  your  Lordships 
iroold  by  a  majority  reject   it.    The 


measure  is  unnecessary,  beoause  there  is 
nothing  provided  for  in  it  which  is  not 
performed  at  the  present  time  by  the 
Agricultural  Department,  presided  over 
by  the  Lord  President.  I  think  it  iM 
mischievous,  because  to  my  mind  it 
will  raise  hopes  in  the  minds  of  the 
agriculturists  of  the  country  wfaidi 
can  never  be  realized.  Agriculturists 
may  be  led  to  believe  that  the  mere 
fact  of  setting  up  an  Agricultural  De« 
partment  wm  conduce  to  their  wel- 
fare and  put  an  end  to  that  state  of 
depression  which  has  been  passing  for 
so  many  years  over  the  country.  In 
this  belief  they  would  be  utterly  dis- 
appointed,  ana  it  is  on  that  ground 
that  I  consider  the  measure  a  misr 
chievous  one.  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  in  moving  the  Second  Bead- 
ing of  the  Bill,  said-— 

**  Haring  regard  to  the  present  o<mditioa  of 
aflkirs,  the  competitioii  which  existed*  the 
reduciioa  of  prioee  which  has  provailed  daring 
the  last  few  3rears,  resulting  perhaps  in  a  greater 
dislocation  of  employment  in  the  agpricoltoral 
industry  than  in  any  other  industry,  and  harinf 
regard  also  to  the  hcX  that  in  many  parts  ot 
the  oonntry  land  has  been  thrown  out  of  culti* 
vation  and  that  those  who  have  been  dependent 
upon  it  as  owners,  and  cultivators,  and 
employers  have  suffered  most  severely,  the 
Government  cannot  but  admit  that  there  exists 
very  considerable  ground  for  the  demand  which 
is  made  by  the  agricultural  classes  for  the  con« 
stitution  of  a  department  which  would  make 
the  interests  of  agriculture  its  special  and 
peculiar  charge.  This  is  not  a  personal,  indi* 
vidual,  or  sectional  question.  It  is  an  Imperial 
question.  It  is  clearly  to  the  interests  of  the 
country  that  the  land  should  be  made  produc- 
tive to  its  utmost  oapacity,  and  should  be  made 
to  contribute  to  the  prosperity  of  the  country 
as  far  as  possible." 

Now,  my  Lords,  I  want  to  know,  with 
regard  to  competition,  which  is  one  of 
the  points  referred  to,  \i  hat  is  there  in 
this  Bill  which  will  enable  us  to  meet 
competition?  It  does  not  propose  to 
resuscitate  our  old  friend  ^rotectioni 
though  I,  for  one,  should  not  object  to 
that.  Then  it  is  said  that  parts  of  the 
country  have  been  thrown  out  of  culti- 
vation. I  do  not  see  how  anything  that 
can  be  done  under  this  new  Bill  oaii 
bring  into  cultivation  any  part  of  the 
country  that  is  now  out  of  cultivation. 
He  talks  about  there  being  a  greater  dis* 
location  of  employment  in  the  agricul- 
tural industry  than  in  any  other  industxv. 
What  is  this  Bill  going  to  do  to  remedy 
that  ?  It  seems  to  be — well,  I  will  not 
say  what  I  think  of  it.    Then  he  says-^ 
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**  The  Bill  is  an  effort  to  establish  a  depart- 
ment which  will,  I  hope,  be  exceedingly  useful 
to  the  a^cultural  community.  No  doubt  a 
p;reat  strain  has  been  put  upon  those  who  are 
interested  in  land  during  the  last  few  years. 
Prices  have  fallen  ;  there  has  been  an  absence 
of  profit  in  almost  every  important  portion  of 
the  farmer's  industry,  and  now  we  have  to 
endeavour  by  all  the  means  in  our  power  to 
bring  back  prosperity  to  that  portion  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects,  not  by  any  action  of  Parlia- 
ment, not  by  the  fostering  care  of  a  department, 
but  by  bringing  home  to  them  that  knowledge 
and  power  by  which  thej  themselves  may  work 
out  their  own  deliverance." 


How  in  the  name  of  wonder  the  passing 
of  this  Bill,  which  is  really  only  trans- 
ferring these  matters  to  a  new  Depart- 
ment, is  to  bring  all  that  about  passes 
my  comprehension.     I  hope  that  in  the 
course  of  time  all  that  may  be  worked 
out,  but  at  the  present  time  I  confess  I 
do  not  see  how  it  is  to  be  done.     I  ask 
again,  my  Lordu,  what  is  there  in  this 
Bill  which  would  enable  agriculturists 
to  meet  competition  ?    As  to  the  parts 
of  the  country  thrown  out  of  cultivation, 
how  can  anything  in  this  Bill  bring  back 
to  a  state  of  cultivation  lands  that  have 
gone  out  of  cultivation  ?    Then,  again, 
what  is  the  Bill  going  to  do  in  order  to 
remedy  the  dislocatiou  of  employment  in 
the  agricultural  industry  ?    It  has  been 
urged  that  the  Bill  will  be  useful  to  the 
agricultural  community,  and  that  there 
is  an  absence  of  profit  in  the  agricultural 
industry.     I  agree  with  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  in  this,  and  I  should 
like    to    see    that    condition  of  affairs 
altered;   but  this  Bill  will  not  do  it. 
How  this  Bill  is  to  bring  home  to  agri- 
culturists that  knowledge  and  power  by 
which  they  are  to  work  out  their  own 
deliverance  I  absolutely  fail  to  compre- 
hend, seeing  that  it  only  provides  for 
the    transfer  of     the    present    duties 
of  the  Department  to  another  Board. 
Now,  my  Lords,  I  take  the  Bill  itself. 
The  whole  of  the  Bill  is  contained  in  the 
second    clause,    which    declares    three 
things — first    of   all,    the  powers  and 
duties    of  the  Board    of  Agriculture; 
secondly,  the  powers  and  duties  of  the 
Land  Commissioners ;  and,  thirdly,  the 
powers  and  duties  of  the  Land  Survey, 
are  to  be  transferred  to  the  new  Depart- 
ment. It  is  quite  beyond  my  comprehen- 
sion to  see  what  benefit  will  accrueto  agri- 
culturists by  mere  transference  of  the 
duties  of  the  existing  Department  to 
another  Department  located  inadifferent 
place.    1  am  also    astonished  to  find 
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that  one  of  the  most  important  agri« 
cultural    countries — Ireland — has    not 
been  included  in  the  Bill,  but  that  it  ia, 
on  the  contrary,  to  be  left  to  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  present  Irish  Privy 
Oouncil.     I  will  quote  statistics  to  show 
how    the  Veterinary  Department   has 
dealt  with  outbreaks  of  foot-and-mouth 
disease  and  cattle  plague.    I    should 
like  to  give  your  Lordships  a  sample  of 
the  existing  state  of  things.  In  1 87 1  there 
were  52,164  fresh  cases  of  outbreak  <^ 
foot-and-mouth  disease,  691,565  animals 
being  attacked.     The  United  Kingdom 
has  now  been  free  from  foot-and-month 
disease  for  some  years.  No  oatde  plague 
has  been  imported  since  the  passing  ot 
the  Act  of  1878.    As  to  pleuro-pneu* 
monia,  I  can  show  your  Lordships  that 
in  1877,  the  year  before  the  passing  of 
the    Act,    there    were     2,108    farms 
returned    as    infected    and  5,330  ani« 
mals  attacked.     In   1888   there   were 
only  513  farms    returned  as  infested, 
with      1,813     animals     attacked.       If 
the  Government  wouM  spend  only  one- 
half  of  the  money  which  they  intended 
to  spend  on  the  creation  of"  this  new 
Department  in  taking  proper  measures 
they  could  stamp  out  pleuro- pneumonia 
altogether.  It  must  be  admitted  that  the 
present  Department  does  its  work  in  an 
admirable  manner,  and  we  should  hardly 
be  able  to  find  it^  equal  in  any  other 
country  in  the  world.     In  the  year  1888 
no  fewer   than   6i   di6Pereut    abstracts 
were  compiled  by  Mr.  Whitehead  and 
published  by  the  Agricultural  Depart- 
ment.    Mr.  Whitehead  has    also  pub- 
lished elaborate  essays  on  the  subject 
of  moths,  flies,    and    beetles    affecting 
agriculture.     That  has  all  been  done 
now,  and  I  doubt  whether,  under  the 
new  system,  we  should  get  much  more 
information.     I   am  astonished  at  the 
ignorance  displayed  on  this  subject.    I 
have  heard  it  said,  for  instance,  that  it 
is  perfectly  monstrous  that  a  country 
like  this,  where  agriculture  is  such  an 
important  interest,  should  not  have  au 
Agricultural  Department  as  France  has. 
But  we  have  a  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture, although  our  system  is  different, 
because  in  France  everything  is  done  by 
the  Government.     Even  the  expense  of 
shows  is  borne  there  by  the  Government. 
But  in  the  case  of  a  show,  such  as  that 
recently  held  at  Windsor,  every  penny 
of  expendituro  comes    from  voluntaiy 
contributions.      Those    who    complain 
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that  we  hare  not  an  A^riooltural  De- 

Sartmentlike  that  existing  in  France, 
0  not  know  probably  that  that  Depart- 
ment cost  France  £1,600,000  last  year, 
and  the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would,  I  think,  make  a  very  wry  face  if 
he  were  told  that  he  would  have  to  6nd 
anything  like  that  amount  of  money  to 
maintain  agriculture  in  this  country. 
I  have  heard  that  the  new  Minister 
would  be  able  to  stamp  out  disease ;  but 
I  cannot  imagine  how  the  Minister 
could  do  more  in  that  respect  than  is  done 
now,  for  he  certainly  could  not  go  out- 
side the  Act  of  Parliament.  My  Lords, 
I  have  only  a  very  few  words  more  to  say ; 
but  there  is  one  thing  which  I  must 
mention.  The  argument  which  seems 
to  have  weighed  most  with  my  noble 
Friend  the  Prime  Minister  was  addressed 
to  him  by  a  deputation  which  waited 
upon  him  a  few  months  ago.  The  depu- 
tation suggested  to  him  that  there  should 
be  a  Board  of  Agriculture-  There  were 
several  speeches  made,  and  my  noble 
Friend  at  the  end  of  the  meeting  stated 
his  views  to  the  deputation.  I  cannot 
help  believing  he  must  have  been  think- 
ing of  some  great  diplomatic  matter 
wmch  was  weiring  upon  his  mind,  or  he 
would  not  have  answered  the  deputation 
in  the  way  he  did.  He  said  that  every 
advantage  to  be  derived  from  organisa- 
tion and  concentration  of  effort  should 
be  given  by  the  Government^  and  that  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  arguments  in 
favour  of  the  formation  of  an  Agricultural 
Department  were  unanswerable,  and  that 
those  were  the  views  which  (Government 
had  for  two  or  three  years  adopted. 
I  looked  to  see  what  the  arguments 
were  which  my  noble  Friend  con- 
sidered unanswerable;  and  I  found 
that  in  1865  it  was  stated  that  there 
was  the  most  deplorable  chaos  in  the 
Public  Departments  with  regard  to 
agricultural  affairs.  A  deputation  at- 
tempted to  approach  the  Oovemment  on 
the  subject  of  cattle  plague  which  was 
then  ravaging  the  country,  they  applied 
to  the  then  Prime  Minister.  Lora  John 
Bussell  told  them  that  he  knew  nothing 
at  all  about  the  question,  and  as  it  had 
very  likely  something  to  do  with  money 
he  referred  them  to  the  OhanceUor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Mr.  Gladstone.  They  all 
took  fright  at  the  proposition.  Next 
they  went  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  who 
jsaid  they  were  not  an  Agricultural 
Departmenti  and  when  the  question  was 


put  where  there  was  one,  the  reply  wa  f 
that  the  only  one  was  the  Woods 
and  Forests.  That  was  regarded 
as  a  very  dubious  suggestion.  Finidly 
they  interviewed  the  then  Home  Secre- 
tary, who  heard  what  they  had  to  say, 
and  they  asked  him  to  pass  an  order 
for  the  compulsory  stoppage  of  the  sale 
and  transit  of  animals.  Therefore,  the 
argument  which  weighed  with  my  noble 
Friend  was  that  in  1865  a  gentleman, 
who  had  suffered  loss  by  the  cattle 
plague,  came  to  London  with  a  deputa* 
tion.  He  endeavoured  to  obtain  an  in* 
terview  with  Lord  John  Hussell,  who 
declined  to  have  anything  whatever  to 
say  to  him,  and  he  went  back  to  his 
country  seat ;  he  returned  in  1 889,  and 
what  had  happened  in  1865  is  given  as 
an  argument  why  a  new  Department 
should  be  now  instituted.  At  the  end 
of  the  meeting  my  noble  Friend  stated 
his  views.    He  said— 


**  Evexy  advantsee  to  be  derived  from 
organisatioii  and  oooeentration  of  eflfort  should 
be  given  to  yoa  by  the  Government  under 
which  yon  live.  For  those  reasons  it  seems  to 
me  that  the  argument  in  favour  of  the  estab* 
lishment  of  an  Agricultural  Department  is  un* 
answerable,  and  you  have  onlv  been  repeating 
and  illustrating  with  fresher  details  the  views 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  have  been 
induced  now  for  two  or  three  years  to  adopt.** 

I  am  surprised  that  my  noble  Friend 
should  have  been  at  all  moved  by  what  that 
deputation  told  him.  Whatever  might 
have  been  the  ctrouinstances  existing  in 
1 865  as  a  reason  for  this  certainly  do  not, 
as  I  have  ehown,  exist  in  1889.  I  do  not, 
however,  propose  to  go  to  a  Division.  I 
trust  the  measure  may  do  good  to  the 
agricultural  body.  I  do  not  think  it 
will,  and  I  fear  they  will  be  ve^  much 
disappointed ;  but,  at  any  rate,  1  hope  it 
will  do  no  harm. 

"^EarlSPENOEH:  My  Lords,  although 
I  cannot  for  a  moment  assume  to  hold 
the  position  in  the  agricultural  world 
which  my  noble  Friend  has,  I  think  I 
am  entitled  to  say  a  few  words  upon 
Uiis  subject  for  two  reasons — first,  that 
I  have  filled  the  post  of  Lord  President 
of  the  Council;  and,  secondly,  that  I  was 
a  member  of  the  (Government  which 
made  a  very  considerable  change  with 
regard  to  the  management  of  the  Veteri* 
nary  Department.  I  venture  to  think 
the  noble  Viscount  the  Lord  President 
of  the  Oooncil  made  a  slip  in  his  state* 
ment  as  to  the  time  wnen  the  Oorn* 
mittee  of  Agriculture  was  appointed. 


C7 


Wedem  Auitralia 


{LORDS} 


ConitiCution  Bill. 


88 


made,  Western  Australia  will  be  placed 
upon  the  same  Constitutional  footing  as 
tlie  other  great  colonies  of  Australia. 
The  present  Constitution  is,  as  I  have 
aaid,  a  representative  G-ovemment,  and 
consists  of  a  Governor,  an  Executive 
Council,  and  a  Legislative  Council,  26  in 
number,  nine  of  whom  are  nominated  and 
17  elected.  This  system  is  an  inter- 
mediate stage  between  the  Government 
which  obtains  in  a  Crown  colony  pure 
and  simple,  and  responsible  Govern- 
ment. In  a  Crown  colony  pure  and  simple 
the  Crown  is  responsible  for  the  Govem- 
nrent  of  the  colony ;  but  it  has  a  majority 
by  which  it  can  secure  the  passing  of 
ettch  measures  as  are  necessary  for  the 
good  Government  of  the  colony.  On 
the  other  hand,  in  a  colony  under  a 
responsible  Government  the  Ministers 
are(  responsible  to  the  people,  and  com- 
mand a  majority  in  the  Colonial  Par- 
liament. The  disadvantage  of  the  in- 
termediate stage  of  representative 
Government  is  that  the  Crown  remains 
latgely  responsible  for  the  Government 
of  the  colony,  but  it  cannot  command  a 
majority.  The  system  places  an  m- 
euperable  power  of  obstructing  and 
delaying  measures  in  the  hands  of  the 
Colonial  Legislature,  which  is  not 
responsible  for  the  conduct  of  affairs. 
That  system  may  work  smoothly  enough 
in  smaller  colonies  and  in  quiet  times ; 
but  when  burning  questions  arise,  and 
there  are  matters  of  difference  between 
the  Executive  and  Legislature,  it  leads 
to  complications,  and  a  considerable 
amount  of  friction.  For  this  reason  it 
is  admitted  by  those  who  have  had  the 
control  of  colonial  affairs  that  that 
system  is  suitable  only  for  an  inter- 
mediate stage ;  and  that  when  a  colony 
is  fit  for  responsible  Government  the 
sooner  it  is  given  the  better.  This  view 
is  strongly  confirmed  by  what  has  passed 
in  Western  Australia.  A  representative 
Government  was  granted  to  Western 
Australia  in  1870,  and  in  1873,  only 
three  years  later,  a  movement  was  made 
in  favour  of  responsible  Government, 
and  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Kimberley),  who  was  then  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies,  replied  that,  while  the 
Governor  himself  ought  not  to  take  any 
steps  towards  disturbing  the  existing 
arrangementa.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  not  be  disposed  to  resist 
aiiy  widespread  aiid  sustained  desire 
wluoh  might  prevail*  in  the  colony  for 
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responsible  Government.  In  1874  the 
Governor,  at  the  request  of  the  Ooaneily 
sent  over  a  draft  Constitution  Bill ;  but 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon), 
then  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  righdy 
decided  that  the  colony  was  not  ripe  for 
the  change.  There  is  one  passage  in 
his  despatch  of  November  18  which,  as 
it  has  a  direct  and  important  beariii|f  - 
on  the  case,  I  will  read  to  your  Lord- 
ships.   Lord  Carnarvon  wrote — 

"  r  am  and  can  be  actuated  by  no  feeling  of 
indisposition  towards  those   principles  of  rs«  . 
sponsible  Government  which  have  had  fallpUur 
elsewhere    on    the  Australian  Continent,  aaa 
have  rej>roduced  the  free  institutions   qf  the  . 
Mother  Country  in  no  unworthy  form.     Those  - 
institutions  are  the  proper  and  aesirable  end  to  ' 
whidi  the  oelony  tends,  at  which  it  moat  ia  . 
time  arrive,  and  towards  which  all  those,  who« 
ther  there  or  at  home,  who  are  concerned  in  the 
administration  of  its  aff&irs,  ought  to  direct 
their  measures." 

These  latter  words  confirm  the  view  that - 
Eepresentative   Government  ia   merely^ 
transitional,  and  express  very  clearly  ana  ^ 
concisely  the  manner  in   which  those; 
who  seek  for  Hesponsible  Government  . 
should  be  approached    by  the  Hom^^ 
Government.      1  pass  on,   my  Lordi^  ^ 
from  1874  to  1883  with  only  one  obeer* 
vation,  that  the  subject  of  a  change  to  . 
Responsible  Government  did  not  make  , 
much  progress,  though    from  time   to  \ 
time  it  was  revived  in  the  colony.     The  \ 
correspondence  in  1883  and  up  to  tno  . 
present  time  will  be  found  in  the  Par*  . 
liamentary  Papers,  0.  5743  and  0.  5752.  V 
and  I  need  only  refer  very  briefly  to  onei  /. 
or  two  stages  in  the  case.      In  1883* 
an  Address  was    sent  to  this  country  \ 
by  the  Legislative*  Council  asking  on  I 
what    terms  Hesponsible    Government 
would  be  granted,    and  Lord  Derby. '. 
then   Secretary  of  State  for    Colonial . 
Affairs,  wrote  a.  carefully-worded    des*  * 
patch  of  July   id,    1883,    which   oer*  ! 
tainly  deserves  very  careful  consideration^  * 
as  setting  out  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's  . 
Government,  but  which  I  shall  not  at  . 
present  refer  to  farther,  though  I  shall  ; 
have  occasion  later  on  to  refer  to  one  . 
passage  in  it,  whi(^  bears  upon  the  land  ^ 
question.    It  is  to  be  found  in  page  3  of  ^ 
the  Parliamentary  Papers  which,  have  , 
been  recently  presented  to  Parliament**^ 
In  1884  the  present  Governor,  Sir  F. 
Napier  Broome,  after  he  had  been   10.^ 
months    in    the    colony,    reported  his ' 
opinion   on   the"  state   of    things    as 
follows :— 
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"Though  I  Bee  no  valid  reason  for  with- 
holding free  institutions  from  this  colony  after 
its  inhabitants  shall  have  expressed  a  general 
and  decided  wish  to  take  npon  themselves  the 
burden  and  the  responsibility  of  that  form  of 
Government,  I  am  strongly  of  opinion  that, 
until  such  a  wish  shall  have  been  expressed, 
which  certainly  it  has  not  been  as  yet,  it  would 
be  a  mistake  to  make  this  great  and  irretriev- 
able change.  Furthermore,  while  I  concede 
Uiat  the  c^on^  has  reached  a  stage  at  which  a 
claim  to  its  birthright,  if  deliberately  insisted 
upon,  should  not  be  refused,  I  nevertheless 
think  that  Weetem  Australia  would  do  well  to 
delay  its  majority  for  a  time  until  its  wealth 
and  population  shall  have  still  further  increased, 
and  until  (what  is  hardlj[  the  case  as  vet)  the 
community  contains  within  itself  a  good  ballast 
weight  of  public  opinion  and  a  sufficient  com- 
plement of  qualified  public  men  to  govern  on 
the  Party  system." 

He  also  ooneidered  at  that  time  that 
Weatera  Australia,  if  the  change  were 
made,  should  be  separated  into  two 
parts,  and  that  the  Northern  portion 
above  the  26th  degree  of  latitude  should 
remain  for  the  present  a  Cromi  colony. 
Upon  both  these  points,  however,  after 
he  had  more  experience  of  the  working 
of  the  Oonstitution,  and  after  he  had 
ascertained  more  fully  the  wishes  of 
the  Legislature  and  of  the  people,  he 
changea  his  opinion,  and|  became  a 
strong  advocate  for  granting  responsible 
Qovemment  to  Western  Australia,  and 
placing  the  whole  of  the  country,  under 
a  responsible  Ministry.  In  1887  two 
Besolutions  were  passed  by  the  Legisla- 
tive Council  in  favour  of  Responsible 
Government  by  a  majority  of  13  to  4, 
and  sent  over  to  this  country.  Those 
Besolutions  were  accepted  in  principle 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  but  with 
reservation  of  details,  including  special 
provisions  for  the  Northern  distridk  and 
protection  for  the  natives.  I  will  not 
trouble  your  Lordships  with  further 
reference  to  my  despatch  of  December 
23, 1887,  but  onlv  allude  to  it  as  setting 
forth  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's  present 
Government  on  this  important  question. 
In  May,  1888,  a  draft  Ckmstitution  Bill 
was  sent  over,  and  after  careful  con- 
aideratiott  of  its  provisions  I  sent  out  in 
the  following  August  a  revised  Bill  to 
the  colony.  I  will  only  trouble  your 
Lordships  with  one  passage  of  my 
deepfttch  of  the  8 1st  of  August.  I 
eaid — 

"  In  QoocUision,  I  hsTe  to  state  that,  should 
the  Bill  whkh  1  now  tend  be  adopted  by  the 
Lsgialathrs  Cooaeil,  I  shall  be  prmred  to  take 
steps  for  the  introdnotioo  into  Parliament  of 
She  Bill  which,  as  I  hare  already  informed  yoa. 


it  will  be  necessary  should  be  passed  before  Her 
Majesty  can  be  advised  to  assent  to  the  mea- 
sure.   Her  Majesty's  Goyernment  do  not,  how- 
ever,-  desire   to   preclude  the    Council   from 
altering  any  details  in  the  Bill  so  long  as  the 
main  principles  are  maintained,  especially  the 
nominated  Council,  the  division  of  the  colony 
for  the  purposes  of  land  regulations,  and  the  ■ 
protection  of  the  native  inhabitants   of   the 
colony.    At  the  same  time,  if  any   material 
alterations  are  desired,    I  should  wish  70U  to  . 
furnish  me  with  a  full  explanation  of    the 
reasons  for  such  alterations. 

Your  Lordships  will  see  that  three  con- 
ditions were  laid  down  as  essential  to , 
any  change  in  the  form  of  Government. 
Considerable  discussion  arose  upon  these 
three  conditions;  but  Her  Majesty's  . 
Government  adhered  to  them,  and  the 
revised  Bill,  with  some  Amendments, 
has  been  accepted  and  passed  by  the 
Legislative  Council,  and  is  the  measure 
now  submitted  for  Her  Majesty's  as- 
sent. I  will  now  direct  the  atteation  of 
your  Lordships  to  four  important  ques- 
tions which  arise  in  connection  with 
this  ptbposed  change.  The  first  ques* 
tion,  which  lies  really  at  the  root  of  the 
whole  matter,  is  whether  it  is  expedient, 
to  ii^rant  the  colony  Responsible  Govern- 
ment; in  other  woras,  whether  the 
colony  has  made  sufficient  progress  and 
advance  in  population,  wealth,  educa- 
tion, and  general  and  material  pros- 
perity to  justify  the  change.  I  submit, 
without  hesitation,  that  a  case  has  been 
made  out  for  assenting  to  the  stronglv* 
expressed  desire  of  the  colonists,  which, 
I  may  observe  iu  nas^ng,  is  strongly 
supported  by  the  otner  Australian  Go- 
vernments. I  would  point  out  that  the 
existingsystemof  Representative  Govern- 
ment leads  constantly  to  complications 
and  difficulties,  and  that  the  time  has 
arrived  when  a  change  is  desirable* 
And  on  this  part  of  the  case  I  would 
refer  to  a  passage  in  a  despatch  of  the 
12th  of  July,  1887,  in  which  the 
Governor  says — 

"It  is,  therefore,  enough  that  I  should 
clearly  express  my  conviction  that  Responsible" 
Government  ought  now  to  be  g^nted  to  Western  . 
Australia,  for  the  reason  that  the  colony  has 
progressod  to  the  stage  at  which  suoh  instita- 
tions  may  be  adopted,  and  haa  passed  the  stage 
at  which  the  Government  can  be  satisfactorily 
carried  on  under  the  existing  Constitution,*  even 
when  that  Constitution  it  administered— as  I 
have  always,  with  the  fall  consent  of  yourself 
and  your  predecessora,  tried  to  administer  it— 
in  the  most  liberal  manner  consistent  with  its 
framework." 

I  submit  islso  to  your  Lordships  that  ' 
there  is  another  very  important  reasoo  ^ 


95 


Western  Ausiralia 


{LORDS} 


Comtiiuiion  BtlL 


96 


support  of  that  Board  and  the  benefit 
of  the  natives.  The  money  is  to  be 
appropriated  to  the  welfare  of  the 
natives,  and  expended  in  providing  them 
with  food  and  clothing,  in  promoting 
the  education  of  aboriginal  children, 
and  in  assisting  generally  to  pri^mote  the 
preservation  and  well-being  of  the 
aborigines.  It  is  to  be  expended  by  the 
Board,  under  the  sole  control  of  the 
Governor ;  and  if  there  is  any  excess  in 
one  year  it  is  to  be  reserved  for  the  uso 
of  the  Board  in  subsequent  years.  I 
admit  that  the  majority  of  the  Legisla- 
tive Council,  and,  perhaps,  the  public 
opinion  of  the  country,  were  against  us 
on  this  point,  and  I  admit  also  that  the 
existing  Legislative  Council,  as  a  rule, 
have  been  ready  to  take  a  liberal  and 
just  view  of  questions  connected  with 
the  natives,  but  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment adhered  to  the  opinion  that  it  is 
not  unreasonable  that  a  Board  should  be 
maintained  independent  of  political  cir- 
cumstances and  influences,  and  indepen- 
dent of  that  pressure  from  particular 
districts  and  particular  persons  which 
experience  tells  us  is  likely  to  be  brought 
to  bear  on  the  Ministers  of  the  day.  I 
have,  my  Lords,  at  some  length,  but  I 
hope  not  undue  length  considering  the 
great  importance  of  the  question,  stated 
the  questions  which  arise  upon  this 
measure.  I  have  shown  that  on  con- 
stitutional grounds  it  is  desirable  that 
the  change  of  the  form  of  Government 
should  be  made,  and  that  the  colony  has 
made  sufficient  progress  to  justify  the 
change ;  I  have  shown  that  the  proposed 
Constitution  is  framed  on  the  lines  of 
the  Constitutions  already  granted  to  the 
other  colonies  on  the  Australian  Con- 
tinent; that  sufficient  protection  is  made 
for  the  northern  territory  which  in 
course  of  time  may  be  separated  from 
the  southern  part  of  the  oolony ;  that 
every  precaution  has  been  taken  to  pre- 
vent any  obstacle  being  raised  to  emigra- 
tion and  settlement  in  the  southern  part, 
even  assuming,  which  I  do  not  for  one 
moment  assume,  that  any  obstacles  will 
be  thrown  in  the  way  by  the  Colonial 
Government — and  upon  this  point  I  may 
refer  your  Lordships  to  an  additional 
precaution,  to  which  I  forgot  to  allude, 
which  is  taken  by  Section  8  of  the 
Imperial  Bill,  and  by  which  it  is  pro- 
Tided  that  Acts  of  the  Legislature  oi 
Western  Australia  imposing  restrictions 
on    the  immigration   of    British  sub* 
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jects  shall  be  reserved  for  Her  Majesty'* 
pleasure — and  lastly,  I  have  shown  that 
ample  protection  is  made  for  the 
aboriginal  natives.  I  now  oonfidentlj 
ask  your  Lordships  to  grant  a  Second 
Heading  to  this  Bill,  which  will  enaUe 
Her  Majesty  to  assent  to  a  measnre 
which  I  believe  will  tend  veiy 
materially  to  secure  the  prosperity  bxA 
welfare  of  this  important  oolony. 

Moved,  '*That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2».''— (2%tf  Lord  KnuUford.) 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON:  The 
question  which  this  Bill  .raises  is  not  a 
new  one.  When  I  filled  the  post  which 
is  now  occupied  by  the  noble  Lord,  it 
was  my  duty  to  take  a  very  different  view 
of  the  subject  to  that  which  on  thi* 
occasion  is  adopted.  My  noble  Friend 
stated  that  in  1874  the  LegislatiTe 
Council  of  the  Colony  passed  a  Heeolu- 
tion  in  favour  of  Responsible  QoTerat^ 
ment.  I  considered  the  question,  and  it 
seemed  to  me  that  that  was  a  Resolntimi 
to  be  matured  in  time.  I  objected  to  it, 
and  such  agitation  as  there  was  subsided^ 
and  since  then  the  colony  has,  I  believe, 
advanced  in  material  wealth  and  in  all 
the  conditions  that  are  neoessarf. 
Lord  Derby  in  1883  had  to  look  at  the 
question  from  a  slightly  different  point 
of  view,  but  still  I  apprehend  that 
substantially  there  was  no  very  wide 
difference  between  his  view  and  mine. 
So  matters  stood  in  1883.  Now,  in 
1889,  this  Bill  comes  before  us,  and  the 
Colonial  Secretary  is  right  in  sayings 
that  the  two  main  questions  which  the 
House  has  to  consider  are,  first  of  all 
— is  the  colony  ripe  for  this  great 
chan^ ;  and,  secondly,  is  the  Oonstita* 
tional  machinery  which  is  adopted  ia 
the  Bill  the  right  and  satisfactory 
machinery  to  impose  ?  In  many  respects 
the  circumstances  of  the  colony  seem  to 
me  to  remain  pretty  nearly  the  same 
as  they  were  in  1874  and  1888.  But 
under  this  Bill  you  are  going  to  hand 
over  a  tract  of  territory  not  so  large  %A 
was  then  proposed  to  a  community 
comparatively  very  small,  and  if  yott 
give  Responsible  Government  then  yen 
must  be  prepared  to  give  Crown  lands 
with  it.  I  have  heard  that  doctrine 
sometimes  disputed,  but  I  hold  it  is 
inevitable  that  the  two  should  gel 
together.  But  there  is  another  an& 
more  serious  question  which  arises  with 
regard  to  this  change.     It  is  the  qnes** 
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tion  of  finance.  I  have  no  figures  before 
me  of  the  present  revenue  and  expendi- 
ture of  the  colony,  but  if  I  mistake  not 
only  two  years  ago  there  was  a  bare 
surplus  of  £14,000.  That  is  not  a  large 
margin  to  boast  of,  and  your  Lordships 
will  remember  that  you  have  now  to 
add  the  whole  of  the  Governor's  salary, 
and  the  expenses  arising  from  the 
creation  of  two  Houses  of  Parliament, 
and,  above  all,  the  numberless  expenses 
which  are  incidental  to  Responsible 
Government.  Deal  with  it  as  you  will, 
that  expenditure  will  always  grow.  The 
circumstances  which  exist  now  are  in 
many  respects  not  far  removed  from  the 
circumstances  which  existed  in  former 
years,  when  it  was  considered  necessary 
to  refuse  the  concession  of  Besponsible 
Government.  What,  then,  has  altered 
the  face  of  affairs  ?  There  are  some 
conditions  which  have  changed.  The 
population  when  I  had  to  deal  with 
the  matter  was  only  26,000 ;  it  is 
now  clofe  upon  40,000.  There  are 
coalfields  now  which  have  attracted 
a  considerable  number  of  diggers. 
There  is  a  system  of  railroads  growing 
up,  and  there  is  a  certain  difficulty  of 
carrying  on  the  Government  on  the  pre- 
sent lines.  But,  after  all,  the  great 
reason  is  perhaps  this — that  the  ques- 
tion has  been  stirred,  and  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  agreed  to  carry  out 
this  change.  A  Bill  has  been  intro- 
duced, and,  like  many  other  questions 
of  a  similar  nature,  when  a  forward 
step  has  been  taken  there  is  no  prac- 
tical possibility  of  return.  I  agree  with 
my  noble  Friend  in  thinking,  from  all 
I  have  heard,  that  the  feeling  of  the 
Australian  Colonies  is  in  favour  of  this 
measure.  I  do  not  think,  however,  that 
he  can  flatter  himself  that  there  is  any 
great  enthusiasm  on  the  point ;  but  still, 
broadly  and  on  the  whole,  the  general 
Australian  feeling  is  favourable  to  any 
accession  of  Responsible  Government. 
Therefore,  I  come  to  this  conclusion, 
that  the  responsibility  must  really  rest 
with  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  de- 
cide when  the  time  has  come  when  res- 
ponsible institutions  should  be  given  to 
this  colony.  I  hope  they  haye  decided 
wisely  in  this  matter,  but  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  allow  me  to 
give  them  this  one  piece  of  advice,  it 
would  be  this.  Having  introduced  this 
measure,  it  is  on  every  ground  expedient 
that  they  should  pass  it  this  Session. 


I  think  the  effect  there  would  be  very 
mischievous    if    by  any  accident   this 
Bill  is  now  permitted  to  fall  through. 
It  is  late  in  the  Session,  and  it  would  be 
unfortunate   if    any    miscarriage    took 
place  now.    I  come  now  to  the  second 
portion  of  my  noble  Friend's  remarks — 
the  question  whether  or  not  this  new 
constitution  is  carried  out  in  the  best 
possible  way  ?    There  are  one  or  two 
points    which     in    frankness    I    must 
venture  to    criticize.      On    the  whole, 
I  admit  that  the  machinery  adopted  is 
the  right  one.     It  follows  in  the  main 
the  course  of  the  other  Australian  con- 
stitutions, and   where   it    deviates  the 
deviation  in  many  cases  is  justified  by 
the   circumstances.     The  first  point  of 
difference  is  that  power  is  taken  under 
this  Bill  for  the  ultimate  separation  of 
the  whole  of  the  northern  district  north 
of  latitude  26deg.     In  previous  cases 
no  such  provision  for  separation  existed. 
In  New  South  Wales,  I  think,  there 
was   no  such  provision  in  the  original 
Act,  and  it  was  consequently  necessary 
to  introduce  it  subsequently,  and  carry 
it  out  by  other  Acts.     I  think  it  has 
been  wise,  therefore,  to  make  a  provision 
for  this  purpose.     Then  I  come  to  the 
second  point.     The  Bill  also  gives  a 
power  of  funding  all  capital  moneyp 
which  may  be  raised  from  the  sale  of 
land  in  the  northern  district,   holding 
that  capital  in  fund  for  the  purpose  of 
applying  it  afterwards   to  the  colony 
whenever  the  colony    might    be  con- 
stituted.    I  agree  that  my  noble  Friend 
found  himself  in  a  difficulty  in  dealing 
with  thi'i  question.     I  hope  the  course 
that  has  been  adopted  will  prove  sucr 
cessful,  but  it  is  impossible  not  to  look 
at    this    consideration,     that    by    thia 
arrangement  the  colonists  south  of  lati- 
tude 26  deg.  have  the  administration. pf 
the  territory  whilst  they  have  no  power 
over    capital     moneys     which,     unde^r 
ordinary  circumstances,  would  be  raised 
for  capital   expenditure.     Your    Lordr 
ships  are  aware  that  a  very  large  prO'- 
portion  of  the  public  works  in  these 
colonies  have  been    made   either  with 
the  moneys  so  raised  or  in  some  other 
form.    I  do  not  know  whether  anything 
can  be  done  with    ic   at    its    present 
stage,    but    at   all   events  it   seems  to 
me    that    it    is    somewhat    doubtful.. 
Then    there  comes  the    further    ques- 
tion   as    to    the    constitution    of    the 
Western  Australian  Parliament,  and  I 
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colony,  the  existence  of  it  as  a  country 
growing  in  civilization  and  wealth,  is 
the  work  of  the  colonists  themselves ;  it 
is  the  work  of  that  small  handful  of 
people,  who  had  to  contend  with  diffi- 
culties in  some  respects  greater  than  in 
the  other  Australian  Colonies,  and  I 
think  you  may  fairly  trust  them  with 
the  responsibility  of  developing  the  re- 
sources of  what  I  believe  will  hereafter 
become  an  important  part  of  the 
British  Empire. 

♦The   Eabl    of   DERBY:    This  can 
hardly  be  called  a  Debate,  for  everyone 
is  of  one  mind.    I  should  not  have  added 
one  word  to  my  noble  Friend's  observa- 
tions but  for  this — that  when  a  consi- 
derable change  is  being  made,    which 
affects  an  important  colonial  community, 
it  is  well  that  those  on  the  spot  should 
understand  that  the  change  is  made,  as 
it  is  in  the  present  case,  with  the  unani- 
mous assent  and  approval  of  all  those  who 
have  had  to  do  with  colonial  affairs. 
There  is  no  one  who  has  been  in  any 
way    connected    with    the    Australian 
colonies  who  can    doubt  that  respon- 
sible Government  is  the  natural  destiny 
in  the  future  of  this  colony.     The  ques- 
tion was  entirely  one  of  time.     If  there 
had  been  any  strong  and  general  feeling 
six  years  ago,  when  I  was  at  the  Colonial 
Office,  in  favour  of  Eesponsible  Govern- 
ment  for   West  Australia,  I  certainly 
should  not  have  stood  in  the  way ;  but 
I  felt  that  it  was  not  the  business  of  the 
Oolomal  Office  to  force  on  the  colonists 
a  change  which  at  that  time  they  did 
not  seem  to  particularly  care  about.    It 
is  quite  evident  they  do  care  about  it 
now ;   and   it  is  clear  that  when  once 
the  expectation  has  been  held  out  to 
them,  and  when  they  have  been  en- 


that  can  be  done,  and  that  is  the  way 
in  which  the  operation  of  oolonizing  hjBui 
hitherto  been  carried  on.    It  has  beeu 
eminently  successful  so  far,   and  I  do 
not  exactly  see  what  is  the  alternative. 
I  quite    agree    with    what    mj  noble  * 
Friend    has    said    that    there    is   no 
danger  that    the    existing    populaiioiL 
of  Western  Australia  will  be  hostile 
to  immigration.    When  a  colony  reaohes 
a  certain  stage  of  development^  when 
the   working  classes  find  they  cannot 
get  enough  employment,   except  at  a 
lower  rate    of  wages,   and  when  the 
country  is  fairly  opened  out,  there  will  no 
doubt  g^ow  up  a  feeling  in  the  colony 
against  unlimited  immigration.    But  at 
present,  and  for  some  time  to  come^ 
every  immigrant  who  enters  Western  • 
Australia  will  be  regarded  as  an  addition 
to  the  wealth,  the  resources,  and  the  de* 
velopment  of  the  country ;  and  I  do  not 
think  that  for  a  long  time  to  come  there 
will  be  any  jealousy  on  the  score  of 
excessive  competition.       With  regard 
to  the  reservation  of  territory  to  the 
north  of  the  26th   degree,   I  have  no 
doubt  that  that  is  right  from  two  points 
of  view.    In  the  first  place,  it  meets  a 
feeling  which  undoubtedly  exists  here*^ 
a  feeling  of  natural  reluctance  to  give 
up  all  control  over  those  districts ;  andt 
secondly — and  this  is  of  far  more  prac- 
tical importance— it    places  matters  in 
a  better  position  for  what  cannot  be 
far    distant — namely,     the    separation 
of  that  northern  territory.     I  think  that 
when    that  separation  takes    place,  it 
must   include  more    of    the  northern 
coast.     I  have  a  very  strong  opinion 
that   the    northern    districts    of    that 
colony,      which    is     rather     absurdly 
called    South    Australia,     ought     not* 


question  is  practically  settled,  because 
to  refuse  it  at  this  stage  would  be 
madness.  Even  if  there  are  persons  (I 
certainly  am  not  one  of  them)  who 
think  that  this  change  is  premature, 
you  must  recollect  that  that  is  an 
objection  which,  in  the  nature  of  things, 
is  only  a  temporary  one.  I  cannot 
attach  any  weight  to  the  question 
sometimes  raised  in  the  Press  and 
elsewhere — **Why  are  you  to  put  such 
an  enormous  unoccupied  territory  into 
the  hands  of  a  very  small  number  of 
settlers,  not  enough  to  make  the  popu- 
lation of  a  considerable  town  ?  "  The 
answer  to  that  is  that  it  is  the  only  thing 
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couraged    to    look  forward  to  it,   the    to  be,  and  cannot  be,  permanently  ad- 


ministered from  a  seat  of  Government  in 
the  south,  and  that  it  will  be  a  question 
for  the  Colonial  Office  to  decide  before 
long  whether  the  whole  of  the  northern 
coast  of  Australia  ought  not  to  be  divided 
into  separate  and  self-governing  com* 
munities.  That  is  one  point  of  impor- 
tance for  the  future,  and  another  is  that 
which  the  Secretary  of  State  has  just  de- 
scribed as  the  ultimate  federation  of  the 
Australian  colonies.  I  cannot  conceive 
anything  more  important ;  I  cannot  con- 
ceive anything  more  in  their  interests ; 
and  if  certain  local  jealousies  which  now 
exist  were  removed,  and  if  the  measure 
were  desired  by  the  colonists,  I  cannot 
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DoneeirethKtthwewouldbeaayobjeotioa 
to  anch  a  atop  on  the  part  of  the  Gtorern- 
ment  or  tha  people  of  this  oonntrj.  I 
am  afraid  there  will  be  some  aiiap- 
pointm  nt  in  the  minda  of  those  who 
look  forward  to  the  aorthem  part  of  the 
oolon;  as  suitable  for  calomzation  by 
labwuers  from  thia  oountr;.  From  all 
I  have  beard  I  do  not  beliere  that  the 
«limate  acd  situation  are  faToarabla  to 
•noh  emigration,  but  no  obstacle  shonld 
be  thrown  in  the  wa;  of  its  being  at- 
tempted if  tbat  is  the  wish  of  an7  ono 
tiere.  There  is  one  point  in  this  Bill 
which  ia  not  to  m;  mind  eatisfaotory, 
and  that  is  no  fault  of  the  Seoretsry  of 
State  ot  any  one  else.  I  refer  to  the 
pnmsioss  made  for  the  protection  of  tlie 
naliTea.  Perhaps  the;  are  aa  good  as 
they  can  be ;  but  those  people  tako  a 
•anguine  view  who  think  we  oan  g-ive 
real  protection  to  the  aborigines  of 
Australia  by  any  legislation  in  tbia 
oouatry.  In  concliuion,  I  will  only  aay 
tiuit  I  believe  that  no  piece  ot  eoloDial 
legislation  had  ever  eome  before  Parlia- 
ment which  has  the  more  entire  ami 
vnaaimous  support  from  all  parties  and 
sections  of  English  public  life. 

Ifoiion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  ac~ 
cordinglj,  and  oouunitted  to  a  Gum- 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Munday 
next. 

COUKTT  COURT  APPEALS  {IBELAKD; 
BILL.    (No.  101) 

a  BOOK  D   BEAOINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Seoocd 
Beading,  read. 

LobdHERSOHELL:  MyLorda.this 
is  a  Bill  of  two  clauses,  and  its  object  is 
to  give  in  cases  of  probate  in  Ireland  a 
«mpler  and  more  effeotive  appeal  thnn 
nowexiati;  in  fact,  it  asaimilatea  tlie 
Mpeal  is  such  cases  ia  some  respects  to 
the  appeal  which  now  exiets  in  Common 
Law  mattera.  I  need  not  trouble  your 
Iiordabipe  with  the  details  of  the  Bill. 
The  general  effect  of  it  ia  to  enable  llm 
ftppml  to  be  made  and  be  heard  t<>  a 
greater  extent  locally  than  it  ia  at  pre- 
•ent,  by  allowing  an  appeal  to  tlie 
Judge  of  Assiie.  I  understand  that  thn 
measure  has  the  approval  of  th'e  Irihh 
<]h>vdmment.  They  only  desire  soni') 
amendments  to  be  made,  which  will  be 
mora  fbrmal  that  anything  elae,  for  the 
|twrpow  of  improving  the   maehiaery 


with  regard  to  the  making  of  rulea, 
which  I,  personally,  should  not  have  th«. 
least  objection  to. 

Bill  read  2'  ^according  to  order),  and 
oommitted  to  tne  Standing  Committee 
for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  &a. 

PUBLTO  TRTTSTEB  BILL.    (No.  1«7.) 
Head    2*  (according  to  order),   and 
oommitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Uonday  next. 

HEBBINQ  FIBHBBY  SCOTLAND  BILL. 
{No.  149.) 
House  in  Committee  (on  Be-oommit- 
ment)  (according  to  order) ;  Bill  re- 
ported without  further  Amendment,  and 
to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday  next. 

REOISTItATlOS  OF  COUXTY ELECTORS 

(EXTENSION  QV  TIME)  BILL.   (No.  107.) 

BECOXD   READINO. 

Order  of  the  Bay  for  .  the  Third 
Boadiog,  road. 

Move>l.  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
3'."— (r^<  VttciuHt  i'ortman.) 
Uotioa  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  3*  (according  to  order). 

Moved,  "That  the.  Bill  do  paas."— 
{Th»  Fiteaunt  2'orlnxn.) 

LoBD  DENUAN,  although  he  did  not 
desire  to  imperil  the  parsing  of  the  Bill 
into  law,  wished  to  know  whether  it 
was  possible  to  insert  in  it  a  pioviaion 
allowing  three  days'  additional  time  for* 
tbe  placing  of  the  lists  of  voterj  on 
church  doors  ? 

ViscouHT  POBTMAN  was  understood 
to  say  that  this  was  only  a  temporary 
measure,  extending  over  two  years,  and 
that  it  was  undesirable  to  introduce  into 
it  tbe  propositioti  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Uotion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  passed. 

WEIOHTS  AND  ME.VSURES  BILL. 

(No.  141.) 
Bead  3'  (according  to  order),  with  the 
Ameodmenta,  and  passed,  and  sent  to 
the  Commons. 

COlllHTTEE  OF  SELECTION  FOE 
STANDING  COUilirrEES. 

Bsport  from,  Tbat  the  Committee 
have  added  tbe  Lord  Privy  Seal  (Earl 
Cadogan)  to  the  Standing  Committee 
for  Bills  relating  to  Liw,  Ac,  fbr  the 
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oonsideratioii  of  the  County  Ooort 
Appeals  (Ireland)  Bill,  the  Lord  Zouohe 
of  Haryng worth  to  the  Standing  Oom- 
xnitteefor  General  Bills  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Advertisement  Bating  Bill, 
and  the  Lord  President  (Viscount 
Granbrook)  and  the  Lord  Monk  Bretton 
to  the  Standing  Committee  for  Qeneral 
Bills  for  the  consideration  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  Bill;  read,  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

HouBe   adjourned  at   half-past   Seven 
o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OP  COMMONS, 
Thursday,  lUh  July,  1889. 


QUESTIONS. 


VIVISECTION. 


Mr.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottingham- 
shire,  Bushcliffe) :  I  beg^  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  Stato  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether,  since  the  passing  of  the 
Oruelty  to  Animals  Act,  1876,  there 
have  been  any  such  Beports  from 
licensees  under  the  Act  of  the  results  of 
experiments  as  are  contemplated  by 
Section  9  of  the  Act ;  and,  if  so,  what 
was  the  number,  date,  and  nature  of 
such  Beports,  and  what  were  the  names 
of  the  persons  making  them  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.) :  Every 
licensee  must,  by  the  conditions 
attached  to  his  license,  keep  a  written 
record  of  every  experiment,  which  is 
open  for  examination  at  any  time  by 
the  Inspector.  Besides  this,  licensees 
make  a  Keport  in  January  of  each  year 
to  the  Inspector  on  a  prescribed  form, 
setting  out  the  number  of  experiments, 
the  general  purpose  of  experiments, 
and  the  experiments  attended  by  pain. 
The  names  and  number  of  licensees 
appear  in  Table  3  of  the  Inspector's 
Report  for  18s8.  The  number  of  these 
Beports  corresponds  with  the  number 
of  the  licensees.  Where  experiments 
are  made  under  certificate,  a  Special 
Report  is  made  at  the  time,  also  on  a 
prescribed  Form,  giving  a  description  of 


the  operation,  the  agents  adminiatsrad, 
and  the  mode  of  aaminiatration.  Thtt 
number  of  experiments  perlbnned  nndor 
Oertificates  and  the  names  of  thelioenaees 
performing  are  also  set  out  in  the  same 
Table  3  of  the  Report  of  1888. 

SEAMEN  AKD  THE  BOABD  OF  TRABB. 

Mb.  BRADLAUOH  (Northampton)  r 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  jBoazd 
of  Trade  whether  he  is  aware  that  mi- 
pUyif  of  the  Board  of  Trade  hare 
Tisited  seamen's  boarding-housee  in  the 
Tyneside  district,  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
ducing seamen  to  ship  on  partiioolar 
yessels ;  and,  whether  tnis  praotioe  has 
the  sanction  of  the  Board  of  Trade  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOABD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Miohasl  Hioks  Bkaoh^ 
Bristol,  W.) :  I  understand  that  outdoor 
officers  attached  to  certain  meroantOe 
marine  offices  on  the  Tyne,  whioh  mnt 
under  the  snperintondence  of  local 
Marine  Boards,  have,  in  carrjinfc  into 
effect  their  duties  under  the  proviaioiui 
of  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act,  Seotion 
127,  occasionally  visited  seamen's 
boarding-houses  with  a  view  to  gettiiigf 
seamen  for  ships  about  to  go  to  aea. 
The  practice  has  existed  at  North  Shields 
for  38  years,  but  owing  to  tilie  general 
superabundance  of  seamen  waiting 
employment  on  the  Tyne  it  is  raxdj 
exercised. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question  by 
Mr.  Bradlaugh, 

Sib  M.  hicks  BEAOH  said :  Of 
course  I  would  prevent,  supposing  that  I 
have  power  to  do  so,  anything  amounting 
to  an  improper  interference  with  seamen. 
If  the  hon.  Member  or  any  of  those  who 
are  interested  in  the  matter,  desire  thai 
any  action  should  be  taken  by  the  Board 
of  Trade,  I  must  ask  them  to  bring  the 
matter  under  my  consideration. 

THE   DIRECTOR   OF    ORDNANCE 
FACTORIES. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
what  are  the  terms  as  to  pension  or 
otherwise  upon  which  the  late  Director 
of  Ordnance  Factories  vacated  that  post ; 
and  whether  the  appointment  of  hie 
successor  has  yet  been  made  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  tor 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire^ 
Homcastle) :  The  late  Director  General 
of  Ordnance  Factories  resigned  his  ap« 
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pointment,  and  reoeiveB  no  pension  in 
Tirtue  of  the  office  resigned.  He  re- 
tired at  the  same  time  ^m  the  Boyal 
Artillery,  on  the  retired  pay  to  whioh 
his  servioe  in  that  corps  entitled  him. 
No  Bucoessor  has  yet  been  appointed. 

IRELAND— EXTRA  POLICE  IN 
WE8TMEATH. 

Mb.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lientenant  of  Ireland  whether 
his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  fact 
that,  at  the  recent  Assizes  for  the 
Oounty  of  Westmeath,  a  presentment  of 
£511  3s.  lOd.  was  granted  at  the  re- 
quest of  the  Qovemment  for  extra  police 
in  the  oounty,  notwithstanding  that  at 
the  Presentment  Sessions  for  the  county 
at  large,  held  preriously,  the  charge 
was  objected  to  by  the  assembled 
Magistrates  and  cesspayers,  who  caused 
a  representation  to  that  effect  to  be 
made  to  the  GK>yemment;  if  he  can 
state  the  grounds  on  which  the  (Jorem- 
ment  forced  the  presentment,  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  decision  of  the  'Magistrates 
and  oejMpayers ;  and  what  serious  crime 
there  is  m  the  oounty  ? 

Thb  ohief  SEOBETABY  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bjo^foub,  Man- 
chester, E.) :  No  grounds  haying  been 
stated  by  tiie  Magistrates  at  Present- 
ment Sessions  for  objecting  to  the  claim, 
the  usual  certificate  was  laid  before  the 
Ghrand  Jury,  who  offered  no  objection  to 
the  presentment.  The  extra  force  of  the 
Oounty  of  Westmeath  now  numbers  31, 
of  whom  23  were  appointed  on  the  re- 
quisition of  the  local  Magistrates,  and 
eight  only  under  the  Lord  Lieutenant's 
proclamation.  It  is  now  at  the  lowest 
point  it  has  been  for  many  years.  A 
reduction  of  fiye  was  made  in  the  num- 
ber in  February  last.  It  is  not  practic- 
able at  the  present  time  to  mue  any 
further  reductions. 


THE  LACE  INDUSTRY  IN  IRELAND. 
Mb.  JUSTIN  M'OABTHY  (London- 
derry) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  what  was  the  cost  of  Mr. 
Alan  Oole's  lectures  on  lace-making  and 
trayellinfl^  to  Ireland  in  the  autumn  of 
1888;  what  was  the  sum  fixed  by  the 
Treasury  for  1889  which  has  been  prac- 
tically expended  for  the  lectures  giyen 
this  spring ;  whether  the  application  from 
laoe  oentres  for  two  sets  of  lectures  this 
year  haye  been  supported  bj   recom- 


mendations to  the  Treasury  from  the 
Irish  Goyemment  that  a  suitable  proyi- 
sion  should  be  made  for  the  continuance 
of  Mr.  Cole's  seryices ;  and  whether, 
considering  the  information  contained  in 
the  Thirty- sixth  lieport  (lately  presented 
to  Parliament)  of  the  Department  of 
Science  and  Art,  sanction  can  be  com- 
municated to  the  Science  and  Art 
Department  whereby  the  discourage' 
ment  created  by  the  difficulties  raised  by 
the  Treasury  in  dealing  with  this  form 
of  technical  education  may  be  put  an  end 
to.  and  the  efforts  to  deyelop  the  home 
industry  of  .lace-makiDg  in  Ireland  be 
met  in  a  more  liberal  spirit  than  at 
present  by  the  Treasury  ? 

Thb  SECBETABY  to  the  TBEA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  The 
expenses  of  Mr.  Alan  Cole's  yisit  to  Lre- 
land  and  of  his  lectures  there  in  the 
autumn  of  1888  amounted  to  £96  3s.  8d.  ; 

(2)  the  amount  sanctioned  by  the  Trea- 
sury for  lectures  this  year  was  £100 ; 

(3)  the  Irish  Goyemment  recommended 
that  there  should  be  two  sets  of  lecturea 
this  year;  (4)  the  hon«  Member  will 
scarcely  expect  me  to  a^ree  that  the 
Treasury  had  behayed  iU-liberally  or 
raised  unnecessary  difficulties  about 
these  lectures.  They  were  in  the  nature 
of  an  experiment,  and  the  question  of 
their  oontinuance  will  have  to  be  con- 
sidered with  reference  to  other  expendi- 
ture for  similar  objects. 

THE  EGYPTIAN  DEBT. 

SiK  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre-^ 
tary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
the  late  refusal  of  the  French  Goyem- 
ment to  agree  to  a  Scheme  for  the  Oon- 
yersion  of  the  Egyptian  Debt  is  a  refusal 
to  accept  a  Oonyersion  of  the  Friyileged 
Debt,  pure  and  simple,  or  a  refusal  to 
accept  a  compound  scheme  embracing  at 
the  same  time  the  raising  of  fresh 
loans  ? 

♦Thb     UNDEB    SEOBETABY     of 
STATE    FOR    FOBEIGN    AFFAIBS 
(Sir  J.  Febgusson,  Manchester,  N.E.) : 
The  proposals    to    which    the  French 
Gt>yernment  haye  refused  to  agree  were 
contained  in  a  Circular  addressed  by  the 
Egyptian  Goyemment  to  the  Powers, 
parties  to  the  Law  of  Liquidation.    The 
assent  of  the  Powers  was  asked  to  the 
draft  of  a  Decree  authorizing  the  creation 
of  a  Piiyileged  Debt  of  4  per  cent  to  be 
applied  to  the  Conyersion  of  the  5  per 
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cent  Privileged  Debt,  the  repayment  at 
par  of  the  4f  per  oent  loan  of  last  year, 
ftnd  the  advaace  of  a  sum  of  £1,200,000 
to  the  Egyptian  Oorernment. 

•8ikQ.  CAMPBELL:  Have  the  French 
OoTemment  never  been  invited  to  con- 
vart  the  Fririleged  Debt  ? 

*SiR  J.  FERGUSSON :  The  Froaoh 
GoTernment  were  asked  to  assent  to 
the  oonrereioa  of  the  Privileged  Debt. 


INDIAN  EXCISE. 

SirGEOKGE  CAMPBELL:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  whether  oomplete  effect  has  yet 
been  given  to  that  part  of  the  Secretary 
of  State's  Dispatch  of  19th  April,  1888, 
-on  Indian  Excise,  in  which  he  expresses 

"The  coDcluuon  that  some  yenn  ago  the 
namlier  of  lioensed  ouUtitIa  and  liquor  ihops 
was  unduly  increseed  insomopacUoIBBngal," 

and  the  view  that,  in  all  places  and 
tracts  where  the  population  is  large  and 
Adequate  means  exist  forcontroUingthe 
distillery  arrangements,  a  preference 
chauld  be  given  to  the  modern  fixed 
dnty  system, 

"  A.Dd  every  galloa  of  epirit  paeaod  into  con- 
flomption  must  pay  tho  full  duty ;  tvheraas 
under  Iho  contract  syBtem,  and  still  mete  under 
the  oulstiU  syatem,  it  ia  the  interest  aad  in  the 
power  of  the  diatillsr  to  miLke  aa  much  spirit 
and  to  push  the  aula  thereof  by  cheapening 
liquor  aa  fur  aa  ha  poasibly  can  ;" 

whether,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  system 
inculcated  by  the  Secretary  of  State, 
which,  after  being  in  force  for  many 
^ears  in  all  the  populous  districts  under 
the  Oovemment  of  Bengal,  and  con- 
firmed after  a  searching  inquiry  in 
1871,  was  subsequently  reversed,  has 
«ven  yet  been  quite  fully  re-established 
in  those  provinces;  whether  the  Qovern- 
tnent  of  India  have  made  allowance  to 
the  Government  of  Bengal  in  the  finan- 
cial arrangements  affecting  the  latter 
province  for  the  loss  of  revenue  that 
may  result  from  the  abolition  of  the 
system  now  condemned,  or  whether  a 
financial  diificulty  still  exists ;  and,  why 
this  part  of  the  excise  question,  which 
originally  gave  rise  to  the  discussion,  is 
carefully  avoided  in  the  Indian  Finance 
Minister's  Statement  for  1880-90,  and 
is  not  reverted  to  in  the  Secretary  of 
State's  Despatch  of  16th  May,  1889  ? 
*ruK  UNDER  SECRETARY  oe 
STATE  POR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gobst, 
Chatham):     (1)    Complete     effect    has 
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refoima  in  the  Bengal  Sxoiae  Sjatdin, 
but  the  outstill  system  ia  being  gnt- 
dnally  abolished  in  ona  populooa  uatriot 
after  after  another ;  (2)  The  syatam  ia  not 
yet  fully  re-established ;  (3)  Allowaam 
for  a  loss  of  revenue  from  the  ohange  (rf 
system  has  been  made  to  the  Provinsa 
of  Bengal.  But  the  Secretary  of  State 
cannot  without  reference  to  India  atato 
its  amount. 

Sia  J.  CAMPBELL  I  Is  the  Sraretur 
of  State  of  opinion  that  no  finanMait 
difficulty  now  exiata? 
*SiR  J.  Q0R3T :   There  ia  nous  Uiat 
we  are  aware  of. 


IRELAND-0UTRJ1.GE  BY  OllANaBMmT, 
Da.  FITZGERALD  (Longford,  S.)  t 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Seoretary  to  tit* 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  whatber  ha 
is  aware  that,  on  the  night  of  the  Itt 
instant.  Orange  bands  paraded  thORMtdl 
in  and  around  Strandtown,  the  KnodCf. 
and  Bloomfield,  immediately  outBidetlia- 
borough  boundary  of  Belfast,  and  that. 
^he  persons  accompanying  them  bnxrt 
into  the  gardens  of  the  residents  along- 
the  county  roads,  and,  not withatand  ing 
the  remonstrances  of  the  owners,  ton 
ap  the  fiowers,  and  carried  them  away  ; 
and,  whet'ier,  under  the  circitmstanoe^ 
steps  will  be  taken  to  have  a  auffioient 
Force  of  police  detailed  for  duty  npon-. 
these  roads  during  the  remainder  of  tlw 
present  month,  in  order  to  prevent 
further  injury  to  the  property  of  tha 
inhabitants  of  the  district. 

A.  J.  BALt'OITB  said,  thepolioft 
did  all  in  their  power  to  prevent  tha 
mischief  complained  of  in  thi  question; 
but  so  great  was  the  number  of  people. 
lollowing  the  procession  that,  in  a  taw 
_nstances,  they  were  unable  to  prevant 
the  gardens  being  entered  by  the  crowd. 
Every  effort  would  be  made  to  proTont 
a  recurrence  of  such  injury. 

THE  T.AND  COMMISSION. 
Me.  CAREW  (Kildare,  N.):  I  bes 
to  ask  the  Chief  {Secretary  to  the  Loid 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  with  referenoa  to 
the  decisions  given  by  the  Chief  Land 
Commissioners,  Mr.  Litton,  Q.C.,  and 
Mr.  Wrench,  at  Dowapatrick,  whether 
he  is  now  aware  that  no  alteration  WM 
made  by  them  in  the  rents  fixed  by  th« 
Sub- Cam  mission  except  to  increase  th« 
rents  so  fixed ;  whether  his  attention 
been  called    to    the    meetings    o£ 


not  yet  been   ^ven   to   the   proposed   farmara  held  at  D^jwnpatrick,  Liabum, 
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Saintteld,  and  Newtownsida,  dodarin^ 
their  want  of  confidasce  in  tba  Chief 
Jjmai  ConmusuooeTfl,  and  calling  npon 
the  GoTemment  to  add  to  the  Oom- 
miuion  some  parson  who  had 
the  oonGdeaoa  of  the  farmeM;  and, 
whether,  he  will  take  stepi  to  so  alter 
the  Oommiuion  aa  to  give  the  farmen 
Bome  oonfidenoe  in  that  tribnnal  as  a 
Oonrt  of  Appeal  from  the  Sub-Com- 
miaaions  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  on  the 
Downpatrick  list  there  were  126  oobob 
cominallj  listed  for  hearing  before  the 
Chief  Com  mission  era,  bat  of  these  13 
were  oross  appeals,  leaving  113  cases  to 
be  really  tried,  of  which  93  were  land- 
lords' appeals.  Eight  were  tenants' 
appeals,  and,  as  already  stated,  13  were 
oases  where  both  the  landlord  and 
tenant  had  appealed.  Of  the  92  land- 
lords' appeals,  in  5'3  oases  the  landlords 
failed ;  and  the  decision  below  waa  con- 
firmed with  costs  against  the  landlord. 
Is  13  caaes  the  Undlorda'  appeals  were 
withdrawn.  In  II  oases  the  rente  fixed 
bj  tha  Sub-CommiHion  were  raised,  each 
party  abiding  his  own  costs.  Beren 
oases  stand  forinspection  and  judgment, 
and  eight  ware  adjonmed  for  various 
caoses.  Of  the  eight  tenants'  appeals 
five  were  withdrawn,  one  had  been  dia- 
miaeed  below  on  a  question  of  law,  and 
the  dismissal  was  confirmed.  In  two 
<»aeB  on  qnestiDnsofvaluethe  rents  fixed 
by  tbe  Bnb- Commissioners  were  con- 
firmed with  costs  sgainat  the  tenants. 
Of  the  13  croBB-appeals,  in  six  cases  the 
rents  fixed  by  the  Sub- Commission  era 
were  raised,  each  party  abiding  his  own 
costs,  and  in  five  cases  the  rents  were 
confirmed.  One  case  stands  (or  inspec- 
tion and  judgment.  One  case  has  been 
adjourned  for  cause. 

THE  lUMLUTDARS. 
Da.  CAMEBON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  he  can  yet 
inform  the  House  if  it  ia  true,  as  stated 
in  tbe  Calcutta  correspond enee  of  tha 
Timtt  of  the  24th  ultimo,  and  repeated 
in  the  Calcutta  telegram  in  the 
Tiwut  of  the  Ist  insUnt,  that  the  High 
Court  of  Judicature  of  Bombay  has  pro- 
nounced a  judgment  affirming  that  the 
oorrupt  Mamlutdars  and  Uagiatratea 
•re,  by  the  operatioB  of  49  Geo-  3,  o. 
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Dinfalsd  p«i«ou  ia  law  to  all  iotsnts 
snd  purpoMi  to  have,  oconpy,  or  eqjoj  the 
office  or  offices  — " 

For  which  they  have  paid  bribes ;  dan, 
whether  it  ia  true,  as  stated  in  the 
Tintt'  Galoutta  tel^^am  of  tha  7th 
instant,  that  the  Bowtbag  QautU,  of 
27th  June,  contains  a  notification, 
authorizing  the  clerks  of  eight  Magis- 
trates to  ezercise  each  tha  power  of  the 
Magistrate,  under  the  Mamlutdars  Court 
Act  of  II176 ;  if  so,  are  the  Magistrates 
referred  to  among  those  who  swore  that 
they  had  corruptly  purchased  their 
positions;  what  atepa  have  been  taken 
to  secure  the  requisite  legal  knowledge 
on  the  part  of  the  clerks  thus  called  on 
to  perform  the  duties  of  the  Magis- 
trates ;  and,  what  extra  pay  do  they 
receive  in  consideration  of  the  new  duties 
imposed  npon  them  ? 

Mr.  WALTERM'LABEN  (Cheshire, 
Crewe) :  Upon  the  same  subject,  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Seoretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  the  statement  is  correct, 
aa  given  in  the  Timn'  Indian  telegram 
oa  the  Sth  instant,  copied  from  tha 
Bombay  Oat*tl§  of  June  27th,  that— 

"Aatboritf  Is  giTen  to  the  olarki  of  eight 
Uagistnta  to  sxatcLse  «ach  the  power  of 
the  Msglitntes,  under  '  The  Uuulntdors' 
Court  Act  o(  1876;'  " 

Whether  these  eight  Magistrates  are 
pwmanently  or  temporarily  suspended 
from  their  duties ;  whether  the  suspen- 
sion is  because  of  corrupt  acts  in  con- 
nection with  Mr.  Crawford ;  whether  it 
is  legal  to  allow  Magistrates'  clerks  to 
act  as  Magistrates,  and  how  long  they 
are  likely  to  continue  in  this  position ; 
and,  whether  Assistant  Commissioner 
Sathe,  who  is  mentioned  in  page  321 
of  the  Correspondence  on  the  Crawford 
Case,  No.  S701,  has  been  suspended,  or 
in  any  way  pnnished  ? 

*Sia  J.  G0B8T :  There  has  not  yet 
been  time  for  the  Bovibay  Oa»»tU  of 
June  27  to  arrive  in  this  country.  But 
the  Bombay  Government  directed  some 
time  ago  that  in  the  Talukas  in  which 
the  Mamlutdars  ware  deprived  of  all 
judicial  functions,  the  head  Kackuns 
should  be  invested  with  the  powers  of  a 
Mamlutdar  in  order  to  ezercise  that 
juriadiotion  of  which  the  Mamlutdar 
was  deprived.  A  head  Karkun  ia  not 
a  clerk  to  a  Magistrate  or  Mamlutdar, 
but  holds  a  diatinot  and  independent 
otfioe;  and  it  ia  a  constant  practice  to 
iaveet  them  with  magisterial  power*- 
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Their  qualifivatioii  fur  exercinng  such ! 
powers  hoe  nu  doubt  been  ascertained 
in  the  usual  way  ;  and  the  Secretary  of ' 
State  has  no  reason  to  think  that  they  : 
receire  extra  pay.  The  practice  of  in-  j 
TfwtinK  head  bLarkune  with  magisterial . 
Miwere  is  purfiHitiy  legal.  Sathe  la  no  - 
looker  Assistant  Commissioner.  He  \ 
wan  traiii* furred  last  autumn  to  the  post  I 
of  1  >4«ttuty  Oollm^tor  at  -Katnagiri. 

I>a.  OAWKKON:  When  wiU  the  j 
Jiidicrneat  and  the  other  Papers  be  laid  i 
upm  the  Table  ?  I 

*.Sift  J.  OORi^'U  :  As  soon  as  the  Secre-  ! 
tary  of  State  has  seen  the  Judgment.  I 
I  shall  be  happy  to  answer  any  question  i 
about  it :  but  before  I  can  answer  any  I 
({iieetion.  I  must  see  it. 

TUE  rULlCE  AND  TliESSJ  l>* 
WUEXK(>IU\ 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  jFer- 
managh,  N/) :  £  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Lreland.  whether  it  is  true  that  iSer- 
geant  Bimie,  of  Courtown  Harbour, 
and  another  policeman,  followed  Mr. 
Syan,  a  reporter  of  the  Wr$xfard 
People,  all  day,  on  the  loth  of  June, 
eren  going  after  him  to  the  meeting  of 
the  Poor  Law  Gruardians,  which  Mr. 
Byan  went  to  report ;  whether  it  is  true 
that  Sergeant  Bimie  stated  that  he  had 
orders  to  follow  Mr.  Hyan,  and,  if  so. 
who  gave  such  orders ;  and,  whether, 
if  there  be  any  charge  against  Mr. 
Byan,  Mr.  Myles  Smith,  and  ocher 
people  in  the  vicinity  of  Gorey,  the 
Oovemment  will  proceed  in  the  or- 
dinary manner,  and  re^in  from  having 
these  gentlemen  followed  by  the  police 
while  going  about  their  ordinary  occu- 
pations ? 

Mr.  A.J.BALFOUR  :  The  Constabu- 
lary Authorities  report  that  James  Ryan 
and  Myles  Smyth  are  members  of  a 
vigilance  committee,  which  has  been 
formed  in  the  district  for  the  purpose  of 
boycotting  and  intimidating  tenants  who 
have  taken  evicted  farms.  Tneir  m-*ve- 
ments  are,  therefore,  being  watched  by 
the  police.  Th^jy  are  in  no  way  inter- 
ferfid  with  in  thoir  ordinary  bu.sinees. 

TIIK  Fr)r.KK«TONK  VVaTER  COMPAXY. 

Mb.  irOWORTir  'Salford,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  tlie  Hofrof ary  of  State  for  the 
Home  l>npflrtmArit  whether  he  is  aware 
that  in  a  rooent  casa  before  the  Borough 
Magistrates  at  Folkestone,  involving  an 
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important  diipnte  bflfewm  the 
sumna  and  the  looel  Winter  CSGBipeBy« 
the  Magiatimtoe'  dei^  who  ia  also 
solicitor  CO  the  Wafcnr  Cooapanj  ia 
question,  inaiatad  upon  adviain^  tte 
Magxatratea,  after  a  pinNwt  fitoa  tte 
proaecacing  aolifstn;  wad  after  aa  inti- 
mation from  the  Beach  that  they  wen 
willing  to  ait  without  a  dLnek ;  iriietikar 
die  clerk  did,  aa  a  matter  of  fSuty  adfiaa 
the  Magistrates  to  find  in.  faToor  of 
che  Company;  and,  whether  he  wiU 
inquire  into  the  oondoct  of  the  deik  ia 
this  case? 


He 
sd 
el 


Ma.   MATTHEWS:  I  am  i 
bv  che  Juadcee'  oink  that  he  xa  not 
s<jlicitor  to    the  oompany  in   qi 
except  in  Pari  iamwi tary 
and  that  he  nev^  adviaed  the 
in  local  matters.    In.  thia  eaae  he 
not  consulted  hy  thecompany,  who 
repretrenced  hy  a  London  aolieifeor. 
SAited  as  clerk  in  thia  caae^  and 
on  points  of  law  with  the 
the  Justices.     The  prooeedinga  in  a 
of  this  nature  must  he  regulated 
cording  to  the  diacretion  of  the 
and  this  ia  not  a  matter  in  which  I 
interfere. 


GEIEAT    yORTHERX    OF    IRELASD 
KAILWAT  COMPANY. 

Ma  CHANXING;NorthamptnMhEra^ 
K.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  tihe 
Uoard  of  Trade  whether  1 1  yeara  ago^ 
ia  reporting  upon  a  serious  collxaioa  oa 
the  Great  Northern  of  Ireland  Bailway, 
between  two  portions  of  a  train  whidi 
had  become  separated,  Greneral  HntdiiB- 
son  poiated  out  to  the  Company  that  aa 
automatic  brake  would  have  abeoliitafy 
preveuted  the  coUisioa,  by  arresting  thie 
carriages  the  moment  the  separation 
occurred ;  whether  at  t  lat  time  the 
secretary  of  the  om^aiy  informed 
General  Hutchinson  that  the  simple 
vacuum  brake,  whose  failure  caused  thia 
ace  id  eat,  was  being  merely  tried  ex* 
peri  mentally  on  the  line,  and  that  the 
company  had  not  yet  come  to  a  decision 
as  to  what  brake  would  be  finally 
adopted ;  and,  whether,  in  spite  of  thie 
recommendation,  this  simple  vacnnm 
brake,  upon  the  failure  of  which  General 
Hutchinson  reported  in  1878,  has  re- 
mained in  use  on  the  Great  Northern 
of  Ireland  line  ever  since,  and  is  the 
same  brake  that  was  in  use  in  the  recent- 
disastrous  collision  near  Armagh  ? 
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Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  The  facts 
are  as  stated  in  the  questioD. 

Mr.  CHANNING:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  introduce  legislation  in 
the  course  of  the  present  Session  ? 

Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  Yes,  Sir ; 
I  hope  to  be  able  to  introduce  a  Bill  on 
Monday. 

Mr.  CHANNING :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President    of    the    Board     of    Trade 
whether  he  is  aware  that  early  on  Satur- 
day morning  last  the  engine  of  a  mixed 
train  on  the  Great  Northern  of  Ireland 
lUdlway,  near  Denny,  being  insufficient 
to  drag  the  train  up  an   incline,  the 
train  broke  away,  that  34  vehicles,  in- 
cluding two  passenger  coaches,  ran  back 
down  the  incline  for  several  miles,  and 
that  a  collision  between  this  runaway 
train  and  the  mail  train  from  Porta- 
down  was  only  prevented  by  the  mail 
train  being  40  minutes  late,  and  by  the 
night-signalman  at  Goraghwood  shunt- 
ing the  runaway  train  from  the  up  to 
the  down  line;    whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  two  passenger  coaches  of  the 
runaway  train  contained  a  number  of 
soldiers  who  leapt  from  the  train  after 
the  accident,  and  that  the  mail  train 
had  a  full  complement  of  passengers; 
whether  he  will  inquire  whether  the 
guard  of  the  runaway  train  was  only 
provided   with    a    hand-brake;     and, 
whether  the  mixed  train  was  marshalled 
with  goods  trucks  in  front,  a  method 
repeatedly    condemned    in    Board    of 
Trade  Oireulars  ? 

Snt  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  I  have 
been  in  communication  with  the  rail- 
way company  on  the  subject  of  the  hon. 
Member's  question.  It  appears  that 
the  facts  are  not  quite  as  stated,  and  I 
■hall  be  happy  to  show  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber the  letter  I  have  received  from  the 
Company. 

Mr.  CHANNING :  Is  it  a  case  for 
inquiry  ? 

Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  I  hardly 
think  so. 

AGRICULTURE  IN  EGYPT. 
Mr.  WOODALL  (Hanley) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has  received  any  informa- 
tion from  Her  Majesty's  Agent  and 
Consul  General  at  Cairo  in  regard  to 
the  actual  state  of  the  agricultural  pro* 
■peots  in  Ecypt,  and  the  estimated  ex- 
tent of  the  loss  which  will  be  sustained 


by  the  cultivation  through  the  failure  of 
the  Nile  to  furnish  a  supply  of  water 
sufficient  to  irrigate  the  area  of  cotton 
and    rice    which    had    been    planted; 
whether  the  loss  sustained  since  May 
1888  would  probably  exceed  £1.000,000. 
and  whether  the  mortality  in  Oeuro  had 
risen    at    any  time    during  the  same 
period  above  70  per  1.000;  whether,  in 
view  of   the  exceptional  delay  in  the 
rise  of  the  Nile,  any  apprehensions  are> 
entertained  by  the  English  officers  em- 
ployed in  the  Department  of    Public 
Works  in  Eg3rpt  that  the  rise  of  the 
Nile  in  October  may  be  excessive   and 
cause  disasters  similar  to  those  of    1878 
and  1887;  whether  apart  from  the  re- 
medial measures  proposed  by  Colonel 
Boss,  C.M.G.,  R.E.,  Inspector  General 
of  Irrigation,  for  the  better  utilization 
in  Upper  Egypt  of  the  water  of  the 
Nile  auring  August  and  September,  any 
remedy  had    been    proposed,    and  re- 
commended to   the  attention  of    Her 
Majesty's  Gbvernment,  which  had  been 
approved  by  Colonel  Western,  C.M.G., 
B.E.,  Director  General  of  Works,  to  pro- 
vide against  an  excessive  flood  and  an 
insufficient    supply   during    low-Nile; 
and,  whether  any  instructions  had  been 
given  to  Her  Majesty's  Agent  and  Con- 
sul Generid  at  Cairo,   or    information 
furnished  him,  which  could  be  laid  on 
the  Table  of  the  House,  in  reference  to 
this  matter  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  I  beg  to 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the  Par- 
liamentary Papers  —  Egvpt,  Nos.  3 
and  4  (1889),  where  he  will  find  the  in- 
formation which  he  desires.  The  loss  to 
the  Hevenue  is  estimated  at  about 
£300,000.  No  Reports  of  exceptional 
mortality  have  been  received  from  Cairo. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  not 
aware  that  any  such  apprehensions  are 
entertained.  I  presume  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber refers  to  Mr.  Cope  Whitehouse's 
scheme  for  creating  a  large  reservoir  in 
the  Wady  Baian  Basin  for  the  storage 
of  Nile  water  for  irrigation  purposes. 
This  scheme  has  been  carefully  exam- 
ined by  the  Egyptian  Gt>vernment,  but 
after  full  consideration  they  have  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  they  cannot  adopt 
Mr.  Cope  Whitehouse's  proposals.  No 
special  instructions  have  be^n  given  to 
Uer  Majesty's  Agent  and  Consul 
General  in  Cairo,  for,  as  I  informed  the 
hon.  Member  in  August  of  last  year, 
Her   Majesty  Government  do  not  feel 
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justified  in  iaterfering  with  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Egyptian  Goveroment  in 
this  matter.  If  the  hon.  Member  wishes 
it,  the  Papers  can  be  collected  and  shown 
to  him. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Ohilders  (Edin- 
burgh), 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  said  :  It  is  im- 
possible to  estimate  the  loss  to  indi- 
viduals, but  the  direct  loss  to  revenue  can 
be  approximately  estimated.  The  average 
annual  loss  on  account  of  defective  irri- 
gation has  been  £37,000.  The  only  bad 
year  for  a  long  time  was  in  1877,  when 
there  was  £1,100,000  deficiency,  and  in 
1888  it  is  estimated  at  £300,000. 
The  year  1887  was  without  precedent 
for  150  years ;  and  for  a  century  past 
there  had  been  only  four  years  in  which 
the  Nile  had  attained  a  lower  level 
than  last  year. 

IRELAND— PRISON     TREATMENT- 
WHITE  WASHING    CELLS. 

Mr.  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  he  has 
yet  given  effect  to  the  promise  made 
last  year  to  the  honourable  Member  for 
Oamborne,  that  he  would  consider  and 
try  how  far  the  suggestion  of  the  honour- 
able Member  could  be  carried  out  for 
covering  the  walls  of  prison  cells  with  a 
coloured  wash  of  blue  or  pink,  instead 
of  the  ordinary  whitewash  which  is  known 
to  be  injurious  to  the  eye-sight ;  and,  if 
not,  whether  he  will  now  cause  the  experi- 
ment to  be  made,  having  regard  to  the 
fact  that  the  sight  of  many  prisoners 
has  been  very  seriously  impaired  by  the 
glare  of  the  whitewashed  walls  of  their 
cells  ? 

Mn.  MATTHEWS  :  I  am  informed 
by  the  Chairman  of  the  Prison  Commis- 
sioners that  ho  is  not  aware  of  the 
alleged  fact  that  the  sight  of  many 
prisoners  is  impaired  by  the  glare  of  the 
whitewashed  cells.  The  Medical  Inspec- 
tor in  his  last  Beport  gives  evi- 
dence to  the  contrary.  He  says  that 
perhaps  the  most  striking  feature  of  the 
medical  statistics  is  the  proof  which  they 
afford  of  the  immunity  of  prisoners 
from,  among  others  things,  ophthalmia. 
If  the  hon.  Member  will  furnish  me  with 
names  and  particulars  of  any  prisoner 
whose  eyesight  he  knows  to  have  been 
affected  in  this  manner  I  will  have  full 
inquiry  made. 

Sir  J.  Fergu%%on 


Mb.  mag  NEILL :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  Mr.  Wilfrid  Blunt 
in  his  evidence  at  Dublin  stated  that  his 
eyesight  was  impaired  by  this  cause  ?  I 
heard  him  say  so  myself. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  did  not  read 
Mr.  Blunt's  evidence. 

FATHER  STEPHENS  AND  MR.  KELLY. 
Mr.  MAC  NEILL:  I  beg  to  ask  th» 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
from  Sunday  the  30th  of  June,  till  San- 
day  7th  July,  Father  Stephens  and  Mr. 
Kelly  were  obliged  to  keep  their  cellaia 
Derry  Gaol,  and  were  deprived  of  exer- 
cise owing  to  the  Governor  of  the  gaol. 
Captain  Wilson,  insisting  that  a&j 
exercise  they  took  should  be  taken  in 
the  company  of  the  persons  convicted  of 
the  insurance  frauds  in  Belfast.  Did 
Dr.  O'Farrell,  of  the  Prisons  Board,  on 
Saturday  last  visit  Father  Stephens  and 
Mr.  Kelly,  and  did  both  these  gentlemen 
refuse  to  take  any  indulgence  in  the 
matter  of  exercise  on  the  ground  of  ill- 
health,  and  state  that  on  principle  thej 
declined  to  exercise  with  common  crimi- 
nals ;  were  these  gentlemen  permitted^ 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  to  exercise  by  them- 
selves after  the  visit  of  Dr.  0*Farrell» 
and  did  Dr.  O'Farrell  report  that  their 
health  had  suffered  by  close  confinement 
for  a  week  to  their  cells;  why  were 
Father  Stephens  and  Mr.  Kelly,  who 
have  been  imprisoned  for  several 
months,  ordered  by  the  Governor  on 
Sunday  week  for  the  first  time  to  exer- 
cise with  the  Belfast  swindlers ;  and,  in 
giving  this  order,  did  the  Governor  aoi 
on  his  own  responsibility,  or  by  thie 
direction  of  the  Prisons  Board  ? 
*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  must  ask 
the  hon.  Member  to  postpone  the  ques- 
tion until  to-morrow.  I  only  received 
a  final  telegram  in  reference  to  it  just 
before  coming  down  to  the  House. 

AFFAIRS  IN  THE  SOUDAN. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land,  Cockermouth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  what  is  the 
Military  position  at  present  on  the 
•Nile? 

Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  Before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers  that 
question  will  he  tell  the  House,  so  far 
as  he  can,  what  is  the  present  positiozk 
of  the  British  troops  which  are  beings 
sent  out  to  Egypt? 


121     Ir(hnd—7hs  rro9eeution      {July  11,  1889}     of  Mr.  Gill  and  Mr.  Cox.    122 


Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  The  last  esti- 
mate of  the  force  with  which  Wad  El 
N'jnmi  is  invading  Ejfi^pt  places  is  at 
6,000  men  with  800  camels.  A  telegram 
received  this  morning  reports  that  this 
force  marched  yesterday  seven  miles, 
and.  is  now  three  miles  soath  of  Abu 
Simbel.  It  is,  therefore,  about  33  miles 
north  of  Wady  Haifa.  Sir  Francis 
Orenfell,  the  Sirdar,  is  at  Assouan,  and 
reinforcements,  including  some  British 
troops,  are  proceeding  there.    In  conse- 

auenoe  of  the  necessity  of  strengthening 
le  garrison  of  Upper  Egypt,  the 
general  officer  commanding  in  Egypt 
as  asked  for  two  more  battalions  of 
infantry.  The  Dorsetshire  Eegiment 
from  Malta  and  the  Yorkshire  Eegiment 
flrom  Cyprus  will  accordingly  be  sent  to 
Egypt  temporarily. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy)  :  I 
wish  to  ask  whether  the  obligation 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  de- 
clare they  have  to  defend  Egypt  implies 
that  the  defence  is  to  be  made  at  the 
expense  of  the  British  taxpayer  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  The  obligation 
remains  exactly  as  it  was ;  there  is  no 
new  obligation. 

Bra  G.  CAMPBELL :  What  I  want 
to  know  is  whether  Her  Majesty's 
GoTemment  interprets  the  obligation 
to  mean  that  £gypt  is  to  be  defended 
at  Uie  expense  of  the  British  taxpayer  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  The  first  thing 
to  be  done  is  to  defend  Egypt. 

Bib  W.  LAWSON  :  Is  it  true  that  a 
proclamation  has  been  issued  on  behalf 
at  the  Egyptian  Forces,  declaring  that 
if  the  natives  are  found  trafficking  with 
the  Dervishes  the  penalty  of  death  will 
be  inflicted? 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tell  us 
gpeoifically  what  is  a  Dervish  in  contra- 
ffistinction  to  an  inhabitant  of  the 
Sondan  under  the  orders,  I  presume,  of 
the  de  faeio  Government  of  the 
Soudan  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  have  not  re- 
ceived  any  information  as  to  the  pro- 
damation,  but  I  see  from  the  morning 
papers  that  it  is  said  to  have  been  issued. 
When  I  do  I  will  communicate  it  to  the 
Hoose.  With  regard  to  the  other  ques- 
tion I  am  afraid  I  am  not  strictly  able 
to  define  a  Dervish,  but  whatever  a  Der- 
viah  may  be  he  ia  at  present  engag^  in 
invadiDg  Egypt. 


Sra  W.  LAWSON :  Is  it  true  as 
stated  that  Turkey  has  suggested  the 
sending  of  Turkish  troops  to  Egypt  to 
reinforce  the  British  Army  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  had  better  put  that  ques- 
tion to  the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 

A.  u  Air  A 

Ma.  PICTON  (Leicester) :  I  wish  to 
ask  whether  one  great  reason  for 
anxiety  is  the  earnest  desire  of  the 
Egyptian  population  to  receive  these 
Dervishes  r 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  So  far  as  any 
information  reaches  us  Egypt  has 
prospered  enormously  during  the  time 
that  England— [An  hon.  Membeb: 
**  Great  Britain'*^— Great  Britain  has 
occupied  that  country,  and  the  great 
bulk  of  the  population  have  undoubtedly 
derived  enormous  benefits  from  that 
occupation. 

Mb.  PICTON :  I  did  not  ask  whether 
Egypt  had  prospered.  I  asked  whether 
one  cause  for  anxiety  was  the  earnest 
desire  of  the  Egyptian  native  poput 
lation  to  receive  and  welcome  these 
Dervishes? 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  :  I  have  no 
reason  to  think  that  the  p9ople  of  Egypt 
desire  that  a  force  of  Dervishes  should 
invade  their  country  and  massacre 
them. 

IRELAND-THE  PROSECUTION  OF  MB» 
GILL  AND  MR.  COX. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  be^ 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  on 
Tuesday  last,  at  Drogheda,  Mr.  Hamil- 
ton, R.M.,  the  senior  member  of  the 
Court  constituted  for  the  trial  of  Mr. 
Gill,  MP.,  and  Mr.  Cox,  M.P.,  on 
charges  under  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  Act,  in  dismissing  the 
charges,  is  correctly  reported  to  have 
declared  the  chief  evidence  for  the  pro- 
secution, that  of  the  police  reporter, 
constable  Bobinson,  to  be  untrust- 
worthy; and  what  course  the  Irish 
Government  propose  to  adopt  with 
regard  to  constable  Bobinson  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  must  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  postpone 
the  question  until  to-morrow. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  will  do  so.  Mean- 
while  I  should  like  to  ask  whether,  as 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Ofare  and  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Clare  were  subjected  to  this 
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prosecution  in  ooneequenoe  of  the  oatb 
of  the  constable,  which  oath  had  been 
rejected  bj  the  Uagietrate,  the  Qovem- 
ment  will  derraj  the  travelling  expenses 
of  my  hon.  Friends  F 

Mh.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  ordinary 
practice  will  be  pursued  in  this  case. 

THE  LATE  MR.  HENBY  QDINN. 
Me.  WILLIAM  EEDMOND :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Attomej  General  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  late  Mr.  Henry 
Quinn,  of  Downhouso  Terrace,  Rich- 
mond, Surrey,  deceased,  who  wai  origi- 
nally a  native  of  Newry,  made  his  will, 
probate  whereof  with  five  codicils 
attached  was  granted  to  Mr.  William 
Mathers  Hepper,  the  executor  therein 
named,  on  the  30th  November,  18S7, 
his  assets,  after  deducting  debts  amount- 
ing to  £240,923  10s.  8d. ;  after  the 
pecuniary  legacies  therein  named  testa- 
tor bequeathed  all  bis  residuary  personal 
estate  to  hia  trustees, 

"  To  be  applied  in  and  towards  asUbliahinff 
a  Kiciety  to  be  called  the  '  Quinn  Charity,'  and 
to  be  situate  in  Newry,  in  the  counties  of  Down 
and  ArmaKli,  for  tha  maintenance  acd  support 
of  such  indigent  persons,  male  and  female,  or 
male  or  female,  residing  in  that  town  or  in  the 
neighbouihood  of  ten  miles  around,  as  may 
have  formerly  lived  in  a  better  or  superior  class 
•t  life,  or  carried  on  a  reipootable  bnsineaa,  and 
subsequently  became  reduced  in  their  pecuniary 
oircumalances ;" 

whether  it  is  estimated  that  the  residue 
will  coneiderably  exceed  £200,000 ;  and 
why,  whilst  the  remainder  of  the  estate 
has  been  practically  administered,  no 
substantial  progress  seems  to  have  benn 
made  in  carrying  out  the  wishes  of  the 
testator  in  regard  to  this  charity  ? 

♦Thk  attorney  general  (Sir 
E.  Webstkb,  Isle  of  Wight) :  I  would 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the  answer  I 
gave  tha  hon.  Member  for  Derry  on  the 
2Bth  May,  and  would  add  that  the 
necessary  evidence  as  to  the  next-of-kin 
U  being  procured  by  the  plaintiff's 
•olieitor. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND :  Is  there  likely 
to  be  much  further  delay  ? 

•SiB  E.  WEBSTER:  There  is  every 
reason  to  believe  that  the  arrangements 
will  be  shortly  oompUted.  The  delay 
does  not  rest  with  the  Attorney  General. 
Mb.  W.  REDMOND :  In  the  course 
of  a  few  weeks,  may  I  put  a  question  to 
the  Goremment  on  the  same  auh- 
ject? 

Mr.StKtm 
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*SiB  R.  WEBSTER ;  I  will  oommam- 
cate  to  the  hon.  Member  with  Dleaaure 
any  information  which  may  reach  me. 

THE  LAND  PDROHASB  ACTS. 

Mb.  S.  £.  ELLIS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  what  are  the 
following  figures  in  oonnectioa  with  the 
Land  Purchase  (Ireland)  Acts,  1886  to 
1S8S;  sum  applied  for  to  30th  Jnoe, 
1889;  advance  sanctioned  to  same  date; 
amount  of  principal  and  interest  whinli 
accrued  due  for  payment  on  IstNoTem- 
bar,  1886,  and  etill  unpaid  on  SOth 
June,  1689;  amount  of  principal  and 
interest  which  accrued  due  for  payment 
on  Ist  May,  1889,  and  unpaid  on  SOUi 
June,  1889? 

Hb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Land 
Commissionersreport  that  17,986  api^- 
oations  for  advances  under  the  FuronaM 
of  Land  (Ireland)  Acts  were  Teoelvwd 
up  to  the  30th  June,  the  amount  applied 
for  being  £7,356,210.  Of  these,  13,320 
applications  tor  £5,519,306  were  pio- 
vieionally  sanctioned,  and  of  the 
advances  so  sanctioned  10,102  loani, 
amounting  to  £1,249,389,  had  been 
issued  up  to  the  date  named.  The  total 
amountof  interestand  instalments  whioli 
accrued  due  from  the  passing  of  the 
Act  of  1 865  to  November  I,  1888,  was 
£147,856  6s.  7d. ;  of  this  amount,  th* 
sum  of  £59,205  17s.  3d.  payable  1^ 
6,943  persons,  accrued  due  in  respect  n 
the  half-year  ended  November  I  at, 
1888.  The  total  sum  still  unpud  oa 
the  30th  June,  1869,  in  respeot  o( 
interest  and  instalments  to  November 
1st,  1883,  was  £1,355  7a.  3d.  due  by  91 
payers.  This  arrear  has  since  been  r^ 
duced  to  £1,056  7s.  4d.  Tha  total 
amount  of  interest  and  instalmeata 
which  accrued  due  on  May  1st,  18BB, 
was  £77,469  ISe.  6d.,  payable  by  8,670. 
payers.  The  amount  of  such  instal- 
ments unpaid  on  June  30th,  1839,  wM 
£8,764  7s.  3d.,  due  by  1,086  payen. 
This  arrear  has  since  been  reduced  to 
£7,944  78.  3d. 

EMERGENCY  MEN. 
Hb.  COX  (Clare,  E.l :  I  beg  to  aak 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu-. 
tenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  is  a  taiOb 
that  an  emergency  man  is  in  posseoeunt 
of  a  farm  on  the  estate  of  the  late 
Henrv  Gonne  Maloney,  at  Oaliir 
Murphy,  county  Clare,  and  refosea  to 
give  np  poBBession  to  the  heir  at  law  or 
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his  agent ;  and,  whether  the  emergency 
man  is  guarded  by  three  members  of 
the  Hoyal  Irish  Oonetabalary ;  and,  if 
80,  by  what  right,  or  by  whose  authority, 
does  he  remain  in  possession  of  the 
farm? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  late 
owner  died  in  1888,  and  there  is,  I 
understand,  a  lawsuit  pending  as  ti) 
the  right  of  ownership.  The  man  re* 
ferred  to  is  in  possession  pending  the 
decision  of  the  case. 

THE  NAVAL    AUTHORiriES    AT    THE 
HOME  PORTS.    (LEGAL  EXPENSES.) 

Admiral  MAYNE  (Pembroke  and 
Harerfordwest)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whe- 
ther it  is  the  case  that  the  Naval 
Authorities  at  the  home  ports  are  de- 
nied the  advantage  of  any  legal  advice 
(except  in  criminal  cases),  without  the 
permission  of  the  Treasurv  Sob'oitor; 
whether  it  is  true  that  the  bill  of  costs 
of  the  agents  of  the  Treasury  Solicitor 
has  been  disallowed  in  cases  where  the 
permission  has  not  been  first  obtained ; 
and  whether,  as  this  practically  deprives 
the  Naval  Officers  at  the  ports  of  legal 
advice  altogether  (except  in  criminal 
oasee)  where  prompt  decision  is  neces- 
sary, he  will  consider  the  advisability  of 
reviving  the  old  plan  of  the  Admiralty 
having  their  own  law  agent  at  each 
port? 

Thx  FIBST  LOBD  of  the 
ADMIBALTY  (Lord  G.  Haicilton, 
Middlesex,  Ealing) :  Up  to  1881  it  was 
the  practice  of  the  Naval  Authorities 
to  refer  all  local  legal  questions  to  the 
Admiralty  legal  agents  at  the  ports. 
The  result  was  that  bills  of  costs  were 
frequently  incurred  in  respect  of  busi- 
ness which  could  as  easily  have  been 
disposed  of  by  the  Treasury ,  Solicitor 
and  his  staff  without  any  expense  at  all. 
It  was  in  view  of  this  fact  that  the 
Admiralty  oircular  of  March  3,  1881, 
was  issued,  introducing  the  present 
(Byttem,  and  providing  that  local  legal 
advice  should  not  be  resorted  to  (except 
in  criminal  o^ses)  without  the  permission 
of  the  Treasury  Solicitor.  This  arrange- 
ment has  worked  well,  and  has  the 
advantage  of  constituting  one  person 
reeponttbie  for  all  legal  actions  taken 
in  the  name  of  the  Admiralty,  with  a 
oonaiderable  saving  of  expense.  On 
■ome  very  rare  occasions  certain  ex- 
penditore  in  connection  with  the  employ- 
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ment  of  local  agents  has  been  disallowed, 
but  only  when  they  have  acted  in  con- 
travention of  the  regulations.  The 
assistance  of  the  Treasury  Solicitor  is 
always  available  for  the  Naval  Autho- 
rities at  the  home  ports,  and,  with  tele- 
gpraphio  communication,  the  advice  of  a 
local  legal  adviser  is  considered  unneces- 
sary. It  is  in  the  power  of  the  Treasury 
Solicitor  to  employ  a  local  agent  when 
he  considers  the  case  reouires  it.  The 
system  in  force  at  the  Admiralty  exists 
at  the  War  Office  and  for  the  military 
stations  throughout  the  Kingdom,  and 
no  difficulty  has  arisen.  It  would  not, 
in  my  opinion,  be  advisable  to  revert 
back  to  the  old  system. 

NONCONFORMIST    BURIALS    AT 
SEAFOBD. 

Mr.  HALLEY  SrEWART  (Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  it  has  been  reported  to 
him  that  the  Vicar  of  Seaford,  Sussex^, 
has  set  apart  an  out-of-the-way  corner^ 
of  Seaford  Churchyard  for  Nonconfor-- 
mist  burials,   refusicg  to  permit  such^ 
burials  in  any  other  part  of  the  church- 
yard ;  and,  whether,  io  so  doing,  he  ia. 
acting  in  accordance  with  the  Law  ? 

Mb.  MATfHEWS:  No,  Sir;  I  have, 
received  no  such  Report,  and  the  vicar  • 
informs  me  that  the  allegation  contained . 
in  the  question  is  quite  contrary  to  fact* 
There  is  no  out-of-the-way  corner  in  his- 
churchyard  where  Nonconformists  are 
buried.    When  no  special  permission  is . 
solicited.  Nonconformists    are    usually 
buried  on  the  north  side.    The    vicar 
states  that  he  would  never  refuse  to  meet, 
the  wishes  of  Nonconformists  with  re- 
gard to  the  position  of  the  grave    it 
timely  permission  were  asked.     Since 
the  Act  of  1880  there  have  been  12  Non- 
conformist funerals  in  various  parts  of 
the  ground,  and  he  himself  has  buried 
30    Nonconformists    according    to    the) 
rites  of  the  Ohurch  of  England.      Thci 
Act  of  1880  reserves  the  right  whioI\ 
previously  evisted  in  the  incumbent  of 
selecting  the  pomtion  of  the  grave,  and 
I  cannot  find  that  in  this  case  anything 
has  been  done  contrary  to  the  law. 

Sib  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staflfordshire, 
Lichfield) :  Is  there  not  a  strong  prO'r 
judice  against  being  buried  on  the  north 
side  of  a  churchyard  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  not  awlit^ 
of  that. 
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FOa  SIGNALS. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (NorthamptoD,  E.) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Ttade  when  the  further  Ee- 
port  from  the  Committee  on  Sig- 
nalling at  Sea,  in  reference  to  sound 
signals  in  fogs,  to  indicate  the  courses  of 
vessels,  is  likely  to  be  received  by  the 
Board  of  Trade ;  whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  obtain  the  completion  of  the 
inquiries  and  the  issue  of  the  Report  in 
time  for  its  results  to  be  considered  be- 
fore the  International  Maritime  Confer- 
ence; and  whether  he  will  direct  the 
Committee  to  obtain  replies  to  the  in- 
quiries on  this  subject,  not  only  from 
the  shipping  companies,  but,  so  far  as 
possible,  in  the  case  of  all  the  companies 
from  the  captains  in  actual  service  in  the 
employ  of  the  companies  ? 

Sib  M.  hicks  BEACH:  It  is  not 
probable  that  the  Bepoit  referred  to  can 
be  received  before  the  date  of  the 
Washington  Conference.  The  proofs  of 
the  Bevised  Code  have  to  be  sent  to 
Foreign  Qovernments,  and  their  criti< 
disms  have  to  be  received  and  considered 
before  the  Committee  can  proceed 
further.  The  Committee  need  no  direc- 
tion in  the  matter;  they  have  taken 
steps  to  obtain  the  opinion  not  only  of 
shipowners,  but  of  masters  of  the  Mer- 
chant Service. 

Mb.  CHANNING:  I  wish  to  ask 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  take  steps  to  obtain — with  a  view 
to  the  discussions  of  the  Maritime  Con- 
ference— not  only  official  opinions,  but 
the  opinions  of  sea  captains  in  actual 
service,  as  to  the  use  of  sound  signals 
during  fogs  ? 

Sib  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  Certainly. 

PLEURO-PNEUMONIA. 

•  Major  HASGH  (Essex,  S.E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Vice  Chamberlain  whether, 
with  reference  to  pleuro-pneumonia, 
any  convictions  have  been  obtained  for 
concealment  of  the  disease ;  and,  if  so, 
what  peDalties  have  been  inflicted? 

The  VICE  CHAMBERLAIN  (Vis- 
oountLEwisHAH,  Lewisham):  It  appears 
from  the  Heports  which  are  received  from 
time  to  time  from  Ix)cal  Authorities,  and 
from  reports  which  are  published  in 
newspapers,  that  a  considerable  number 
of  prosecutions  are  instituted  for  non- 
pottfication  of  disease.  The  fines  have 
yaried  in  diflferent  cases  from  lOa.  to 


£20.  The  Privy  Council  have  no  meanr 
of  keeping  a  record  of  the  proaeoa- 
tions  which  are  instituted  by  Local 
Authorities. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  WRITERS. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  OAMEBON 
(Wick  District) :  I  beg  to  ask  ihe  8qm^ 
tary  to  the  Treasury  what  is  the  exa^ot 
number  of  Civil  Service  WriterSy  who 
were  reg^tered  prior  to  the  12di 
February  1876,  at  present  on  the 
Register  of  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sion ? 

Mb.  JACKSON:  I  have  aoawered 
this  question  once  or  twice  already.  I  may 
yenture  to  say  that  it  is  not  for  ther 
public  interest  that  the  question  shonld 
be  repeated. 

THE  NAVAL  REVIEW. 

Admibal  field  (Sossezy  East- 
bourne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  whether  it  is  trae.  as 
reported,  that  no  visitors  are  to  be. 
allowed  on  board  any  of  the  ships  of 
war  at  the  forthcoming  inspection  at 
Spithead ;  if  this  be  the  case,  whether 
he  will,  by  setting  apart  one  of  the 
spare  troopships,  enable  unemployed. 
naval  officers  and  their  friends  to  wit-' 
ness  this  grand  display  of  naval  strength! 
on  an  historical  occasion ;  whether  it  is 
a  fact  that  at  all  former  Naval  Beviewsa 
transport  has  always  been  set  apart  tn 
naval  officers  and  a  certain  number  of 
their  friends ;  whether  he  is  aware  thai 
a  transport  was  specially  ordered  to' 
convey  naval  officers  on  full  and  half 
pay  to  witness  the  French  Naval  Berieir 
at  Cherbourg  in  1865,  in  company  with 
the  English  Channel  Squadron;  and, 
whether  he  will  consider  the  daim  of 
Naval  Officers  to  a  similar  priyilege*  on. 
the  occasion  of  the  visit  of  the  Emperor, 
of  Germany  at  the  forthcoming  inspeo-- 
tlon  by  Her  Majesty  ? 

LoBD  G.  HAMILTON :  As  the  oooa:; 
sion  of  th^  Naval  Inspection  on  August  8' 
is  looked  upon  as  a  practical  test  of  the 
mobilizing  instructions,  and  as  the.siiipsj 
are  to  be  in  all  respects  ready  for  aotive. 
service  at  sea,  it  is  undesirable  that; 
yisitors  should  be  allowed  on  board  on^ 
that  day.  For  some  days  previoosly, 
the  vessels  comprising  the  Fleet  will  be. 
in  position,  and  then,  as  well  as  on  the; 
occasion  of  the  arrival  of  the  Gennah[ 
Emperor  and  his  squadron  on  August  2|, 
no  restiriction  will  be    placed  on  thai 
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admission  of  visitors  to  the  ships.  UDder 
these  circumstances,  it  is  not  proposed  to 
make  any  arrangements  of  a  special 
nature  for  the  officers  of  the  Navy  on 
August  3. 

DELAGOA  BAV. 

Mb.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  can  now  in- 
form the  House  what  is  the  precise 
position  of  matters  at  Delagoa  Bay  as 
oetween  the  Bailway  Crompany  and  the 
Portuguese  Government  ;  and  what 
representations  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment has  addressed  to  the  Government 
of  Portugal  with  regard  to  their  ac- 
tion ? 

.  8iE  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  I  beg 
also  to  ask  whether  the  claimants  under 
the  Delagoa  Railway  Company's  con- 
cessions have  now  objected  to  arbitra- 
tion in  terms  of  the  concessions,  and 
claimed  the  diplomatic  interference  of 
the  British  Government  to  support  their 
alleged  rights  in  preference  to  such 
arbitration  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  The  precise 
position  at  Delagoa  Bay  is  that  the 
Portuguese  Authorities  have  seized  and 
entered  upon  possession  of  the  rail- 
way on  the  ground  that,  by  non-fulfil- 
ment of  their  contract,  the  Company 
has  forfeited  it^  concession.  Her 
Migesty's  Government  have  made  no 
Tepresentattons  beyond  what  I  stated  to 
the  House  oo  the  1st  instant — namely, 
that  if  it  shall  appear  that  the  Portu- 
ffuese  Government  have  acted  with 
injustice,  resulting  in  loss  to  British 
•UDJects,  they  will  be  held  responsible 
for  such  loss.  In  answer  to  the  hon. 
ICember  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  G.  Camp- 
bell), I  have  to  say  that  Her  Majestjrs 
Government  are  not  aware  that  the 
question  of  arbitration  has  reached  a 
Atage  in  which  it  can  be  said  to  have 
been  accepted  or  declinod  by  either 
party  to  the  dispute. 

Mb.  BRYCE :  I  do  not  wish  to  press 
for  any  answer  which  it  is  undesirable 
to  give ;  but  can  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
Inan  state  what  reply  has  been  received 
to  the  representations  made  by  Her 
If^esty's  Government  to  Portugal? 

♦Sia  J.  FERGUSSON :  No  positive 
answer  has  up  to  the  present  time  been 
Heeived ;  but  Portugal  has,  of  course, 
disolaimed  any  intention  to  inflict  in- 
justice. 


SiaG.  CAMPBELL:  Is  not  our  acting 
Vice  Consul  at  Delagoa  Bay  also  the 
railway  agent  ? 

*SiE  J.  FERGUSSON  replied  in  the 
affirmative. 

U8IBEBU. 

Mr.  THOMAS  RLtIS  (Merioneth* 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre« 
tary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  has  received 
information  concerning  the  preliminary 
examination  of  the  charge  against 
Usibebu,  which  was  held  at  Eshowe,  in 
Zululand,  on  or  about  the  25th  of  May ; 
whether  he  can  inform  the  House  as  to 
the  precise  nature  of  the  charge  then 
investigated,  and  of  the  decision  arrived 
at  by  the  Court;  and  whether  he  is 
aware  that  after  the  close  of  these  pre** 
liminary  proceedings  Usibebu  was 
allowed  to  return  to  his  location? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  THE  COLONIES  (Baroi^ 
H.  de  Wo&HS,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  t 
The  Secretary  of  State  has  a^  yet  only 
received  an  informal  Report  of  the  pro* 
oeedings  from  the  Governor,  who  has 
come  to  this  country  on  leave  of  absence. 
The  charge  was  one  of  being  accessory 
to  the  murder  at  Umsutywana.  The 
Magistrate,  after  an  investigation  ezt 
tending  over  several  weeks,  dismissed 
the  charge.  The  Governor  is  not  alto-« 
gather  satisfied  with  the  action  of  the 
Magistrate  in  dismissing  the  charge) 
and  it  is  understood  that  the  case  haq 
been  referred  back  to  the  Resident 
Commissioner  for  his  further  oonsiderd<« 
tion  as  Chief  Magistrate.  In  the 
meantime,  it  is  understood  that  Usibebu 
remains  at  Eshowe. 

THE  LONDOK  COUNTY  OOUNOIL. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanarkshire,  N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  if  he  will  call  the  attention  of 
the  London  County  Council  and  Dis- 
trict Boards  (Vestries)  to  the  desira- 
bility  of  doing  the  whole  of  the  work— * 
namely,  road-making,  paving,  sewers, 
embankments,  &c.,  without  the  inter- 
vention of  a  contractor,  all  work  to 
be  done  in  the  same  way  as  in  Lambeth 
and  St.  James's  Vestries  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritohib, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  The 
responsibility  for  carrying   out  works 
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Bach  as  those  referred  to  deroWes 
on  the  Local  Authorities,  and  it 
rests  with  them  to  determine  what 
arrangements  should  be  made  for  the 
execution  of  the  works.  The  matter  is 
not  one  in  which  the  Local  Government 
Board  have  any  authority  to  intervene ; 
bnt,  if  any  santion  on  their  part  were 
necessary,  the  Board  would  not  offer 
any  objection  to  arrangements,  as  re- 

Sirds  the  execution  of  works,  such  as 
ose  suggested  in  the  question. 


THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  the  number 
of  fair- rent  applications  from  the  County 
Cork  still  pending  before  the  Irish  Land 
Commission  ;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
sereral  thousand  of  such  applications 
were  lodged  before  the  29th  September, 
1887,  and  are  still  unheard ;  at  what 
rate  per  month  those  applications  have 
been  disposed  of  since  the  beginning  of 
1889;  how  long  it  is  likely  to  take 
before  the  arrears  of  cases  in  the  County 
Cork  are  disposed  of;  and,  whether  the 
Land  Commission  intend  during  the 
ensuing  legal  year  to  add  the  County 
Waterford  to  the  Circuit  of  the  Sub- 
Commission  which  until  the  beginning 
of  1889  was  entirely  devoted  to  the 
County  Cork  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Land 
Commissioners     report     that     on     1st 
July  there  were   4,181   applications  to 
fix    judicial    rents    from    the  County 
Cork  still  undisposed  of,  which  include 
not  several  thousand,  as  is  alleged  in 
the  question,    but   1,783  cases  in  re- 
spect    of     which     applications    were 
received    prior    to  the  29th    of    Sep- 
tember, 1877.     Since  the  beginning  of 
1889  these  applications  have  been  dis- 
posed of  at  the  rate  of  1 19  a  month ;  but 
oyer  800  had  been  disposed  of  in  the 
four  preceding  months.    The  Commis- 
sioners cannot  at  present   state  what 
arrangements  the  Public  Service  may 
require  to  be  made  during  the  ensuing 
legal  year.    They  must  make  the  best 
practicable  arrangements,  having  regard 
to  the  claims  of  the  various  districts,  and 
will  fully  consider   the  claims  of  the 
oounty  referred  to. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  how  many  of  the 
applications  to  fix  fair  rents  made  by 
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leaseholders  immediately  on  thepaaaing 
of  the  Land  Act  of  1887  are  still  undis- 
posed of,  and  are  now  pending;  how- 
many  fair  rent  applications  by  yearly 
tenants  are  now  pending ;  at  what  rattf 
per  month  such  applications  are  being 
disposed  of,  and  when  it  is  hoped  that 
the  arrear  of  business  in  the  Land  Oom-^ 
mission  will  begot  rid  of;  whether  the 
Government  propose  to  fill  the  vaoanoj 
in  the  office  of  Legal  Assistant  Commia> 
sioner,  caused  by  the  death  of  Mr. 
Beeves,  Q.C. ;  and,  if  not,  why  not; 
what  number  of  additional  lay  assesaon 
the  Government  propose  to  appoint  in 
the  event  of  tiie  passing  of  their  Bill  for 
transferring  to  the  County  Courts  por-. 
tions  of  the  work  of  the  Land  Oommi*- 
and,  whether,  as  it  is  not  now  in* 


sion 

tended  to  introduce  this  Bill  this  Ses- 
sion, the  Government  propose  to  make 
any  provision  for  the  despatch  of  busi- 
ness in  the  Land  Courts,  by  the  appoint- 
ment of  additional  Sub-Commissioners  P 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:    The  Land 
Commissioners  report  that  on  the  1st  of 
July  14,615  applications  by  leaseholdettf 
to  fix  judicial  rents,  and  82,490  appU- 
cations  of  yearly  tenants,  were  still  un- 
heard.  Applications  are  being  disposed 
of  and  decisions  announced  in  such  cases' 
at  the  rate  of  2,741  per  month.    The 
Commissioners    have    had  under  oon* 
sideration  the  question  as  to  whether 
they  should  recommend  the  GoTemment 
to  appoint  a  successor  to  the  late  Mr. 
Reeves,  Q.C,  Legal  Assistant  Commia- 
sioner.     At  present  they   do   not  pro- 
pose to  do  so,  as  they  anticipate  that 
the  duties  of  the  Sub-Commissioners 
can    be  discharged  with  the   present 
staff  of  Legal  Assistant  Commissionen* 
But  if  hereafter  it  becomes  advisable 
they  will  apply  to  the  Government  te 
appoint  a  successor.    No  statement  has 
been  maie  by  me,  so  far  as  I  recolleoti 
implying   that  in  the  Land  Court  Bill 
which    we    had    hoped    to    pass    anj 
transfer  of  business  would  be  made  to 
County  Courts.     Perhaps   as   regards 
the   last  question    the    hon.    Member 
will  be  good  enough  to  put  it   down 
at  a  later  date,  say  this  day  week. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Cuief  Secretary  to  the  Loxd 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  hie 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that 
much  of  the  time  of  the  Sub-Commie- 
sioners  who  hear  and  decide  fair  rent 
applications  is  taken  up  by  the'dutiee 


ISS  PuUie  P,tititiu  {JoLT  II,  1B8B) 

tarj  for  Ireland  a  question  of  which  I 
have  given  him  privata  notice ;  it  ta 
whether  be  can  ^ira  the  House  an7  in- 
formation as  to  alleged  jury  packing  at 
the  Maryborough  Summer  Assiiee  last 
Monday,  and  as  to  the  strong  and  em- 
phstio  protests  made  b;  the  Jurors, 
orderea  bf  the  Grown  to  stand  by  P 

Ma.  A.  7.  BALFOUR:  I  have 
reoeived  no  information  on  the  subject ; 
but  I  assure  the  hon.  Oentlemoa  there 
has  been  no  jury  packing. 

Mb.  W.  a.  MAODONALD:  I  wiU 
repeat  the  question  on  Monday. 

BANN  DBAIlf  AQE  BILL  OOUUITTEE. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  should  like  to  aak 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  whether 
he  approves  of  the  nomination  of  Mem- 
bers made  by  the  Ooremioent  Whip  for 
the  Oommittee  to  which  the  Baon 
Drainage  Bill  is  to  be  preferred,  oon- 
taiaing,  as  the  list  does,  three  Irisb 
Members  supporting  the  Qovem- 
ment  and  representing  one-sixth  of  the 
Irish  Members,  and  only  one  Irish 
Member  of  that  part  which  inolodea 
fire-sixths  of  the  Irish  Members. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  right 
hon.  Oeatleman  must  be  aware  that 
there  are  rules  regulating  the  appoint- 
ment of  Committees  of  this  House  and 
the  proportionof  Members  to  besupplied 
by  the  Tarious  parties  in  the  House.  I 
know  nothing  whatever  about  the 
motires  actuating  other  persons  than 
the  Government  in  decidingwhat  names 
shall  be  submitted  to  the  House.  The 
only  thing  I  do  notice  with  regard  to 
the  names  of  Gentlemen  on  this  side  ol 
the  House  is,  as  I  think  will  be  ad* 
mittad,  that  Ireland  is  not  under-repre- 
sented. 

Mb.  BEX-TOiS :  I  beg  to  give  aotioe 
that  I  shall  oppose  the  nominations. 


recently  imposed  on  tbem  of  delineating 
on  the  Ordnance  Maps  the  holdings 
which  they  value;  and  whether  it  would 
be  possible  to  make  arrangements 
whereby  at  any  rate  portions  of  this 
vork  could  be  done  in  the  Ordnance 
Survey  Office  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Land 
Commissioners  state  they  are  satisfied 
that  it  is  of  paramount  importance  that 
the  Assistant  Commissioners  should  de- 
lineate on  the  Ordnance  Maps  the 
boundaries  and  different  qualities  ot 
land  in  the  holdings  they  inspect  before 
fixing  the  judicial  rent  thereof,  and  they 
do  not  consider  that  it  would  be  ad- 
Tiaable  to  adopt  the  course  suggested  in 
the  second  paragraph. 

THK    STAR    NBWSPAPBB    AND    Ma. 
MONRO. 

Mb.  WHARTON  (Yorkshire,  Bipon): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Home  Secretary  a 
qaestion  of  which  I  have  given  him 
private  notice — namely,  whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  a  para- 
graph which  appeared  in  the  St»- 
newspaper  of  July  fith,  in  which  theee 
vordsoootur — 

"It  is  fnrtliar  SMsrted  that  Mr.  Monro, 
CUaf  CommiisioiMr  ot  Poltoa,  has  b««n  id 
Fsri*  dutii^  Ut9  past  few  days  on  a  «pacUl 
miidoD  haviog  lenrsnce  to  the  Land  Leagua 
books," 

and  whether  there  is  any  authority  for 
or  truth  in  that  assertion? 

*Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  assertion 
made  in  the  paragraph  is  absolutely 
Bntrue.  Mr.  Monro  has  not  been 
absent  from  London  from  the  date  of 
die  arrival  of  the  Shah. 

Mb.  WHARTON :  Hay  I  ask  the 
right  boa.  Gentleman  whether  it  in  not 
the  fact  that  there  is  a  firm  of  bankers 
in  Pariaot  the  name  of  J.  Munro  &  Co., 
which  may  possibly  have  given  rise  to 
this  extraordinarr  assertion  ? 
*Hb.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  informed 
there  ia  a  firm  of  bankers  in  Paris  of 
that  name. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  Is  it  not  true  that 
Chief  Inspector  Littleobild  has  been 
in  Paris  during  the  last  few  days  on 
the  mission  in  question  ? 
•Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  must  ask  for 
notice. 

ALLEGED  JVRT  PAOKISa  IHIBELAND. 

Mb.  W.  a.  MAODONALD  (Queen's 

Oonnfy) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Seore- 


MBTE0P0LI8  WATER  {No.  3)  BILL. 
(No.  311.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  upon 
Wednesday  17th  July  read,  and  dis- 
charged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

PUBLIC  PETITIONS  OOMMITTEE. 

Thirteenth  Beport  brought  up,  and 
read  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  ana  to  ba 
printed. 
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CHAIRMAN'S  PANEL. 

Mr.  Oampbell-Bannerman  reported 
from  the  Chairman's  Panel,  That  they 
had  appointed  Mr.  Salt  to  act  as  Chair- 
man of  the  Standing  Committee  on 
Trade  (including  Agriculture  and  Fish- 
ing), Shipping,  and  Manufactures,  in 
the  place  of  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan. 

Ordered,  That  the  Report  do  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

BANir  DRAINAGE  [OEANTS,  &C.] 

Ck>mmittee  to  consider  of  making  a  free 
Grant,  out  of  moneys  to  bo  provided  by  Parlia- 
ment, for  defraying  a  part  of  the  costs  of  any 
works  to  be  executed  under  any  Act  of  the 
prefent  Session  for  the  improvement  of  the 
Drainage  of  lands  and  for  the  prevention  of 
Inundations  within  the  catchment  area  of 
the  Lough  Neagh  and  the  Lower  Bann,  and 
also  of  authorizing  the  Board  of  Works  in  Ire- 
land to  make  advances,  out  of  moneys  to  be 
provided  by  Parliament,  for  the  purposes  of  the 
said  Aot(Queen*s  Recommendation  signified). 
To-morrow. 

Message  from  the  Lords  :  — That  they 
have  agreed  to  Amendment  to  Indecent 
Advertisement  Bill  (Lords),  witliout 
Amendment;  Friendly  Societies'  Act 
(1888)  Amendment  BilL 

MOTION  S. 

— 0 — 

BUSINESS  OF  THE   HOUSE  (GOVERN- 
MENT BUSINESS). 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
8URY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  In  rising  to  move  the 
Motion  which  stands  on  the  Paper  in 
my  namo,  I  am  performing  a  duty 
which  is  expected  from  me  by  both 
sides  of  the  House.  I  believe  that  a 
strong  desire  exibts  that  the  Session 
should  not  be  unduly  prolonged,  and 
that  every  effort  should  be  made,  con- 
sistent with  a  due. regard  to  the  public 
interests,  to  bring  it  to  a  comparatively 
early  close.  It  is  always  expected  that 
the  Member  of  the  Government  whose 
duty  it  is  to  move  a  Motion  of  this  kind 
will  indicate  the  measures  deemed  to  be 
urgent  and  important  enough  to  warrant 
them  in  requiring  that  they  should  be 

fassed  before  the  Se83ion  terminates, 
need  hardly  say  that  those  measures 
include  the  Local  Qovernmet  (Scotland) 
Bill  and  the  Universities  Bill  for  Scot- 
land, which  have  been  already  far 
advanced,  and  as  to  which  no  very  serious 


matter  of  controversy  remains  to  be 
disposed     of,     although    u&doabtedly 
there    is  a    mass    of    details    to    D» 
considered     in     Oommittee     or      on,'. 
the  Beport    stage,    and   those  details 
will  require  a  certain  amount  of  publio 
time,  and  the  importance  of  the  subject 
will  justify  the  House  in  devoting  ta  , 
those  measures  the  amount  of  time  tneT 
may  require.  There  are  also  Bills  which 
have  passed  through  Orand  Committees  . 
of  this  House  which  may  be  regarded 
as  measures  of  g^at  social  importanos^ 
rather    than    as    measures  of   serious 
political  import  involving  questions  on 
which  differences  between  the  two  side»  . 
of  the  House   are  likely  to    arise.    X  . 
should  deeply  regret  if  it  were  necessary  ' 
to  sacrifice  any  one  of  those  Bills,  and 
from     the    progress   which  has .  been 
made    with    them     I    entertain    th» 
strongest    hope,    which    I    trust    w31  . 
be  shared    by    hon.   Members   on  all  ■ 
sides,  that  those  Bills  may  be  passed  ' 
without  making  serious  demands  on  fli»  ' 
time  of  the  House.    A  measure  on  whieb 
considerable  difference  of  opinion  maj 
arise  is  the  Tithe  Rent-Charge  Bill.    I 
hope  it  may  be  possible  to  ask  the  Hons^  ' 
to  give  it  a  Second  Reading  early  next 
week.    There  is  another  measure  wldeh  ^ 
is  not  in  the  hands  of  the  GJ-ovemment^  ; 
but  as  to  which  pledges  have  been  ffiven,  ^ 
and  that  is  the  Irish   Sunday  Closing  \ 
Bill.    I  hold  myself  bound  to  ask  the  , 
judgment  of  the  House  on  this  measure., 
I  have  repeatedly  stated  that  I  wonld  . 
endeavour  to  obtain  a  decision  of  ih»  . 
House  upon  its  proposals,  and  I  will  dc^ .. 
that  because  I  cannot    but  remember  , 
that  the  question  has  been  exhaustivdj' 
considered  by  a  Select  Committee  of  the* . 
House  ;  and  I  think  the  House  is  bound  " 
to  take  some  action  on  the  opinions  of  % 
majority  of  such   an  important  Select 
Committee.     I  will  not  go  through  the* 
libt  of  all  the  measures  of  the  Ooven- 
ment.     I  think  most  of   them  are  ot 
secondary    importance    compared  with 
those  to  which  I  have  referred,  and  I 
think  they  are  measures  which  may  well 
be  received  by  the  House  without  serioua 
or  prolonged  discussion.    The  CoundL. 
of  India  Bill  is  an  important  measure^, 
but  I  trust,  even  if  it   is   necessary  to* . 
have  a  discussion  upon  the  Second  Readi-  ' 
ing,  that  the  House  will  pass  it  in  th» 
course  of  the  present  Session,  as  it  will 
effect  an  economy  of  £6,000  a  year  in  the . 
expenditure  of  the  Indian  Government; 
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at  home,  with  the  result  of  increasing 
rather  than  diminishing  the  efficiency  of 
administration.      The    Notification    of 
Diseases  Bill,  I  observe,  is  opposed  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.    It  is  a  matter  of  considerable 
importance  from   a   sanitary  point  of 
▼ieify  and  I  trust  the  objections  which 
are  entertained  to  it  will  not  detain  the 
House  any  length  of  time,  haying  regard 
to  the  fact  that  the  Bill  is  iutendea  to 
diminish  the  danger  to  the  public  which 
results  from  the  concealment  of  the  exist- 
ence of  disease,  and  that  the  nrinciple  of 
which  has  been  adopted  in  local  legis- 
lation in  many  parts  of  the  country.    I 
come  next  to  consider  the  matters  as  to 
which  we  are  not  able  to  calculate  with 
oertainty  that  the  House  will  be  dis- 
posed to  entertain  them.   I  refer  first  of 
all  to  the  New  Education  Code  which 
has  now  been  before  Parliament  for 
some  time,  and  I  am  unable  to  shut  my 
eyes  to  the  fact  that  an    amount  of 
criticism  and  a  difference  of  opinon  hare 
been  raised  in  regard  to  this  Code  in 
different  parts  of  the    House,   which 
learea  us  little  hope  that  there  will  be 
anything  like  time  enough  in  the  re- 
maining part  of  the  Session    for  the 
adequate  consideration  of  proposals  of 
Uie  character  of  those  involved  in  this 
Code.    I  regret,  therefore,  that  it  ap- 
pears to  be  necessary  to  withdraw  the 
Code    from    the    consideration  of   the 
House,  so  far  as  the  present  year  is 
concerned,    but    I    do    not     despair 
that  the  fuller  study  and  examination 
which  will  be  given  in  the  autumn  and 
winter  to  the  proposals  contained  in  it 
may  perhaps  make  them  more  palatable 
and  acceptable  to  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  now  differ  seriously  from  them. 
However  that  might  be,  I  think  the 
House  will  feel  that  by  following  the 
example  set  by  a  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  some  years  ago  in  postponing 
the  discussion  of  considerable  alterations 
in  the  Code  for  a  year,  we  shall  not  be 
acting  unwisely  in  the  great  interests  of 
education  itself.    Therefore  we  shall  not 
ask  the  House  to  consider  the  new  Code 
this    year;   and,  meanwhile,  we    shall 
adhere  to  the  Code  of  1888,  which  is  now 
in  operation,  and  under  which  grants  are 
now  being  made.    I  must  refer  again  to 
the  Irish  Drainage  Bills.      There  has 
been  considerable  opposition   to  these 
Bills  on  the  part  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  opposite.      I  admit  I 


that  they  have  a  perfect  right  to  oppose 
them ;  but  looking  to  the  character  of 
the  Bills,  if  that  opposition  is  persevered, 
with,  it  would  be  unreasonable  to  expect ' 
the  House  to  sit  long  enough  to  dispose  * 
of  those  Bills,  and  I  fear  that  I  must* 
leare  on  those  hon.  Gentlemen  the  ftill 
responsibility,  if  they  think  fit  to  exercise 
their  right,  of  delaying  the  passing  of 
those  measures.  We  do,  however,  intend 
to  proceed  with  the  Bann  Drainage  Bill, 
which   has  already  been  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee.      Allusion  has  been 
made  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Gal  way  (Colonel  Nolan)  to  the  Light 
Kailways  Bill.    We  think  that  that  is  a 
measure  which  ought  to  be  passed  bv 
the  House.      It  meets  generally  with 
favour  from  all  parts  of  the  House ;  and 
I  believe  that  no  measure  would  tend' 
better  to  develop  the  resources  of  the 
distressed  districts  of  Ireland  than  that. 
Bill.      I  trust.  Sir,  that  the  proposals; 
which  I  have  now  made  will  meet  the' 
acceptance  of  the  House  generally.      I 
have  no  doubt  that  I  shall  be  met  with 
the  suggestion  that,  although  it  is  ex- 
ceedingly   desirable    that    the    House 
should  proceed  with  the  consideration  of 
the  remaining  Gt>vernment  business  as 
soon  as  possible,  yet  exceptions  ought  to  be 
made  in  regard  to  particular  Motions  and 

Particular  measures  of  hon.  Members, 
hope  I  shall  not  be  deemed  unreason- 
able if,  after  a  long  experience,  I  say  I 
could  not  accept  any  suggestions  of  that 
character.  Hon.  Gentlemen  who  hav& 
charge  of  Motions  or  Bills  must  see  that 
if  concessions  were  made  to  them  there 
are  others  who  would  be  placed  in  a  dis-^ 
advantageous  position,  and  who  would 
certainly  also  claim  the  indulgence  of 
the  Government.  I  am  afraid,  Sir,  the 
time  has  come  when  I  must  make  this 
demand  on  the  House,  not  in  the  interest 
of  the  Government  alone,  but  in  the 
interest  of  Members  of  the  House 
and  of  the  service  of  the  country.  I 
shall  be  glad  to  answer  any  questions 
that  may  be  addi  eased  to  me,  but  I  think 
I  have  stated  generally  with  sufficient 
clearness  what  the  Government  propose. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**That,  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session, 
Government  business  have  prioritv  on  Wednes- 
day ;  that,  unless  the  House  otherwise  order, 
the  House  shall  meet  on  Friday  at  3  of  the 
clock ;  and  that  Standing  Order  1 1  be  suspended, 
and  the  provisions  of  Standing  Order  66  be 
extended  to  the  other  days  of  the  week.*' — 
(Jfr.  r.  JET.  Smiih.) 
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would  sa^e  exactly  the  same  amount  of 
time,  and  certaiolj  not  less  than  that 
which  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  forego.  He  says  it  is  not  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  proceed  with 
the  Tithe  Bill  through  the  House,  but 
to  take  the  judgment  of  the  House  on 
the  Second  Eeading  of  the  Bill. 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  Govern- 
ment will  proceed  with  the  measure. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Then  I  do  not 
make  my  suggestion;  but  to  take  the 
Second  Heading  without  proceeding 
with  the  Bill  would  certainly  be  a  waste 
of  time.  But  as  to  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  be  able  to  carry 
th^  Bill  onwards,  as  he  declares  he  hopes 
to  do,  I  entertain  shrewd  doubts,  not 
because  I  am  hostile  to  a  settlement  of 
the  question — on  the  contrary,  I  think 
it  desirable  and  even  urgent — but  be- 
cause the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  find 
that  the  passage  of  the  Bill  will  demand 
a  great  deal  of  his  energy  and  the  time 
of  the  House.  But,  as  I  have  said,  this 
Amendment  constitutes  a  fair  case  of 
appeal  to  the  House,  and  I  shall  sup- 
port it. 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think  that  the 
very  courteous  observations  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  require  some  reply. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  antici- 
pated what  I  thought  had  been  under- 
stood by  the  House — namely,  that  if 
there  is  material  opposition  to  the 
measures  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  referred,  it  would  not  be  possi- 
ble for  the  Government  to  press  them  in 
the  present  Session.  In  mentioning  the 
measures  which  the  Government  intend 
to  press,  I  think  the  House  understands 
that  no  other  Bills  of  importance  will  be 

?ressedif  determined  opposition  is  raised, 
would  remind  the  House  that  all  the 
Votes  in  Supply,  beginning  with  Class  3, 
have  to  be  disposed  of,  and  this  is  a 
consideration  whiuh  hon.  Members  must 
take  into  account.  With  regard  to  the 
Motion  standing  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  Stuart)  that 
Motion  stands  purely  as  an  abstract  Be- 
Bolution.  In  this  most  important  ques- 
tion for  the  ratepayers  of  London,  the 
hon.  Member  has  not,  as  he  should  have 
done,  shown,  in  the  form  of  a  Bill,  how 
he  intends  to  apply  the  principles  which 
he  advocates.  The  qu<^stion  is  one 
which  ought  only  to  be  entered  upon  by 
the  House  in  the  form  of  a  practical 
working  measure.    If  the  hon.  Member 

Mr,  S.  Buxton 


for  Glasgow  looks  at  the  Papers  whkh 
record  the  business  of  the  House,  he  ' 
will  find  that  more  time  has  been 
aSorded  to  private  Hembera  by  the 
Government  during  the  present  Seenoa 
than  in  past  years,  but  whether  that  is 
so  or  not,  the  Gt}vemment  have  a  duty 
to  perform,  and  I  must  ask  the  House 
to  say  whether  the  arrangements  I  hftvo 
proposed  will  not,  on  the  whole,  tend  fo 
the  advancement  of  public  business.  On 
these  grounds  I  must  adhere  to  the  pro- 
posal I  have  made. 

Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Pinsbury,  B.) : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  failed  to 
make  out  a  case  afi^ainst  the  Amendment ' 
of  my  hon.  Friend.    I  think  that  a  YWf' ' 
strong  case  has  been  made  out  for  ask- 
ing time  for  the  consideration  of  the 
question  of  taxation  in  London.    The 
only  reason  given  by  the  rigfit  hoau  - 
Gentleman  why  the  Besolution  of  my' 
hon.  Friend  should  not  be  proceeded 
with  is  that  it  is  an  abstract  Besolution, 
but  it  appears  to  me  that  the  more 
discussion  we  can  have  on  these  complex 
questions,   and  the  more  opinions  are  ' 
concentrated,  the  better  in  the  end  wiU" 
be  the  Bill  which  will  be  formulated.  I 
can  promise  the  right  hon.  Qentlemaii 
that  the  Liberal  Members  will  bring  in 
a  Bill  next  year,  and  we  hope  he  wilL. 
be  prepared  to  consider  and  assist  in"; 
passing  it.    So  far  we  have  had  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  taxation  in  London 
under     extraordinary      circumstances  ^ 
twice  with   the  Standing  Orders  sua-  . 
pended.    I  think  the  Government  oughfe 
to  make  us  the  small  recompense  of 
permitting  the  full  discussion  of    the 
incidence  of  taxation  in  London.  People 
outside  this  House  will,  I  am  certain, 
look  for  something  on  the  subject  mnob 
more  definite  than  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.     We  are  told  by 
the  London   Ojunty  Council  that  the 
ratepayers  of  London  are  so  overbur- 
dened with  taxation  that  it  is  impossible 
to  carry  out  many  much  needed  im* 
provements. 

*Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.) :  Ae 
a  Metropolitan  Member  I  am  exceed- 
ingly sorry  that  owing  to  the  pressure 
of  business  we  cannot  debate  the  ques- 
tion of  Metropolitan  taxation.  It  is 
quite  a  mistake  to  believe  that  the^ 
handful  of  Members  representing- 
London  constituencies  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  are  the  only  persons  who- 
feel  an  interest  in  the  question.    The* 
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60  Members  wlio  sit  on  this  side  hare 
quite  as  great  an  interest  in  it.  I  hope 
tnat  the  Oovemment  will  next  year 
bring  forward  some  practical  resolntioa 
on  tne  subject. 

♦Mb.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
8.W.) :  The  responsibility  for  the  post- 
ponement of  the  discussion  rests  with 
the  Metropolitan  Conservattve  Members, 
who  can,  if  they  choose,  put  such 
pressure  on  the  Government  as  would 
compel  them  to  give  the  time  asked  for. 
The  hon.  Member  has  sneered  at  the 
paucity  of  the  number  of  the  Liberal 
Members  for  London.  He  may  be 
entitled  to  do  that;  but  I  desire  to 
point  out  that  the  greater  the  number 
of  the  Conservative  Members,  the  greater 
is  their  responsibility.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  people  of  London  will  not  be 
slow  to  observe  that  the  most  con- 
spicuous result  of  the  present  ascen- 
dancy of  Conservatism  is  a  gross 
nefflect  of  the  interest  of  London. 

fiLLJok  EASCH  (EsscK,  S.E.) :  On  the 
part  of  the  agricultural  interest  I  pro- 
test against  the  Motion  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  on  the  ground  that  it 
takes  away  my  opportunity  of  moving  the 
Besolution  of  which  I  have  given  notice. 
At  this  moment,  in  the  county  of  Essex, 
we  are  subjected  to  ereat  hardship 
owing  to  the  payment  of  compensation 
for  animals  suffering  from  pleuro- 
pneumonia which  are  compulsorily 
slaughtered. 

♦Mh.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  !     Is 
the  Motion  referred   to   by    the    hon. 
Member  down  for  either  of  the  Fridays 
included  in  the  Amendment  ? 
Major  RASCH  :  No,  Sir. 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  Then  the  hon. 
Member  is  out  of  order. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  145; 
Noes  234.— (Div.  List,  No.  196.; 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  ^Northampton) : 
I  make  complaint,  not  unnaturally,  that 
the  Government  should  take  away  the 
time  of  private  Members  entirely,  but 
I  make  complaint  especially  as  to  a 
matter  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  drew  attention.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  drew  attention  to  the  Indian 
Council  Bill,  but  put  it  that  an  economy 
of  £6,000  a  year  would  be  effected  if 
the  Bill  were  not  opposed.  It  would 
hare  been  a  fairer  way  to  treat  the 


matter  to  say^  that  the  Government  haa 
twice  taken  away  from  myself  the  time 
for  the  consideration  of  the  larger  pro- 
posal for  Indian  Reform,  to  which  this 
Indian  Council  Bill  is  only  the  smallest 
fringe.  I  will  tell  the  right  hon» 
Gentleman  at  once  that  as  the  measure 
will  produce  an  economy  of  £6,000  a 
year,  I  shall  withdraw  the  Notice  of 
opposition  which  stands  in  my  name  to 
the  Indian  Council  Bill ;  but  I  have  a 
right  to  complain,  not  only  that  the 
opportunity  of  calling  attention  to  the 
scheme  of  Indian  reform  has  been 
taken  away  from  me  by  the  Govern- 
ment, but  that  even  at  the  end  of  the 
Session  there  is  no  intimation  as  to 
when  the  Indian  Budget  statement  will 
be  made,  or  whether,  under  the  opera- 
tion of  the  new  rule,  I  shall,  on  the 
Motion  that  the  Speaker  do  leave  the 
Chair,  be  permitted  to  raise  the  very 
important  matters  which  are  covered  by 
the  Motion  which  stands  in  my  name. 
This  is  a  matter  affecting  considerably 
over  200,000,000  of  people— probably,, 
as  near  as  possible,  210,000,000 — with- 
out counting  the  population  of  the 
Native  State?,  and  we  are  to  be  thrown 
again,  not  simply  to  the  end  of  the 
Session  when  the  Benches  are  empty^ 
but,  by  the  operation  of  the  new  rules, 
we  are  to  be  precluded  from  really  dis* 
cusssing,  even  on  that  occasion,  Indian 
grievances.  When  I  drew  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  new 
rule  last  Session,  I  had  to  refer  to  the 
fact  that  it  could  never  have  been  in- 
tended to  shut  out  the  great  mass  of  the 
Indian  subjects  of  Her  Majesty.  When 
are  they  to  come  to  Parliament  with  any 
statement  of  their  grievances  ?  When 
are  they  to  be  able  to  lay  before  the 
High  Court  of  Parliament  what  they 
consider  to  be  their  just  claims  for 
redress?  I  would  ask  the  Leaders  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  to  consider  the 
gravity  of  making  India  dumb  Session 
after  Session.  When  aro  the  people  of 
India  to  have  the  opportunity  of  making 
a  Constitutional  and  temperate  state- 
ment of  their  grievances  ?  It  is  no  use 
telling  them  that  they  ought  to  be 
peaceful  and  patient,  and  keep  them- 
selves within  constitutional  lines,  if  the 
Government  take  care  that  within  the 
limits  of  the  Constitution  nojopportunity 
is  given  them  to  submit  their  claims.  I 
am  in  favour  of  a  measure  which  will 
have  the  effect  of  getting  rid  of  some- 
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of  the  Members  of  the  Secretary  of 
State's  Indian  Council,  for  I  am  one  of 
those  who  consider  the  whole  of  the 
Council  useless,  and  desire  to  see  it  got 
rid  of.  I  see  no  reason  why  the  Indian 
Secretary  any  more  than  the  Colonial 
Secretary  should  have  a  Council  here, 
and  I  shall  be  glad  to.  give  whatever 
assistance  I  can  to  the  G-overnment  in 
their  endeavour  to  reduce  the  number 
of  that  Council,  but  the  complaint  is 
that  with  a  very  lafge  matter  to  submit 
to  the  House,  we  are  denied  the  oppor- 
tunity which  we  have  fairly  gained, 
according  to  the  Eules  of  the  House; 
but,  as  I  will  not  allow  a  Motion  of  mine 
to  stand  in  the  way  of  even  a  small 
economy,  with  these  few  words  I  will 
strike  it  off  the  Paper. 

MB.J3A.UMANN  (CamberwellPeck- 
faam):  I  desire  to  ask  whether  the 
Government  intend  to  proceed  with  the 
Superannuation  Bill,  and  to  lay  the 
Treasury  Minute  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  ?  The  right  hoD.  Gentleman  has 
made  no  allusion  to  them,  though  a 
large  number  of  people  are  interested 
in  the  subject. 
*Ma.  S.  RENDEL  (Montgomeryshire) : 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasurv  made 
no  allusion  to  a  measure  in  which  he 
has  often  expressed  an  interest— namely, 
the  Intermediate  Education  (Wales) 
Bill.  The  Bill  was  read  a  second  time 
in  May,  and  the  Government  then  asked 
for  time  to  prepare  certain  Amend- 
ments. They  tooK  seven  weeks  to  pre- 
pare the  Amendments,  and  though  I  do 
not  desire  to  take  this  or  any  other  op- 
portunity for  indulging  in  reproaches, 
I  must  say  I  think  that  Welsh  Members 
are  justified  in  asking  that  some  special 
arrangement  shall  be  made  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill.  There  is  practical  unani- 
mity among  the  Welsh  Members  save 
in  regard  to  a  few  points  which  can  be 
satisfactorily  settled  in  a  spirit  of  mutual 
compromise,  and  having  regard  to  this 
fact  I  hope  that  if  next  Wednesday, 
when  the  I3ill  stands  first  on  the  Paper, 
is  taken  by  the  Government,  some  other 
opportunity  of  proceeding  with  it  will 
be  afforded.  Wales  has  for  a  long  time 
had  held  out  to  it  by  the  Leaders  of 
both  Parties  promises  of  intermediate 
education  legislation.  We  very  naturally 
expected  this  Session  that  at  last  some- 
thing was  gohig  to  be  done.  It  would, 
however,  seem  that  all  the  Government 
propose  to  do  for  Wales  in  the  way  of 

Mr.  BradUujh 


legislation  is  to  give  it  a  Tithe  Bill. 
That  measure  has  not  been  read  a 
second  time,  still  the  Government  think 
they  should  include  it  in  the  vital 
measures  to  be  passed  this  Session, 
while  they  shut  out  an  Education  Bill 
already  in  a  very  forward  stage.  Surely 
this  giving  a  Tithe  measure,  and  refusing 
an  Intermediate  Education  Bill  will  be 
a  mo3t  unhappy  coincidence. 

Major  EASCH  :  I  would  remind 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasurv  that  he  did  not 
refer  to  the  matter  upon  which  I  ven- 
tured to  trouble  the  House  just  now, 
namely,  the  system  of  compensating  for 
the  slaughter  of  animals  under  the  Con- 
tagious Diseases  (Animals)  Acts.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  only  give 
us  an  assurance  that  the  matter  will  be 
seriously  considered  by  the  Government 
during  the  Beoess,  we  shall  be  quite 
satisfied. 

Mr.  STOREY  (Sunderland) :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  just  now  in  an- 
nouncing the  withdrawal  of  the  Irish 
Drainage  Bills,  referred  in  almost 
pathetic  tones  to  the  action  which  had 
been  taken  on  these  Benches.  He  spoke 
like  the  good  fairy  who  is  supposed  to 
scatter  all  sorts  of  blessings  on  Ireland, 
aad  we,  I  suppose,  are  the  black  magi- 
cians who  are  standing  in  the  way  of  his 
beneficent  operations.  Well,  we  are 
quite  prepared  to  take  the  responsibUiliy. 
We  have  acted  in  the  interest  of  tne 
English  and  Scotch  taxpayers,  and  not 
only  that,  but  the  Irish  people  also  ap- 
prove of  our  action.  I  wonder  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  had 
placed  before  him  the  deliverances  of 
the  important  bodies  of  public  opinion 
in  the  districts  affected  by  these  Bills. 
He  seems  to  talk  as  if  the  Barrow  and 
the  Shannon  Bills  are  blessings  which 
the  Government  desire  to  bestow  on 
Ireland.  Well,  I  am  sorry  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  is  not  in  his  place,  for 
I  should  have  liked  to  ask  him  a  ques- 
tion. In  his  absence  I  will  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  Clare  County  Grand 
Jury,  the  Limerick  Board  of  Fishery 
Conservators,  the  Limerick  County 
Grand  Jury,  and  the  King's  County 
Grand  Jury,  have  pronounced  in  the 
most  emphatic  manner  against  these 
particular  Bills?  I  will  read  to  the 
House  the  deliverance  of  the  King's 
County  Grand  Jury.    It  cannot  be  sup- 
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Posed  that  it  is  a  Nationalist  Grand 
'ury.     They  say : — 

*' That  baring  heard  the  Hepoii  of  the  Oom- 
mittee  appointed  to  consider  the  Shannon  and 
Barrow  Drainage  Bills  now  before  Parliament, 
we,  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  King's  County,  feel 
QBable  to  recommend  the  said  Bills  to  the 
favonimble  consideration  of  the  cess-payers, 
ieeiiig  that  those  provisions  will  entail  greatly 
iacreaaed  taxation  for  what  are,  in  oar  opinion, 
Tery  doabtfnl  and  inadequate  benefits ;  more- 
cnrer,  the  proposed  works  have  been  adopted  in 
6ppomtion  to  the  opinion  of  nearly  all  the 
•zpertt  examined  by  the  Royal  Oommission  on 
Imh  Works." 

I  want  nothing  more  than  that  to  justify 
the  opposition  I  have  taken  to  these 
Bills. 

♦SibBOPER  LETHBRIDOE  (Ken- 
singtoo,  N.) :  I  desire  to  emphasize,  in 
the  strongest  terms  I  can  command,  an 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Tint  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  to  Her 
Majesty's  GoverDment,  to  afford  some 
opportunity,  during  what  little  remains 
to  us  of  the  present  Session,  for  a  fuller 
and  more  general  discussion  of  the 
a&airs  of  India  and  its  general  admin- 
istration than  has  hitherto  been  possible 
this  year.  Some,  probably  most,  of  the 
opposition  that  has  been  threatened  to 
the  India  Council  Bill  of  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  ha^,  I  believe,  really 
been  due  to  a  strong  feeling  on  the  part 
6f  a  good  many  hon.  Members  that  the 
affairs  of  India  at  large  have  not  re- 
ceived from  the  House  of  Commons  the 
attention  they  deserve.  The  effect  of 
the  new  rule,  that  was  passed  last  year 
in  our  amended  rules  of  procedure,  in 
renrd  to  the  yearly  Debates  on  the 
Izidian  Budget,  has  been  to  pre- 
dude  all  general  discussion  of  Inoian 
affairs,  and  to  admit  therein  nothing  but 
Indian  Finance.  It  is  true  that  the 
chances  of  the  ballot  have  occa- 
sionally afforded  to  individual  Mem- 
bers the  opportunity  of  raising  Debates 
on  some  specific  point  relating  to  India, 
and  those  opportunities  have  been 
utilised  by  myself  and  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  the  utmost  extent  possible  for  us. 
But  this  opportunity  is,  of  course,  con- 
fined to  those  Members  who  are  success- 
ful in  this  ballot,  and  it  must  be  clear 
to  the  House  that,  in  present  circum- 
stances, the  possibility  of  discussing^any 
important  Indian  question  is  of  ezceed- 
in^T  rare  occurrence,  and  is  left  abso- 
lutely to  chance.  What  is  wanted  is, 
not  these  discussions  on  isolated  topics. 


but  the  opportunity  for  such  a  general 
discussion  as  that  which  formerly  took 

glace  on  the  introduction  of  the  Indian 
iudget.  Simiiiar  opportunities  in 
regard  to  Home,  and  even  Colonial 
affairs,  are  afforded  in  abundance  in  the 
Debates  on  the  Estimates.  But  the 
House  should  remember  that  we  have 
no  discussion  of  Indian  Estimates  other 
than  the  Debate  on  the  Indian  Budget ; 
and  the  solitary  little  opportunity  we 
used  to  possess  of  raising  such  a  dis* 
cussion  has  been  taken  away  by  this 
new  rule.  Sir,  I  believe  that  the 
House  at  large  is  not  at  all  aware  of 
this  remarkable,  and,  as  I  think,  disas* 
trous  effect  of  the  new  rule.  I  knovr 
for  certain  that  many  hon.  Members 
have  not  realized  it,  and  I  believe  that 
the  country  would  not  approve  of  it. 
That  effect  is,  however,  very  generally 
and  very  bitterly  resented  in  India;  it 
is  attributed  to  the  apathy  of  the  House 
by  those  who  are  not  aware  that  it  is 
due  to  our  rules  of  procedure.  I  would^ 
therefore,  most  earnestly  appeal  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord,  to 
consider  whether  some  opportunity  can- 
not  be  given  us  this  year  for  such  a 
discussion  as  we  desire,  and  further, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
cannot  propose  to  this  House  some 
alteration  of  a  rule  which  has  produc^ 
results  that  are,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
people  of  India,  so  objectionable  in  theic 
character. 

Sib  H.  YIYIAN  (Swansea  District) :  I 
desire  to  add  my  earnest  appeal  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  o( 
the  House,  that  he  will  in  some  way 
enable  the  Intermediate  Education 
(Wales)  Bill  to  be  carried  this  Session* 
We  are  in  so  close  an  agreement  with 
regard  to  the  measure  that  a  discussion 
of  two  hours  will  possibly  ^ttle  the 
question,  and  will  give  to  Wales  the 
great  blessing  of  intermediate  educa- 
tion. 

*Mr.  S  WETENHAM  (Carnarvon,  &o.) : 
I  join  with  the  last  speaker  in  making 
an  appeal  to  the  Government  on  this 
subject.  In  consequence  of  the  con- 
cessions  that  either  have  been  made  or 
are  about  to  be  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  the  introducer  of  the  Bill,  the 
way  has  been  paved  to  a  concession  on 
boUi  sides,  ana  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  if  an  hour  or  two  were  given  to  ua 
in  this  House  we  should  be  able  to  pass 
a  Bill  which  would  have  a  most  bene* 
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.ficial  effect  upon  the  prospective  educa- 
tion of  Wales. 

Mb.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  8.) :  I  desire 
not  only  to  support  what  has  been 
6aid  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down,  but  also  what  has  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Sir  H. 
Xethbridge)  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
^Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  with  re- 
gard to  Indian  questions.  The  griev- 
ance of  which  hon.  Members  complain 
arises  from  the  practice  of  this  House, 
and  the  only  real  remedy  is  to  give  such 
jpower  of  bringing  forward  measures 
according  to  the  interest  which  is  taken  in 
them  by  hon.  Members.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  House  realises  the  complete 
change  which  has  taken  place  with 
reference  to  the  legislation  passed  by 
private  Members.  Formerly  the  most 
useful  legislation  of  this  House  was 
embodied  in  measures  passed  by  private 
Members.  This  diminished  under  the 
operation  of  the  half- past  twelve  o'clock 
jmle.  In  the  Parliament  of  1880  to  1885 
they  passed  a  ccnsiderable  number  of 
these  useful  measures,  among  them 
being  the  Married  Women's  Property 
Bill.  But  under  the  present  rules 
Buch  measures  could  not  possibly  be 
passed.  Such  a  Bill  as  the  London 
Parochial  Charities  Bill,  which  was 
opposed  by  a  small  but  active  section 
01  this  House,  could  not  be  passed 
ixnder  the  present  rules.  I  brought 
forward  a  resolution  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers should  be  allowed  to  put  their 
names  to  the  Bills  which  they  regarded 
ftB  of  most  importance.  The  matter  was 
discussed  at  some  length,  and  the 
Government  opposing  the  Motion,  then 
made  promises  to  consider  whether  or 
not  it  would  be  possible  to  introduce 
aome  rules  in  regard  to  private  Members 
Bills,  so  that  they  might  be  brought  on 
in  the  order  of  their  importance,  and  to 
{^recede  those  measures  in  which  a  small 
number  of  Members  were  interested. 
The  House  will  bear  in  mind  that  of 
private  Members'  legislation'this  Session 
there  is  hardly  any,  except  the  Inter- 
tnediate  Education  (Wales)  Bill,  and  the 
Technical  Education  Bill.  These  were 
Bills  which,  could  they  have  been 
brought  on  at  the  proper  time, 
that  is,  early  in  the  Session, 
would  certainly  have  been  passed 
into  law.  Under  the  present  system 
these  Bills  have  little  or  no  chance.  I 
hope  this  question  of  the  rules  with 
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regard  to  private  Members'  Bills  will  be 
taken  into  serious  consideration,  and 
that  a  reform  will  be  insisted  upon. 

Mr.  J. C. STEVENSON  (8.  Shields): 
I  cannot  refrain  from  expressing  the 
deep  sense  of  disappointment  felt  l^ 
many  people  in  the  country,  that  their 
hopes  with  regard  to  a  measure  in 
which  they  are  greatly  interested  should 
be  extinguished — I  refer  to  the  Sundi^ 
Closing  Bill.  The  Second  Heading  of 
that  measure  awakened  hopes  which  are 
not  to  be  realized.  I  have  been  un- 
fortunate in  not  having  found  an  bppor* 
tunity  to  get  the  Bill  into  Oommittee. 
I  appealed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  facilities,  even  suggesting  Saturdagt 
sittings,  but  have  not  been  able  to 
obtain  them.  The  people  of  this  country; 
attach  the  greatest  importance  to  the! 
Sunday  Closing  Bill,  and  they  will  be 
unable  to  understand  how  it  is  that  the 
House  cannot  spare  the  small  amount 
of  time  necessary  to  come  to  a  decision 
upon  it.  Petitions  have  been  presented 
in  favour  of  the  Bill  from  117  Town 
Councils  throughout  the  .kingdom,  in* 
eluding  towns  of  from  20,000  to  50,000 
population  —  Liverpool,  Manohesteri 
Leeds,  Blackburn,  and  a  number  of 
others.  Upwards  of  400  Boards  of 
Guardians  have  petitioned  in  favour  of 
this  Bill,  besides  which  there  have  been 
numerous  petitions  from  School  Boards. 
I  say  the  people  of  this  country  will  not 
be  able  to  understand  how  the  House 
can  disregard  such  an  expression  of 
opinion,  or  how  they  can  pass  the 
Second  Reading  and  then  disappoint 
the  expectations  which  have  been  raised; 
If  the  Government  take  all  the  time  of 
private  Members  in  the  middle  of  July, 
how  can  we  possibly  hope  to  carry  these 
measures  of  private  Members  to  th^ 
stage  of  full  maturity  at  which  they 
must  be  passed  after  a  few  hoars' 
discussion?  I  really  protest  on  boii 
half  of  private  Members  against 
this  practice  of  *  taking  private' 
Members'  Wednesdays  in  the  middle 
of  July,  all  the  more  because  hon. 
Members  who  have  a  difficult  public  and 
private  duty  to  discharge,  should  nott>4 
debarred  from  taking  the  opinion  of  th<i 
House  upon  the  measures  of  whicli 
they  have  charge. 

Mr.  a.  H.  D.  ACLAND  (Rother- 
ham) :  I  am  sure  I  may  say  a  few 
words  on  the  Technical  Education  Bill, 
the    more    especially  as  it  is  a  puui 
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QoTernsient  Measure.  This  Bill  was 
Ibrought  ia  ia  1887,  and  read  a  second 
^^no  on  the  9th  August.  At  that  time 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  said  it 
was  a  most  urgent  question  for  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  give 
grants  to  agricultural  education  in  relief 
of  the  rates.  Five  thousand  pounds 
have  been  given  to  agricultural  educa- 
tion, but  the  question  of  technical 
education  in  the  industrial  districts  still 
remains  urgent  In  }888  the  subject 
was  mentioned  in  the  Queen's  Speech ; 
yi  1889  it  was  not  mentioned  at  all. 
There  have  been  conferences  between 
Members  on  this  and  Members  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  with  the  view  to 
oomingto  an  agreement,  and  if  they 
euoceeded  we  might  fairly  hope  to  make 
progress  with  the  Bill.  I  hope  the 
^irat  Lord  of  the  Treasury  will  see  his 
^ay  to  giving  us  some  kind  of  encour- 
Mement  that  progress  will  be  made 
with  the  Bill,  and  that  it  will  even 
become  law  this  Session.  What  we  ask 
is  that  the  Government's  Amendments 
^honld  be  carefully  considered,  and  we 
should  rather  take  a  part  of  what  we 
want  if  we  cannot  manage  to  get  the 
whole.  Let  us  take  what  in  principle 
was  urged  in  1887  for  the  great  indus- 
trial districts — secondary  education ;  let 
uis  take  that  if  we  can  get  nothing 
more.  If  we  can  get  nothing  for 
England  in  this  matter,  the  Govern- 
ment  will  be  placed  in  Uie  position  of 
baving  done  nothing  whatever  for 
education  in  England  during  three 
years.  They  will  have  given  Scotland 
technical  education,  and  wholly  or 
partially  froe  education,  and  they  will 
have  given  po  Wales  intermediate  edu- 
cation .  and  technical  education ;  and  if 
you  cannot  give  this  measure  to  England 
you  will  have  left  her  untouched  in  re- 
gard to  education  for  three  years.  That 
makes  a  fair  consideration,  and  certainly 
if  progress  is  made  with  this  measure, 
we  shall  do  our  best  not  to  make  diffi- 
^ties  in  Committee.  The  charge  of 
obstruction  made  by  the  Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  in  1 887  will  not  lie  on  this 
side  of  the  House  on  the  present  occa- 
sion. We  will  remember  that  after  all 
the  Bill  is  only  a  Permissive  Bill,  and 
that  there  are  great  industrial  centres 
of  England  earnestly  waiting  for  it,  and 
we  wul  do  the  best  we  can  to  pass  it. 

Mb.  DIXON  (Edgbaston,   Birming- 
bam):  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  ex- 


pressing the  great  regret  which  I  feel 
at  the  withdrawal  of  the  Code — a  regret 
which  I  know  is  shared  by  a  great 
many  Members  in  this  House,  and  also 
by  a  great  number  of  educationists  ia 
the  country.  I  also  wish  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tq 
the  articles  in  the  new  Education  Code 
which  promote  the  institution  of  day 
training  colleges.  In  the  Amendments, 
placed  on  the  Paper  I  do  not  see  any 
objection  to  these  articles  which  have 
been  accepted,  I  think  I  may  say,  unif 
versally.  The  suggestion  I  haye'tQ 
make  is  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man should  consult  with  hon.  Members 
behind  him  on  the  subject,  and  after- 
wards that  he  should  allow  these 
minutes  of  the  Education  Department 
to  be  placed  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House.  I  ask  that  not  only  because 
these  articles  form  an  extremely  ^m** 
portent  part  of  the  new  Code,  but  also 
oecause  it  is  one  of  those  developments 
which  would  bo  of  very  slow  growth. 
At  Birmingham  we  are  perfectly  willing 
to  take  upon  ourselves  the  burden  ci 
establishing  a  day  training  college,  and 
in  that  way  we  shall  afford  the  country 
the  value  of  our  experience.  My  im* 
pression  is  that  it  would  be  a  wise^ 
thing  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  make  an  experiment  in  this  direction. 
Sib  H.  EOSOOE  (Manchester) :  I 
join  in  the  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  Technical  Education 
Bill  has  been  road  a  Second  Time* 
We  are  now  in  Committee,  and 
we  believe  that  a  very  few  hours 
would  bring  this  matter  to  a  successful 
issue.  The  question  has  been,  before 
the  country  for  no  less  than  three  years; 
it  is  not  a  Party  question,  it  is  a  matter 
which  we  all  desire  to  see  dealt  with  this 
Session.  It  is  a  subject  in  which  great 
interest  is  taken  in  Manchester,  and  the 
Department  has  been  memorialized  in 
favour  of.  the  Bill  as  it  stands.  We 
have  in  Manchester  a  noble  benefaction 
by  the  late  Sir  Joseph  Whitworth ;  but 
it  is  standing  idle  because  we  cannot  get 
power  to  apply  the  rates  to  the  purposes 
of  technical  education.  I  do  trust  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  give  ua 
some  hope  that  we  shall  be  able  to  come 
to  terms  as  regards  the  Amendment! 
proposed  by  the  Government,  and  that 
we  shall  be  able  to  bring  this  matter  to 

I  a  successful  issue  in  the  course  of  the 
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♦Mr.  E88LEMONT  (Aberdeen)  : 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  GeDtleman  will 
allow  me  to  join  in  the  appeal  made 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  with 
regard  to  the  Cattle  Diseases  Act.  I 
wish  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  under- 
stand that  the  Scotch  counties  are  very 
much  interested  in  this,  and  we  shall  be 
very  grateful  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment if  they  will  give  the  matter  their 
careful  consideration  during  the  Recess. 
Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) :  I 
hope  the  Government  will  be  able  to 
meet  the  requests  of  Gentlemen  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  with  regard  to  these 
three  educational  questions— the  New 
Code,  Intermediate  Education  in  Wales, 
and  Technical  Education.  It  would  be 
a  thousand  pities  if  the  clause  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  has 
called  attention  were  dropped  because 
there  are  certain  other  parts  of  the  Code 
to  which  hon.  Members  object;  and  I 
trust  there  may  be  some  means  of  mak- 
ing that  part  of  the  Code  on  which  there 
is  absolute  unanimity  become  law  this 
Session.  The  rit^ht  hon.  Gentleman  has 
referred  to  the  Tithe  Eent  Charge  Bill, 
which  will  be  opposed  by  hon.  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  House,  and  therefore 
it  will  be  practically  impossible  to  carry 
it  this  Session.  Why,  then,  waste  the 
time  of  the  House  upon  it  ?  Here  are 
three  questions  on  which  there  is  some- 
thing like  unanimity,  and  which  a  few 
hours'  each  would  dispose  of  ?  May  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not  to 
waste  time  on  the  Tithes  Bill,  and  to 
allow  these  three  educational  measures 
to  be  passed  this  Session  ? 

Mb.  JAMES  ELLIS  (Leicestershire, 
Bosworth) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  it  is  intended  to 
proceed  with  the  Industrial  Schools 
Bill? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
desire  to  answer  the  numerous  questions 
which  have  been  put  to  me,  ana  I  shall 
be  exceedingly  sorry  if  I  am  unable  to 
satisfy  every  hon.  Member.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  and  my  hon. 
Friend  behind  me  called  attention  to  the 
affairs  of  India,  but,  if  my  memory  has 
not  deceived  me,  there  have  been 
Indian  discussions  this  Session  of  very 
considerable  importance.  As  to  the  ob- 
jection which  the  hon.  Member  takes  to 
the  Standing  Order  which  prevents  a 
discussion  on  questions  of  the  latitude 
he  raises  on  the  Indian  subject,  I  have 


to  point  out  that  there  is  another  side  to 
the  question.  The  Beeoluiions  regard* 
ing  the  finances  of  India  are  intended  to 
give  an  opportunity  of  expressing  an 
opinion  upon  very  grave  questions  of 
finance  in  India;  and  if  it  were  the 
pleasure  of  the  House  to  entertain  a 
substantial  Motion  before  the  House 
goe^  into  Committee  upon  the  Indian 
Budget,  the  effect  of  such  a  proposal 
would  be  to  postpone  the  supervision  of 
the  finances  of  India  to  an  indeBnito 
period  of  the  evening,  and  probably 
prevent  the  discussion  for  which  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Standing  Order  to 
provide.  I  must  thank  the  hon.  Member 
for  withdrawing  his  opposition  to  the 
Bill,  which,  though  a  small,  is  a  usefiit 
measure,  and  accept  the  intimation  from 
him  as  a  contribution  to  the  passing  of 
the  Bill.  Sir,  the  Member  for  Pedkbanr 
has  asked  our  intention  with  regard  \tt 
the  recommendations  of  the  Boyal  Oom-' 
missioners  on  Civil  Service  superannua*' 
tioiis.  It  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  give 
effect  to  these  recommendations  this 
Session.  The  Bill  is  already  drafted  and 
will  shortly  be  laid  before  the  HouAs; 
With  regard  to  the  Intermediate  Eduoa- 
tion  (Wales)  Bill,  I  think  I  have  gives 
evidence  that  I  am  most  desirous  raat  it 
should  be  passed  into  law  this  Sesrion; 
If  the  Gt)vemment  had  not  displayed  a 
desire  to  pass  the  Bill,  it  would  have 
been  obviously  impossible  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  could  have  advanced  the  Bill 
to  its  present  stage.  But  we  must  meet 
each  other  fairly  if  the  Bill  is  to  be 
passed.  We  have  indicated  propqaalt 
which  we  (k)nsidered  to  be  necessatj, 
and  I  trust  hon.  Gentlemen  will  confer 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Yioe^ 
President  of  the  County  Ooundloutof  Ae 
House,  as  I  think  some  hon.  GtentlemeD 
propose  to  do,  with  a  view  to  arriving  at 
a  complete  understanding  on  the  matter^ 
I  believe  it  is  possible,  and  if  we  arrive 
at  an  understanding,  there  would  be  no 
difficulty  in  passing  the  Bill  after  1^- 
o'clock.  With  regard  to  the  Teehnical 
Education  Bill,  the  Government  are  mlMlt 
desirous  that  a  measure  of  thatldnd  shall 
be  passed.  I  think  it  is  possible  thttt 
the  Amendments  might  be  considered 
out  of  the  House,  and  that  we  miffht  find 
time  to  pass  the  measure,  liy  hoa. 
Friend  (Major  Basch)  has  mentioned 
a  question  which  the  Government  will 
certainly  consider  during  the  Beoees. 
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But  we  are  bound  to  take  into  considera- 
tion  any  oiroQmstances  such  as  the  im- 
potttion  of  fresh  burdens  upon  the 
Iizohequer,    however     important    the 

auettion  may  be.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
bte  Member  for  Aberdeen  raised  a 
question  into  which  I  do  not  think  it 
•  ctenrable  that  I  should  follow  him.  We 
are  not  now  discussing  the  rules  and 
regulations  of  public  business.  The 
turn.  Member  might  give  the  subject  his 
oonsideratton  during  the  Becess,  and 
when  he  returns,  he  would  find  to  what 
#xtent  hon.  Members  generally  are  dis- 
posed to  give  adhesion  to  the  practi- 
cal suggestions  he  may  be  able  to 
make.  The  hon.  Member  for  Shields 
referred  to  the  Sunday  Closing  Bill. 
It  is  a  measure  around  which 
rages  a  war  which  will  eertainly 
be  prolonged  and  bitter,  and  I  am  afraid 
that  it  would  take  more  than  two  Wed- 
naedayt  to  got  the  Bill  into  Committee. 
And  as  to  Baturdays  I  very  much  doubt 
whether  even  the  supporters  of  the 
measure  would  care  to  endeavour  to  pass 
on  a  Saturday  a  measure  which  would 
certainly  be  ^ked  out.  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  will  be  more  fortunate  in  get- 
ting an  early  position  in  next  Session, 
but  it  is  impossible  for  the  House  to 
pasa  it  this  Session.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham  referred  to  the  New 
Gode,  which  we  have  abandoned,  for 
this  Sesuon.  I  am  afraid,  though  I  will 
not  be  positive,  that  it  would  hardly  be 
possible  to  take  one  clause  of  the  Code. 
I  do  not  think  there  is  any  other  subject 
with  which  it  is  necessary  for  me  to 
deal. 
Ma.  JOHN  MOELEY  (Newcastle) :  I 
we  are  agreod  that  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  has  made  a  good  choice, 
considering  the  circumstances,  in  fixing 
upon  the  Technical  Education  Bill  and 
the  Intermediate  Education  Bill  as  the 
two  measures  with  which  progress  shall 
be  made.  But  I  must  be  allowed  to 
make  one  remark,  and  raise  one  word 
of  protest  as  to  the  method  in  which  it 
is  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Ghsntle- 
man  to  advance  these  two  Bills.  The 
House  cannot  have  failed  to  notice  that 
these  two  Bills  are  in  fact  to  be  settled 
outside  this  House,  and  it  will  be 
apparent  that  a  process  of  that  kind 
plaoes  the  Members  in  charge  of  the 
oill  practically  at  the  mercy  of  the 
Qovemment.  I  hope  that  the  Govern- 
ment will   not  abuse  their  advantage. 
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Still  the  advantage  exists,  and  I 
should  like  to  give  the  House  an 
illustration  of  it  in  connection  with  the 
Welsh  Intermediate  Education  Bill.  All 
of  us  who  are  interested  in  that  Bill  will 
remember  that  several  hours  were  con- 
sumed, and,  as  the  result  proved,  were 
wasted,  in  consequence  of  the  attitude 
of  the  Government  themselves.  It  was 
on  account  of  the  unfortunate  Amend- 
ment which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  since,  at  discretion,  withdrawn.  I 
am  not  using  the  term  '^  at  discretion  " 
iu  an  ill-natured  sense,  but  he  was  com- 
pelled to  withdraw  it  by  the  discussion 
which  took  place,  and  the  expression  of 
opinion  which  came  from  Members  sitting 
on  his  own  side  of  the  House.  I  want  to 
point  out  to  the  House  that  if  that 
Amendment  had  been  brought  forward 
by  him  in  a  private  conference,  he  would 
not  have  been  able  to  find  out  how  strong 
the  general  opposition  to  it  was.  And 
there  are  other  points  in  connection  wiih 
Welsh  Intermediate  Eduction  on  which 
it  is  most  desirable  he  should  have  the 
fullest  opportunity  of  knowing  the  views 
held  by  the  Welsh  Members.  If  we 
cannot  have  a  proper  and  legitimate  op- 
portunity— and  the  only  legitimate 
opportunity  of  discussing:  measures  of 
this  kind  is  in  the  whole  House — I  have 
no  doubt  that  my  hon.  Friends  the 
Members  for  Wales  will  accept  this 
arraDgement  as  second  best.  I  hope, 
however,  that  they  will  only  accept  it  on 
the  understanding  that  the  Government 
do  not  use  the  opportunities  they  have 
got  of  preventing  my  hon.  Friends  from 
opening  their  mouths  afterwards  upon 
this  most  important  subject. 
♦The  VICE-PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  FOR  EDUCATION  (Sia 
W,  Habt  Dyke,  Kent,  Dartford) : 
I  think  it  is  only  fair  I  should  say 
one  word,  and  offer  a  very  mild 
protest  against  the  attitude  taken  up  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  He 
rather  led  the  House  to  infer  that  in 
consequence  of  the  attitude  of  the 
Government,  expressed  through  me, 
there  was  some  delay  in  the  passing  of 
this  Bill  through  the  House.  I  venture 
to  say  that  that  is  not  so.  We  had  a 
very  short  discussion  indeed  with  refer* 
ence  to  the  question  of  the  inclusion  of 
Monmouth,  hut  this  is  a  far  more  im- 
portant matter  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  thinks.  However,  the  result 
of  that  discussion  has  been  that  I  have 
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been  able  carefully  to  dUciua  llie  maUer 
vitli  my  Gollesgues,  and  to  make  what 
ire  consider  to  be  lar^e  and  considerable 
oonceaaione,  not  only  in  the  intereata  of 
tills  measure,  but  also  in  the  interfsts  of 
Welsh  education.  I  should  also  like  to 
make  one  statement  of  an  explanatory 
character.  Ify  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Leader  of  the  House  has  suggested  that 
■ome  discussion  should  take  place  outside 
the  walls  of  the  House.  I  think  it  is 
always  best  to  be  open  and  above-board 
on  these  matters,  and  I  believe  the 
remark  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  merely 
xeeuItB  from  this,  that  I  have  received 
an  invitation  to  meet  all  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Wales  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  and  to  discuss  this  matter.  I 
vill  only  say  further  that  I  shall  do  my 
utmost  to  urgo  my  right  hon.  Friend  to 
give  as  mui:h  time  as  is  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Qovernment  to  pass  this  measure 
into  law,  and  I  would  also  observe  that 
if  the  Welah  Ifambera  oould  meet  and 
come  to  some  agreement  as  to  the  future 
of  the  measure,  it  might  easily  be  passed 
through  this  House  even  at  a  late  hour 
of  the  night. 
*Mk.  OHANNING  (Northampton) 
sdd :  He  had  heard  with  satisfaction 
the  announcement  of  the  Froaident  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  that  he  would  bring 
in  early  next  week  the  Bill  he  had 
promised  to  enable  the  Board  of  Trade 
to  enforce  the  adoption  of  automatic 
brakes,  and  other  appliances  and 
arrangements  indiepenaaDle  for  the 
aafety  of  railway  working.  He  hoped 
that  Her  Majea^'s  Government  would 
not  only  bring  in  but  pass  the  Bill  into 
law  this  Session.  After  the  recent 
ghastly  demonetration  of  its  neoessicy  he 
could  not  imagine  that  it  would  meet 
with  any  opposition  in  any  quarter  of 
the  Houee,  or  that  any  of  those  specially 
interested  in  railways  would  raise 
objections  to  a  reasonably  drawn  Bill 
Buch  as  was  indiapeneable  to  make  the 
Board  of  Trade  effeotire  aa  the  guardian 
of  public  safety. 

Main  Question  put,  aud  agreed  to. 

ttesolved,  "  That,  for  the  remaindsp  of  the 
SmaioD,  QOTemmsnt  Bnmneu  hara  priority  on 
Wednesday  :  that,  qdIssi  the  Hoaae  otherwiM 
order,  the  Hoiwe  ahalL  meet  on  Friday,  at  Three 
of  the  dock  :  and  ihat  StBDding  Order  11  be 
auspcDded,  and  the  proTiaians  of  StAadiag 
Order  G6  be  extended  to  the  other  dara  of  the  I 


Sir  W.  Bart  Dfit 


inisn  BOOiExr  and  oity  compajties 

(IRISH  ESTATES). 

Select  Committee  on  Iriah  Society  aad 
Oity  Companies  (Irish  Eatatea)  nomi- 
nated of  Mr.  John  Morley,  Sir  William 
Marriott,  Sir  Hi  chard  Temple,  Hr. 
Lawson,  Lord  Eloho,  Sir  John  Ellis, 
Colonel  Lawrio,  Mr.  Lea,  Mr.  Olaoey, 
Mr.  Blane,  and  Mr.  Sexton. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  haT» 
power  to  send  for  peraons,  papera,  and 
records. 

Ordered,  That  fire  be  the  quorum.—' 
(if>.  Jhrt-Oougfat.) 

BANN    DRAINAGE    BILF..     (No.  25.) 
8BLE(7r    COUHITTEE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoaed^ 
"That Mr.  Plunket,  Mr.  O'NelU,  Hr. 
Phillips,  Mr  Finkerton,  and  Mr.  T.  W. 
Bussell  be  Members  of  fhe  Select  OoiD- 
mittee  on  the  Bann  Drainage  Bill." — • 
(l/r.  AkeriLougUi.') 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)i  8ino» 
I  gave  notice  with  respect  to  the  nomi- 
nation  of  the  Committee,  I  nndentand 
that  the  Committee  of  Selection  hava 
exercised  their  functions  and  oorreeted 
the  gross  and  oSenatre  inequality  of 
which  I  complained  in  the  first  nomina- 
tion. As  there  will  be  three  Irish 
Oonservatives  and  three  Irish  National- 
ists on  the  Committee,  I  think  that  ts 
a  proper  and  fair  distribution,  and  will 
not  oppose  the  Motion. 

The  PATRONAGE  8E0BETABT 
10  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  AxKaa- 
Dooai.&B,  Kent,  St.  Augustine'a)  : 
With  regard  to  my  attitude  in 
this  matter,  I  may  say  that  the 
Committee  was  struck  in  the  tuBkl 
way.  The  House  appointed  five  and 
the  Committee  of  Selection  four  Men* 
bers.  Only  two  Members  were  appcunted 
from  this  side  of  the  House,  and  I  da 
aot  think  the  House  will  consider  that 
is  an  undue  propartion. 

Queetion  put,  and  agreed  to. 

CRUELTY  TO  CHILDREN  PEEVENTIOS 
[(EXPENSES). 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Reiolved,  "That  it  is  expedient  to  antluwiaa 

the  iNtynunit,  eat  of  monayB  to  be  proviied  \y 

Parhsment,  of  the  eipenaei  of  the  proseoatioiL 

io  ScolLind  or  Iceland  i^  a  laisdeiaeuiour  aoditr 
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any  Act  of  the  preaent  Session  for  the  better 
Preyention  of  Craelty  to  Children." 

Besolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 
ORDERS  OF  THE  DA  T. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL  (No.  187)  AND  LOCAL  GOVERN- 
MENT (SCOTLAND)  SUPPLEMENTARY 
PROVISIONS  (RE-COMMITTED)  BILL 
(No.  188). 

Considered  in  Oommictee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  19. 

Mb.  W.  a.  hunter  (Aberdeen, 
N.):  I  beg  leave  to  move  to  report 
Progress,  in  order  that  the  Lord  Ad- 
▼ocate  may  make  a  statement  to  the 
House  on  this  clause. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." 

ThbLORD  ADVOCATE(Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
BoBEBTsoN,  Bute) :  I  am  indebted  to  the 
hon.  Member  opposite.  I  have  some- 
thing to  say  with  regard  to  the  clause 
which  is  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Committee,  and  I  understand  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  take  this  course  in  order  to 
expedite  that  statement.  Sir,  the  Com- 
mittee divided  on  a  question  arising  out 
of  the  proposal  that  £30,000  should, 
during  the  year  ending  the  8lst  of 
March,  1889,  be  devoted  to  the  relief  of 
local  taxation  in  the  Highlands.  The 
proposal  of  the  Government  has  been 
opposed  on  several  grounds.  I  inti- 
mated that  we  had  it  in  view  to  recon- 
sider the  proposal,  and  that  it  might  be 
found  that  not  only  the  defects  of  the 
distribution  might  be  rectified,  but  also 
that  possibly  the  total  amount  might  be 
found  more  than  adequate  for  r^ress« 
ing  defects  in  distribution  of  the  money 
generally.  The  Government  have  con- 
sidered the  question,  and  have  come  to 
this  conclusion.  It  is  generally  desired 
that  a  certain  bonus  or  premium  should 
be  given  to  those  parts  of  the  country 
injuriously  affected  by  the  substitution 
of  excise  duties  for  Parliamentary  grants. 
It  is  the  case  as  will  be  found  if  these 
counties  are  examined,  that  there  is  a 
marked  difference  between  the  fortune 
of  the  Highland  counties  and  that  of 
the  other  oounties  in  Scotland  taken  a 
A    whole    in     that   matter     of     the 


substitution  of  the  Excise  duties  for  tfae 
Imperial  grants.  The  hon.  Member 
for  North  Aberdeen  stated  that  the 
surplus  was  over  £8,000,  which  was  sub- 
stantially accurate,  but  it  can  hardly  be 
supposed  that  that  is  precisely  accurate, 
and,  accordingly,  it  may  be  well  that 
there  should  be  a  round  sum  allotted  to 
rectify  that  de6ciency.  The  Govern- 
ment, therefore,  propose  that  £10,000 
should  be  given  for  that  purpose,  but 
only  in  years  after  that  now  current,  for 
it  is  hardly  possible  to  interfere  with 
the  year  dealt  with  in  the  clause  under 
discussion,  which  has  been  advanced 
into  to  the  extent  of  about  a  quarter. 
That  proposal,  therefore,  does  not  apply 
to  the  clause  under  discussion,  but  to 
subsequent  years,  and  will  constitute 
the  permanent  arrangement.  The  Com- 
mittee will  remember  that  out  of  the 
£30,000  there  was  provided  by  the 
scheme,  which  has  been  in  operation 
since  last  year,  not  merely  a  relief  to 
local  taxation  generally,  but  also  a 
favour  conferred  on  certain  schools  in 
this  district  which  were  in  a  state  of 
complete  embarrassment,  amounting 
almost  to  a  threat  of  stoppage.  I  may 
be  asked  what  is  to  become  of  these 
schools.  I  am  happy  to  say  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  seen  his  way  to  provide 
for  that  portion  of  the  funds.  It  is  a 
considerable  sum,  amounting  to  a  few 
thousand  pounds.  I  have,  therefore,  been 
able  io  clear  that  difficulty  out  of  the  way. 
The  proposals  the  Government  make, 
to  repeat  them  for  the  sake  of  clearness, 
are  that  they  recommend  that  a  sum  of 
£10,000  should  be  given  instead  of 
£30,000  for  the  relief  of  local  taxation  in 
those  counties,  which  should  be  distri* 
buted  through  theCountyCouncilof  each 
county,  in  proportion  to  the  sum  by 
which  the  amount  payable  to  such 
Council  out  of  the  duties  on  licenses 
falls  short  of  the  existing  grant  at 
present  paid  to  such  counties.  That,  I 
hope,  will  meet  the  various  difficulties 
stated  by  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  during  the  last  discussion.  I 
may  point  out  several  things  which  that 
proposal  accomplishes.  It  reduces  the 
sum  which  was  thought  in  some  cases, 
and  I  think  successfully  pointed  out,  to 
be  more  than  adequate  to  meet  the  pur- 
poses in  question.  It  clears  away  what 
was  a  subject  of  comment— namely,  the 
somewhat  anomalous  discretion  placed 
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in  the  hands  of  the  Minister  as  to  the 
distribution  of  so  considerable  a  sum. 
The  distribution  will  now  take  place,  not 
according  to  any  scheme  to  be  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  this  House  afterwards,  out 
according  to  this  rule  which  we  propose 
to  embody  in  the  section.  The  duty  of 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  will  be  merely 
to  work  out  the  calculations  so  as  to  find 
out  what  are  the  sums  to  be  paid  in 
accordance  with  this  proportion.  It  has 
also  been  urged  that  the  actual  imminent 
distress  of  this  particular  district  received 
no  recognition  from  Imperial  funds.  The 
real  case  of  imminent  danger — that  of 
the  stoppage  of  the  ordinary  establish- 
ments of  eaucation — will  now  be  met  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  pro- 
posing a  grant  in  aid  for  that  specific 
purpose.  I  do  not  propose  to  represent 
that  as  aid  to  poverty  ;  it  is  merely  an 
aid  to  a  specific  case  which  has  occurred. 
I  hope  these  proposals  will  meet  the 
views  of  hon.  Gentlemen.  They  are 
directed  with  a  complete  desire  to  meet 
and  remove  the  various  objections  stated 
in  the  course  of  the  last  discussion. 
As  to  the  clause  immediately  under 
consideration,  I  put  it  to  the  good  sense 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  whether  the  Govern- 
ment can  be  expected  during  a  year 
actually  current  to  withdraw  money 
which  I  have  not  the  least  doubt  has 
been  reckoned  on  in  the  financial  calcu- 
lations of  these  bodies.  Accordingly, 
on  that  clause  I  do  not  propose  to  make 
any  alteration,  but  I  thought  it  right  the 
Committee  should  possess  the  views  of 
the  Government  with  regard  to  the  per- 
manent arrangement  in  advance. 

De.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
So  far  as  the  permanent  arrangement  is 
concerned,  every  one  will,  I  think,  have 
heard  with  great  satisfaction  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
With  regard  to  the  clause  before  us 
which  provides  for  the  temporary 
arrangement,  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  the  state  of  things  which  last 
year  almost  brought  the  educational 
machinery  of  the  Highlands  to  a  stand- 
still is  to  be  continued,  or  whether  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  pro- 
vide for  the  wants  of  the  Highlands  this 
year. 

Mb.  J.  H.  B.  ROBERTSON :  It  is  not 
to  be  done  this  year. 

Db.  CAMERON:  Then  I  fear  we 
ahall  simply  have  a  repetition  of  what 
was  done  last  year.    It  most  not  for  one 

Hr.  /.  P.  B.  Boheriton 


moment  be  understood  that  I  waive  my 
objection,  because  in  the  permanent 
arrangement  the  discretion  will  remain 
with  the  Minister  and  not  with  the 
House. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy) :  I  should  be  the  last  to  object 
to  the  compensation  proposed  to  be 
given  to  the  poorer  districts  in  respect 
of  the  deficiency  of  the  license  duties  as 
compared  with  the  Parliamentary  grants. 
The  only  thing  is,  I  think  the  Govern- 
ment may  have  been  somewhat  hard  on 
their  friends.  My  objection  still  remains 
to  the  principle.  We  say  that  the  sum, 
whether  it  be  £30.000  or  £10,000,  ought 
to  come  not  out  of  the  Scotch  Lowland 
counties,  but  out  of  the  Imperial 
Exchequer.  As  to  the  Amendment 
which  I  have  on  the  Paper,  I  propose 
to  move  it  in  order  to  secure  an  explana- 
tion of  the  principles  on  whicn  the 
distribution  will  take  place  this  year. 

Mr.  HUNTER:  I  am  glad  the 
Government  have  given  an  indication  of 
yielding  to  the  Vote  which  was  taken  the 
other  night.  I  can  hardly  see  how 
they  could  have  done  otherwise  seeing 
that  51  Scotch  Members  went  into 
the  Lobby  against  them,  and  only 
seven  unofficial  Members  for  Scotiand 
supported  them.  If  they  desired  to 
pay  the  slightest  attention  to  die 
opinion  of  Scotland  they  conld  have 
taken  no  other  step.  Although  it  is  a 
highly  objectionable  proceeding  that' 
this  £30,000  should  be  wasted  this  year, 
as  last  I  hope  it  will  be  found  posnble 
to  secure  the  remission  of  fees  up  to  the 
Fifth  Standard.  I  think  there  will  be 
sufficient  money  for  that  purpose,  and 
accordingly  I  should  be  willing  for  the 
first  sub- section  of  the  clause  to  so 
through  without  debate.  But  upon  the 
second  and  third  sub-sections  we  most 
raise  the  whole  question.  The  Lord 
Advocate  must  remember  that  the  Local 
Authorities  in  Scotland  cannot  reaaon- 
ably  expect  anything  this  year,  for  when 
the  money  was  distributed  to  them  laat 
year  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  expressly 
stated  that  it  was  not  to  be  understood 
that  the  grant  would  be  repeated  another 
year.  The  authorities  had  in  fact  ftill 
warning  that  other  arrangements  might 
be  made.  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man not  consent  to  an  Amendment  to 
Sub-section  1,  giving  the  £30,000,  and 
providing   for   its  distribution  in  the 
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Highlands  according  to  a  scheme  which 
he  will  undertake  to  bring  before  the 
Hon8«»,  or  submit  to  a  Committee  of 
Scotch  Members  ?  If  the  distribution 
were  undertaken  in  that  fashion  it  would 
give  g^eat  satisfaction  to  the  House. 
The  intention  of  the  Government  is 
practically  to  repeal  Section  69  of  the 
Education  (Scotland)  Act,  1872— the 
section  which  authorizes  the  parent  to  go 
to  the  Parochial  Boards  and  obtain  the 
payment  of  fees.  Now,  althou|;h  no 
fees  are  to  be  charged  in  the  three  lower 
standards — and  consequently  there  will 
be  no  necessity  in  those  standards  for 
application  to  be  made  to  the  Parochial 
Boards — ^yet  the  necessity  will  still 
remain  in  the  higher  standards,  and  I 
trust  the  Lord  Advocate  will  not  lose 
tight  of  that  point.  There  is  another 
section  which  is  hardly  consistent  with 
the  proposal  of  the  Government,  and 
that  is  the  one  which  provides  that 
the  School  Board  shall  fix  the  fees  to 
be  paid  for  attendance.  I  would 
suggest  the  substitation  of  the  words — 
**  The  School  Board  may,  if  they 
think  fit,  fix  the  fees."  That  will 
enable  us  to  overcome  some  difficulties 
in  connection  with  the  working  of  the 
scheme. 

♦Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  B  ANNERM  AN 
(Stirling  Burghs)  :  I  am  sure  that 
hon.  Members  from  Scotland  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  will  recognize  that 
the  Government  have  made  a  most 
substantial  improvement  in  the  Bill,  and 
I  would  advise  my  hon.  Friends  to  act 
upon  the  well  known  proverb  and  not 
look  a  gift  horse  in  the  mouth.  They 
should  at  all  events  accept  the  pnncipal 
parts  of  the  concession  which  the 
Government  offer.  We  have  suffered 
throughout  from  the  disadvantage  in 
this  matter  of  having  to  discuss  the 
general  question  of  a  permanent 
arrangement  on  a  clause  which  deals 
only  with  an  arrangement  for  the  present 
year.  With  regard  to  the  £30,000  to  be 
distributed  this  year,  I  quite  adroit  there 
might  be  considerable  difficulty  in  either 
withdrawing  or  diminishing  that  sum. 
If,  however,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  agree  to  the  wish  expressed  by 
my  hon.  Friend  behind  me  and  let 
us  have  a  little  fuller  knowledge  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  distribution  will  be 
made,  I  think  it  would  improve  the 
state  of  our  feelings  towards  this  par- 
ticular sub-section.    With  regard  to  the 


following  sub-section,  I  hope  we  may  be 
able  to  make  out  a  case  for  an  additional 
sum  for  the  purpose  of  paying  the  fees 
when  we   come   to    consider    it.     The 
arrangement  proposed  for  the  future  is, 
I  think,  a  mont  satisfactory  one — that  is 
to  say,  that  there  shall  be  £10,000  in- 
stead of  the  £30,000,   which  was  pro- 
posed to  be   allotted  to  these  counties 
in    relief    of  local  taxation,    and    that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  shall 
make  a  special  grant  to  avoid  a  repetition 
of  the  deadlock  which  has  in  some  cases 
occurred  in  educational  matters.     I  wish 
to  make  a  further  observation  lest  we 
should  be  held  to  have  committed  our- 
selves to  a  principle  in  which  many  of  us 
do  not  believe.      This  sum  of  £10,000  is 
to  be  taken   as  representing  the    loss 
which   these  counties  will  suffer  by  the 
substitution  of  the  local  License  Duties 
for  the  gprants  which  hitherto  have  been 
made.     Now  there  is  a  strong  feeling 
among  us,  and  I  think  in  Scotland  also, 
against  handing  over  the  License  Duties 
to  localities  at  all.     But  I  will  merely 
say   this,    let   it    be    understood   that 
though     we    acquiesce    in    the    stan- 
dard    by      which    this      amount      is 
arrived   at   we   must    not    be    held  as 
consenting   parties    to    this    particular 
arrangement,    though  the    sum  would 
not  be  affected  if  the  different  view  we 
take  were  adopted.     I  do  not  think  it  is 
necessary  to  detain  the  Oommittee  by 
discussing  the  matter  any  further.     We 
are  very  sensible  of  the  fact  that  Scotch 
Members  have  been  able  to  make  such 
an  impression  on  the  Government  as  to 
induce  them  to  improve  their  scheme  in 
this  way.     I  cannot  help  saying  that, 
although  it  arouses  in  us  a  feeling  of 
gratitude  for  what  we   have  received, 
and  a  desire  to  avoid  an  undue  prolon- 
gation of  debate,  yet  we  cannot  but  be 
influenced  by  this  experience  of  the  re- 
sult of  our  pertinacity. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  With- 
out  dwelling  on  the  warning  these  last 
words  seemed  to  convey,  I  will  proceed 
to  deal  with  the  points  mentioned.  In 
the  first  place  I  need  hardly  say  that,  in 
assenting  to  this  proposal,  we  do  not 
hold  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  com- 
mitted to  the  principle,  this  is  merely 
the  question  of  amount.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeen  (Dr.  Hunter)  has 
pointed  out  that  there  is  some  clause  in 
the  existing  Education  Act  which  seems 
to  be  in  conflict  with  this  system,  and  I 
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may  say  we  have  not  losfc  sight  of  this ; 
and  upon  the  Notice  Paper  for  Tuesday, 
although  by  some  accident  it  seems  to 
have  been  omitted  to-day,  we  had  an 
Amendment  dealing  with  the  subject. 
I  will  see  that  the  proposal  is  replaced. 
I  do  not  know  whether  it  will  coincide 
with  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, but  we  will  consider  it  in  connec- 
tion with  what  he  has  said.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  asks  for  some  in- 
formation as  to  the  distribution  of  the 
grant.  Now,  the  sum  to  be  dealt  with 
was  £30,000.  Of  this  £2,000  was  set 
aside  by  a  Member  of  the  Scotch  Edu- 
cation Department,  which  has  been  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  all  the 
Session,  for  educational  purposes, 
and  the  remainder  was  disposed 
of  by  dividing  the  parishes  into 
four  classes  according  to  the  proportion 
of  valuation  to  population,  and  upon 
this  scale  the  distribution  took  place  at 
such  a  rate  that  the  larger  portion  fell 
to  the  same  impoverished  parishes. 
Shortly  stated  this  was  the  method  of 
distribution,  and  if  anomalies  have 
occurred  as,  no  doubt,  they  have,  I  do 
not  think  that  now  we  are  so  well  on  in 
the  financial  year,  it  is  expedient  to 
change  the  arrangements  which  I  do 
not  say  we  should  permanently  adhere 
to. 

♦Mb.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.)  : 
WHl  this  contribution  or  vote  in  aid  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
assented,  be  placed  on  the  Estimates,  or 
will  it  be  expressly  provided  for  in  the 
Act? 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  There 
will  be  nothing  about  it  in  the  Act ;  it 
will  be  voted  by  Parliament. 

♦Mb.  LYELL  (Orkney  and  Shetland) : 
We  are  not  all  agreed  as  to  the 
effect  of  the  withdrawal  of  £30,000 
from  the  Highlands  6uid  Islands.  It 
certainly  makes  a  serious  difference  to 
the  Highland  parishes.  No  doubt  a 
good  deal  of  the  £30,000  was  shame- 
fully wasted  in  the  past,  and  I  think  it 
might  have  been  allocated  in  a  more 
reasonable  manner  to  give  relief  where 
it  ought  to  fall.  I  notice  that  the  Lord 
Advocate  in  his  reply  said  the  manner 
of  allocating  this  £10,000  would  be  re- 
considered, but  whatever  happens  there 
must  be  a  very  serious  diminution  in 
the  contributions  from  the  common 
aoorce    towards    the    Highlands   and 
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Islands.  My  objection  the  other  day  in 
regard  to  the  contribution  of  £30,000 
was  that,  as  it  was  to  relieve  special 
pressure  it  should  come  from  Imperial 
funds. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  whole  of 
this  discussion  is  somewhat  irregular  on 
a  motion  to  report  Progpress.  It  may  be 
convenient  to  the  Committee  that  the 
new  intentions  of  the  Government  should 
be  stated  and  explained,  but  it  would  be 
irregular  to  raise  any  argument  now 
which  may  be  entered  upon  at  the  proper 
time. 

♦Mb.  0.  FRASER.MA0KINT08H 
(Invernessshire) :  Before  this  Motioa 
is  withdrawn  I  should  just  like  to 
say  that  though  I  am  bound  to  admit 
that  after  the  result  of  the  Divisioni 
the  Government  could  not  very  well 
come  to  any  other  conclusion,  it  will 
cause  much  dissatisfaction  in  the  High- 
lands.  When  a  year  ago  this  grant  was 
agreed  to  with  general  approval  it  was 
stated  that  the  special  state  of  affairs  in 
the  Highlands  and  Islands  would  need 
the  vote  annually.  The  circumstanoee 
are  the  same  as  last  year,  and  yet  we 
find  a  great  proportion  of  the  Scottiah 
Members  opposing  the  continuation  of 
this  grant.  We  are  much  obliged  for 
the  verbal  sympathy  generally  displayed 
towards  us,  though  I  must  say  that  stym* 
pathy  seems  to  die  away  when  it  oomee 
to  giving  it  practical  effect.  I  must  warn 
the  Lord  Advocate  that  the  same  objeo- 
tions  that  were  raised  to  the  £30,000 
will  be  raised  to  the  £10,000,  and  what* 
ever  adjustment  he  proposes  to  make, 
let  him  stick  to  the  decision,  and  not  let 
it  be  affected  by  objections  continually 
cropping  up.  As  I  said  before,  I  am 
sorry  the  Government  have  come  to  this 
conclusion. 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  Perhaps  if 
we  throw  a  little  light  on  the  matter,  my 
hon.  Friend  will  not  feel  so  ill  disposea 
towards  this  alteration.  As  I  understand 
it  the  County  Councils  of  certain  ooun* 
ties  will  receive  for  distribution  a  suoi 
equal  to  what  they  would  receive  from 
the  License  Duties  in  proportion  to 
other  counties.  So  those  counties  whioh 
will  lose  by  the  change  will  have  the 
loss  made  up.  Further,  I  understand 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  succeeded 
in  melting  the  heart  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  a  special  grant 
will  be  given  from  Imperial  sources  for 
the  alleviation  of  the  educational  distreaa 
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n  ftpeoial  oou;ities,  such  as  InTemess- 
ahire  and  Boasshire  and  others,  thus 
reoognising  a  principle  that  has  long 
been  applied  to  Ireland.  I  cannot  see 
then  that  there  is  just  cause  of  com- 
plaint. I  do  not  see  that  this  can  be 
objected  to  by  any  Lowland  Member. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  We 
proTide  that  £10,000  is  to  be  devoted 
to  making  goid  the  loss  that  the  coun- 
ties would  suffer  by  the  substitution  of 
the  Excise  Duties  for  the  grants  given 
by  Parliament.  The  result  of  our  taking 
«way  the  £30,000  would  be  but  for  the 
interposition  of  the  Ohancollor  of  the 
Exchequer,  the  abolition  of  certain 
achools  in  the  distressed  districts ;  but 
here  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
oomes  to  the  rescue  to  the  extent  of  re- 
lieving these  schools. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

8ia  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  will  move 
the  Amendment  standing  in  my  name 
lor  the  sake  of  obtaining  some  informa- 
tion as  totheactaal  mode  of  distributing 
the  £30,000.  Now,  that  is  no  inconsider- 
able sum,  and  I  agree  in  the  principle 
enunciated  by  the  Lord  Advocate  that 
the  largest  proportion  should  go  to  the 
{poorest  parishes.  Bat  I  am  bound  to 
flay  the  very  reverse  of  that  principle 
seems  to  have  been  followed  by  the 
Secretary  for  Scotlaod.  Rather  it  seems 
that  the  rule  has  been  followed  "  To 
liim  that  hath  shall  be  given,"  etc. 
When  I  look  at  the  amounts  given  to 
the  richer  and  the  poorer  parishes,  I  am 
astonished  at  the  divergence  from  the 
principle  laid  down  by  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate, and  I  can  in  no  way  reconcile  the 
result  with  the  right  hon.  GeDtleman's 
explanation.  I  take  two  parishes  in 
Argyleshire  of  which  I  confess  I  have 
never  before  heard,  Knapdale  North 
and  Knapdale  South.  Knapdale  North 
fleems  to  be  a  poor  parish  with  a  small 
rental  and  a  large  assessment  for  the 
poor.  The  rental  is  £4,326,  the  assess- 
ment £1,307.  Knapdale  South  has  a 
rental  of  £10,271,  and  an  assessment  of 
£700;  yet  Knapdale  North,  the  poorer 
parish,  gets  from  the  £30,000  a  sum  of 
£59,  and  the  richer  parish  of  Knapdale 
South  with  an  assessment  of  £700  as 
against£  1,307, gets  more  than  three  times 
the  amount  £190.  When  I  make  other 
oomparieoas  I  find  similar  anomalies.  For 
instance  the  excessively  poor  parish  of 
North  Uist  in  the  Western  Islands,  with  a 


5s.  8d.  poor  rate,  only  gets  £308. 
Nesting,  in  Shetland,  with  a  poor  rate  of 
7s.  5d.  in  the  £1,  only  gets  £227. 
There  are  several  other  very  poor 
parishes  in  the  constituency  of  my  hon. 
Friend  (liCr.  Lyell)  where  the  rates  are 
very  high,  4s.  7d.,  48.  Id.,  4s.  6d., 
5s.  3d.,  and  59.  5d.,  yet  these  get  a  very 
small  contribution  from  this  £30,000. 
But  I  think  the  best  illustration  is  the 
two  Knapdales,  and  I  should  be  glad  if 
the  Lord  Advocate  could  explain  how  it 
is  that  the  poorer  parish  with  the  higher 
assessment  gets  less  than  the  other.  I 
would  add,  there  is  yet  time  to  correct 
these  anomalies  for  the  current  year. 

Amendment  proposed,  line  12,  leave 
out  from  '*  Scotland  "  to  end  of  Sub- 
section 1. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
question." 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  really 
must  make  an  appeal  to  hon.  Qentlemen. 
It  is  quite  obvious  that  I  am  not  in  a 
pssitiou  to  stand  cross-examination  on 
all  tjiese  particulars,  and  it  is  not 
reasonable  to  expect  it.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  prefaced  his  observations  by 
saying  that  he  knew  nothing  about  the 
Knapdales,  and  that  is  rather  an  un- 
favourable introduction  to  a  discussion. 
Considpring  that  these  provisions  are  of 
a  temporary  character  for  the  year 
now  running  out,  I  will  ask  the  Com- 
mittee to  consider  if  we  shall  be  profit- 
able spending  our  time  in  going  into 
these  cases  ?  We  quite  admit  there 
may  be  anomalies  in  the  system  which 
it  is  desirable  to  alter. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  This  is  a 
remarkable  illustration  of  the  evil  of 
which  we  have  often  complained  of  not 
having  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  in 
this  House.  I  should  have  thought  the 
distribution  of  this  £30,000  a  most  im- 
portant matter.  True,  it  is  not  the 
function  of  the  Lord  Advocate  to  know 
all  about  it,  but  it  is  unfortunate  that 
we  should  be  unable  to  get  any  infor- 
mation. I  admit  I  have  no  know- 
ledge of  the  Knapdales,  but  these 
figures  present  them«>elves  in  the 
statement  put  before  us,  and  I  take 
them  as  illustrating  the  anomalies  that 
run  throughout  the  whole  of  the  state- 
meot.  Although  I  do  not  want  to  press 
my  Amendment  further,  I  do  hope  the 
Government  will  reconsider  their  deter- 
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xnination  not  to  make  any  change  for  the 
current  year  in  a  system  that  on  the  face 
of  it  seems  unfair  and  extraordinary. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  ANGUS  SUTHERLAND 
(Sutherland) :  I  must  apologize  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  not  having 
heard  his  explanation,  and  so  I  do  not 
know  to  what  extent  it  meets  the 
Amendment  of  which  I  have  given  notice. 
If  it  does  meet  it,  I  will  not  move  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBEBTSOy  :  Yes,  I 
think  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  find  that 
my  statement  removes  all  necessity  for 
hiB  Amendment.      It  is  a    temporary 
arrangement  at  present ;  but  at  the  end 
of  the  year  a  system  will  be  introduced 
that  will  meet  the  point  he  raises. 
||Mb.  hunter  :  I  now  beg  to  move 
the  omission  of  Sub-section  2 ;  and  I  do 
so  because,  if  for  no  other  reason,  the 
discussion  cf  the  questioa  at  this  stage 
will  save  much  time  on  the  later  clauses. 
Bat  this  is  really  the  proper  time  to  dis- 
cuss the  question  of  grants  for  roads, 
and  I  would  ask  the  attention  of  the 
President    of    the    Local    Government 
Board    as   well  as  that  of   the   Lord 
Advocate.     As  I  read  the  sub- section, 
it  provides  for  the  contribution  of  a  sum 
of  £TO.OGO  towards  the  maintenance  of 
roads,  this  sum  being  made  up  of  two 
parts— the  old  grant  of  £35,000,  which 
IS  an  Imperial  grant  to  be  withdrawn 
in   the   future,  and  £35,000,  which  is 


whether  the  OoTeniment  ought  to  extend 
relief  of  fees  to  Standards  Four  and  Five. 
Now,  I  claim  that  the  Vote  at  which  we 
arrived  on  Tuesday  was  not  merely  the 
special  case  of  the  Highlands,  but  a 
Tote  on   the    principle,    because    my 
speech  directly  challenged  the  Gk>Yem- 
ment  on  the  principle,  and  this  was  for 
the  purpose  of  gainingtime  in  the  later 
stages  uf  the  Bill.    Therefore,  I  may 
fairly  appeal  to  the  Lord  Advocate  that 
he  now  has  authentic  information  as  to 
the  views  of  Scotch  Members  on  the 
subject.     He  finds  my  Amendment  was 
supported  by  51  Scotch  Members,  whUe 
only  10  voted  with  the  Government,  and 
all  the  efforts  of  the  whips  could  only 
secure  for  the  Government  a  maiorityof 
13.     It  is  evident,  therefore,  uat  die 
House  has  considerable  symj^athy  with 
our  view.    But  I  would  point  out  to 
English  Members  what    a  monstrous 
thing  it  is  that  by  their  interventiQii 
they  should  subvert  the  Tote  of  Seoleh 
Members  on  this  questum.    You  have 
had  four-fifths  of  the  Pkobate  Duty,  joo 
have  had  your  million  where  we  hare 
had  our  £100,000,  and  you  have  done 
with  it  what  you  thought  fit.    I  do  not 
object.     I  do  not  quarrel  with  jour 
disposition  of  the  amount,  but  this  Bum 
of  £250,000  is  the  peculiar  property  of 
Scotland,  and  it  is  most  un&ir  that  80 
English  Members  should  come  dowm 
here  and  say,  that  although  the  people 
of  Scotland,  by  more  than  five  to  one  cC 
their  Kepreeentatives,  wish  to  use  this 


new.  Xow.  I  wish  to  point  out  that  \  money  for  the  relief  of  school  fees,  yet 
this  charge  of  £35.000  on  the  Probate  >  we  shall  insist  on  interfering  with  the 
Duty  is  one  that  should  fall  upon  the  Im-  ,  people  of  Scotland  in  the  distributioa 
perial  Exchequer.  The  next  clause  ;  of  their  own  money,  and  shall  con^el 
provides  £21.000  for  che  same  purpose.  ,  then  to  divert  it  from  a  useful  lUiS 
Thus«  duricg  the  current  financial  year,  :  valuable  object  to  an  object  of  no  value 
in  crier  that  the  Government  may  de-  ■  whatever.  In  fact  the  whole  of  our 
prive  themselves  cf  funds  they  have  !  case  ree3  on  the  proposition  that  the 
available  for  the  purpose  of  relieving  the  ;  discribu:ion  of  the  money  on  the  roads 
payment  of  school  fees,  in  order  that  ^  is  throwing  the  money  away :  youmig|lt 
they  may  make  themselves  impecunious  as  well  throw  the  money  into  tike 
and  unable  to  remove  the  fees  on  the  gutter.  On  a  matter  purely  affc 
five     stazi'iards.    they     actually     take  ,  Scotch  Id terests«  not  atfeccing  the  ~ 

form,  in  _ 

>eiongs  to  us  alooe^ 
get :  are  we  to  De  t04a.  that  the  money  is  to 
her  eleven -tweari-?ths.  On  this  ground  |  be  distributed  not  according  to  tlie 
alo! 
not 

~  *     '  majority 


that.  I  do  not  intend  to  trouble  the 
Committee  at  any  length*  because  the 
TWTTt  iasae  we  decided  on  Tuesday  was 

Sir  G.  Cam§Ul. 


English  members,    who   do   not 
attend  our  discussions  ?    If  the  Go* 
ment   are    logical    they  will 
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eimil&r  oonceuion  in  regard  to  thie 
olftUBe  aa  has  been  made  in  regard  to 
the  Highlands.  Now  what  is  the 
position  in  regard  to  roads?  Up  to 
1881-2,  the  distumpiked  roads  of  Scot- 
land managed  to  get  along  without  the 
assistaDce  of  any  Imperial  grant.  There 
was  never  a  demand  made  by  Scotland 
for  Imperial  assistance  on  this  account, 
but  legislBtion  having  then  been  paeaed 
in  the  interests  of  English  county  Mem- 
bers, making  a  grant  from  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  in  aid  of  roads  in  English 
oonodes,  it  was  thought  necessary,  for 
the  sake  of  consistency,  that  a  grant 
should  be  similarly  made  in  the  case  of 
Scotch  roads.  Id  188:f  3  the  amount 
granted  was  £12,000,  in  IBBi  it  was 
£33,000  ;  the  last  return  abows  it  was 
£34,000,  and  now  for  the  first  time 
we  hare  the  proposal  that  the  grant 
shall  be  doubled.  But  why?  We 
have  never  heard  any  reason,  not  a 
■hadow  of  a  reason  has  been  given  wby 
OD  earth  distumpiked  roads  should  be 
nngled  out  for  tuts  peculiar  considera- 
tion. I  have  heard  no  reason,  and  I 
can  imagine  none;  but  I  can  tell  the 
Uembers  of  this  Committee  that  in 
Scotland  there  is  a  very  strong  feeling 
against  the  injustice,  the  iniquity— I 
may  say  the  shamefulDess— of  this  pro- 
posed Oovemment  grant.  The  Con- 
vention of  Boyal  Scotch  Burghs  have 
sent  petitions  to  the  House  against  the 
iniquitous  distribution  of  the  grant  by 
which  £60,000  goes  (o  the  counties, 
and  leas  than  £111,000  to  burghs.  Now, 
I  ask  the  Committee  to  look  at  this  sub- 
ject from  a  practical  poiut  of  vieiv. 
What  good  does  this  £35,000  do  for 
the  roads  ?  Taking  the  average  for 
Scotland,  this  £35,000  represents  as 
nearly  as  possible  three-eighths  of  a 
penny  in  the  £  to  occupiers  in  counties, 
and  one-twentieth  of  a  penny  in  the  £ 
to  occupiers  in  burghs.  That  is  the 
entire  amonnt  of  relief  the  Oovemment 
propose  to  give.  What  is  the  largest 
olass  in  the  counties?  It  is  the 
agricultural  labourers  and  workmen.  I 
do  not  think  it  would  be  unfair  to  say 
that  £6  is  a  very  high  average  of  the 
rent  paid  by  the  labourers  in  the  Scotch 
oounbes.  Under  your  scheme  of  relief, 
a  labourer  will  get  the  munificent  sum 
of  2|d.  per  annum.  A  small  farm  pay- 
ing £40  a  year  will  get  Is.  3d.  a  year, 
l^a  richer  men  will  get  a  somewhat 
slightly  larger  sum.      It  would  be  an 
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enormous  advantage  to  the  smaU 
farmers,  agricultural  labourers,  and 
workmen  in  the  counties  if  there  waa 
free  education  in  Standards  IV.  and  V.; 
because  I  cannot  pat  the  charge  per 
annum  for  a  child  in  Standard  IV.  or 
Y.  at  less  than  5s.  A  parent  having 
three  children  in  the  higher  stan- 
dards would,  under  my  proposal, 
receive  relief  to  the  extent  of  15s. 
Under  your  sclieme  a  labourer  in  the 
country  would  get  IJid-i  but  the  tenant 
in  a  town  with  a  house  rented  at  £26 
would  only  get  id.  a  year.  Apart  alto- 
gether from  the  question  of  free  educa- 
tion in  the  Fourth  and  Fifth  Standards,  I 
shall  oppose  the  grant  because  I  regard 
it  as  a  bad  and  unreasonable  grant ; 
but  when  you  are  putting  in  competition 
with  this  mode  of  wasting  £35,000,  tha 
givin)^  of  free  education  in  the  Fourth 
and  Fifth  Standards,  you  know  already 
what  the  opinion  of  the  people  of  Soot- 
Amendment  proposed.  Clause  19, 
page  10,  line  15,  leave  out  Sub-section 
(2).— (j!fr.  Munter.) 

Question  proposed,"  That  Sub  seotion 
(2)  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BO  ABD  (Mh.  Hitchib, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  If  it  had 
not  been  for  the  direct  appeal  made 
to  mo  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  I  should 
have  been  almost  afraid  to  interpose 
in  this  Debate  in  case  it  might  be 
supposed  I  wanted  to  bring  some 
English  ideas  to  the  discussion  of 
Scotch  business.  With  reference  to 
the  additional  allowances,  it  was  per- 
fectly well  understood  at  the  time  tney 
wore  made  that  they  were  made  in 
anticipation  of  the  passing  of  the  Local 
Government  Bill.  As  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man knows,  [here  has  been  for  many 
years  past  a  very  urgent  demand  made 
from  all  parts  of  the  House  for  mora 
relief  than  previously  to  local  taxation 
by  means  of  grants  from  the  Imperial 
Exchequer.  It  was  because  the  Govern- 
ment had  in  contoniplation  a  Local 
Government  Bill  in  which  they  intended 
to  propose  considerable  relief  to  local 
taxation,  that  they  desired,  being  unable 
to  pass  the  Bill  two  years  ago,  to  anti- 
cipate the  passing  of  that  Bill  by  some 
measure  of  that  relief.  It  was  so  ex- 
plained at  the  time,  and  what  was  done 
in  reference  to  Scotland  was  also  done 
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In  rnfiirniirn  io  Kn)(lAti(I,  anf],  thoroforo,  they  do  not  receive  large  relief  aa  rate- 

If  thnrn   l»n  any  Mfuiylnini  an  t/i  thin  payors  the  other  ratepayers  slionld  be 

Kraiil  in  rnUtrmwn  in  Ncotlaud,  tho  samo  doprifed  of  all  advantage.     Therefore, 

4intii|i]iiitii  iiiny  prdporlv  hn  made  with  I  regret  we  cannot  accede  to  the  pro- 

Vdforniirii  ill  lOiiKliind.    Tho  hrin.dontlo-  pofial  of  the  hon.  Qentleman. 
•imu  tiiniiii  MoiiHt  NtnmK  nmiarkN  upon       Ma.  HUNTER:  I  will  withdraw  the 

ihi«  flirt  that  wn  worn  propofiinff  to  con-  Amendment  in  order  to  propose  another, 

iiiiuo  ihiN  ndditional  r«*liof  to  tiio  rate-  I  soo    that  the  effect  of  carrying  an 

imynr,  iiotwithntaiKlinK  tho  fact  that  in  Amendment   in    the  form    of  this  one 

«i  PiviNioii  wliirh  tucik  placn  tho  other  would  bo  that  the  whole  sum  of  £70,000 

ni^^h(,    a  majority  of  Hootch  Mnnil)ors  would   disappear,   and  unless   £35,000 

w«iri>  ill   favour  of  (liNponiiip:    of    tho  wore  otherwise  provided — for  instsiioe^ 

uxoiiov  in  ntuuo  othor  way.     Wo  folt  wo  out  of  the  Estimates,  over  which  I  have 

¥r«n>at  lihorty  tooonniditr  thoprantiniUy  no  control—there  would  be  nothing  at 

unanimoun  winh  of  \\\\\  Stnttoh  Monibors  all  left  for  the  roads.    My  intention  ia 

«\^  far  an  tho  Imlanco  of   tho  L*robiito  not  to  take  the  £70,000  but  £35,000. 
Puty  wrt!i  ooiuwutHl,  aftor  haviuK  inado        Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
|«i\»viiMou  lor  a  (Mutiuuanoo  of  all  thoiio        __     „,TVTm^Tfc     x  i^       ^ 

irrant*  whiohhad  boon  prtwioualy  paid ;        M*'  l^UNTER:  I  now  beg  to  move 

but  thon*  »ii  a  |?roat  dilforonco  botwoou  ^^    insort    after    «•  thirty-first   day    of 

dinisHiin,:  of    wonor   which   tho  rato-  Maroh.'  tho  words  "one  thousand  eight 

|HVvor»  haro  uovor  i^H^tMvod.  and  taking  huudr^  and  eighty-seven.       That  is 

out  of  ihoir  iHvkttuwouoT  which  thov  tho  last  ^wiod  before  anv  change  was 

havo  iNwiv^sl  pt>»vuMi:^lv.  Whilo  aamir.  «^*^^'^'-     '^^^^  change  m  the    fbUowmg 

lu\^  «ho«;*hc*  of  tho  S>v!ch  Mombow  r^**^  was  made  surwptitioualy.  We  first 

wx:h  M'fowr.vv  ^*  tho  additiowal  *uir*  hoard   of    it   in   September  last    year, 

tv*  .viv.o  luto  5ho.r  jvvko:?k  wo  vUHu^kI  *"^^  ^^  S:*^'^  »^''^»^  ▼*  ^^nl*  oppowit. 
frouXv*  A*v  •^••"•i^*  «'^l^vvr*whon\        AmonJmoa?    rropoeed.    Clause    19, 

wv  i>.o;t^:!\?  w.-r^  (Mx^^vr  rtK;5>;ow:*  of  a  jvi^  u\  Mao  1 1.  1mt>»  ont  all  the  words 

|v<;tov,o;   !h:*r.vi^ov.  -.r.ov  :hoy  had  ^ftor  •  MAnh"  to    end    of  aecdon,  ia 

l**vtv,*,;*.x  r«xv:v\\-    *r.l  xtt  5^:*!  I  :h::'A  or^'or   :o    ..:«•«    "  oa*  shoasaad  eight 


V         .       ♦  V  -      *  %'    V 


#>v^\*.  v.\i,;>  >j4tv  ^WA*.  v*.^^W,   ,*;;:  f,*j 

*•■  '  V.  V  Vx^v-'x        'i  V/ 


J;  *»:^ 
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tending  for  is  the  abolition  of  school 
fees  in  all  the  five  standards.  The  Go- 
▼emment  are  willing  to  abolish  school 
fees  in  all  the  five  standards  provided 
ihey  have  money  enough  to  do  it.  They 
admit  that  in  extending  the  abolition 
of  the  fees  to  three  out  of  the  five  stan- 
dards, they  are  conferring  a  boon 
upon  Scotland,  and  we  agree  with  them. 
The  President  of  the  Local  Qovemment 
Board  contends  that  in  their  proposals 
the  Government  have  the  Members 
with  them  who  represent  the  Scottish 
ratepayers  in  this  House.  If  by  a 
majority  of  votes  the  Scottish  Members 
decide  that  they  would  rather  jdevote 
this  money  to  the  freeing  of  education  in 
theFourth  and  Fifth  Standards  in  prefer- 
ence to  relieving  the  road  rates,  will  the 
Oovemment  abide  by  that  decision? 
That  is  a  fair  issue.  As  a  county  Mem- 
ber, I  affirm  that  the  people  would 
rather  free  the  education  in  lUI  the  stan- 
dards than  take  this  money  for  the  roads. 
If  that  is  the  opinion  of  the  Scottish 
Bepresentatives,  what  reason  can  there 
be  for  the  Government  refusing  this 
concession  ? 

Ujl  THOBBUEN  (Peebles  and  Sel- 
kirk) :  I  most  heartily  approve  of  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend.  I  have 
taken  some  considerable  trouble  to  ascer- 
tain the  opinion  of  my  own  constituents, 
and  I  can  say  that  every  man,  no  matter 
to  what  Party  he  belongs,  approves  of 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  most  earnestly  ask  the  Gh>vemment  to 
give  effect  to  what  is  really  the  wish  of 
the  great  majority  of  the  people.  I 
feel  that  in  doing  so  I  am  urging  the 
Oovemment  to  do  what  is  in  their  own 
interest,  and  what  will  be  looked  upon 
with  gratitude  by  the  people  of  Scotland. 
«Mb.  CHILDEBS  :  I  should  like  to 
say  a  few  words  upon  this  subject,  hav- 
ing some  historical  interest  in  it.  I  do 
not  think  the  facts  of  the  case  have 
been  fully  explained  by  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board.  There 
was  for  many  years  a  persistent  agita- 
tion, headed  by  Sir  Massey  Lopes,  on 
behalf  of  the  country  gentlemen  of 
England  seeking  relief  from  local  taxa- 
tion. It  was  singly  urged  that  as  it 
was  impossible  to  carry  a  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill,  at  the  same  time  grants 
ahould  be  made  by  the  Treasury  at  once 
in  reduction  of  local  burdens.  That  view 
was  carried  in  the  teeth  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day,  who  were  anxious  to 


do  the  two  things  together.  What  was 
the  result  of  the  decision  ?  It  was  that 
the  Government  found  themselves  con- 
strained to  propose  a  plan  under  which 
English  road  authorities  would  have  a 
considerable    subvention    out    of     the 

public  money.  The  suggestion  was 
never  even  made  as  to  Scotland,  and  it 
was  only  afterwards,  when  it  became 
necessary  for  the  Government  to  give 
effect  to  the  view  taken  by  Parliament 
at  the  time,  that  it  was  urged  that  the 
same  must  be  done  for  Scotland  that 

was  done  for  England.  What  is  the 
position  now?  The  House  has  agreed 
to  certain  measures  of  relief  to  Scotland 
and  England  alike  in  connection  with 
the  establishment  of  Local  Government* 
Surely  Scotch  Members  have  a  right  to 
say,  '^Let  us  have  what  is  given  to 
Scotland  in  our  own  way  and  for  own 
purposes,  and  not  necessarily  in  the 
same  way  as  England."  I  am  persuaded 
the  Government  will  listen  to  the  voice 
of  the  Scotch  Members,  and  let  the  aid 
to  Scotch  local  expenditure — which  all 
are  agreed  should  be  equally  given — 
be  given  to  England  in  the  way 
England  wishes,  and  to  Scotland  in  the 
way  the  Scotch  people  wish. 

♦Mb.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire):  I 
trust  the  Government  will  accept  the 
compromise  suggested  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Aberdeen, 
which  I  understand  to  be  that  the 
subvention  to  the  rates  in  Scotland 
should  be  the  amount  given  some 
few  years  ago.  I  have  the  honour  to 
represent  a  large  county  in  Scotland, 
but  I  confess  I  never  heard  anyone 
demand  any  subvention  in  respect  of 
the  roads.  The  people  would  greatly 
prefer  that  this  £35,000  should  be 
applied  in  the  reduction  of  school  fees 
than  in  the  reduction  of  the  road  rate. 
Surely,  it  would  conduce  very  much  to 
an  economy  of  time  if  the  Gh>vernment 
could  make  up  their  minds  to  accept  this 
compromise.  By  doing  so  they  would 
establish  a  claim  to  the  lasting  gratitude 
of  the  people  of  Scotland.  In  the  end 
this  wiU  have  to  be  done ;  in  fact,  I  am 
persuaded  their  present  proposals  will 
not  last  much  beyond  the  next  General 
Election.  The  people  of  Scotland  have 
made  up  their  minds  to  seize  this 
opportunity  for  obtaining  free  educa- 
tion, and  the  Government  would  gratify 
the  people  by  distributing  this  money 
so  as  to  attain  this  object. 


U.\  L^M  9n94nniuiU  {COSOCOXS;  '  Srwdm£j  ft,  MA         IM 


(Vim'ZTymi<vi  'vi::h.oas  f  xrmer  wisc«  of  '  fTippooe;.  «■  hl  ^«g^w*  Manbcr,  I  dull 

tinw  30C  bn  pnclndad  frQUL  iataipuMg  aov* 

3if2.  F:  T.  riF.rij    r>-inifr«f.  ±.?.   :  I  This  ia  %  qocanonqf  irrj  rnMooiiMo 

xnr.T  'I'lar  imi'.nr  *ny  ".'▼a  ^.ooati^iisata.  importBocVt  ooiiohxiiir  as  it  ioai  otkor 

«Afi  r  'vi.f  ?<w*.en:u7  -v.^h  'riit^m.  f;i<i:a^  inaiiRiaL   qruMiuiijs  whidt    hMwm  to  be 

.ji    7%r7   ^rr-.n?  '-^i   v.ji  an h.; •*<!?.      Th*^  liandlfsd    with,    vsj   gnat   eani      U^ 

«r^ijU;.r>n     i^r;     !:t    nrnAri£.ihL>?.       N-}  mare£3r«.  the  GsvEcniiuat  do  not  vote 

4ingr!<)    "^r.r.t.'.n    .Xf-^^.^'^r  !i.-u    .<iTir:p<:Tt«Hi  &z?unsc  th<»  AnmidnieBt  on  Am  pmnit 

rhft'  O'.v^m.ni^n':.    ih.-.uz^    oon.    If-^oi-  -locaaion.  ifi   mniie    he  tmdflntoood  that 

r,*n^  ''•',1(1    ^.v.r.ianii  r,n  '^hft  oriisr  ii-i*  dli«y  reaerro  fail  lihavtr  batwwa  bow 

AA^'%    ".f^'^n    Tv^t^,iiTM\j   ".aalliiajTiii    ro  md  th«  B<;port  tti  eonfloiiar  its  foil  tliBet 


Aiimr^   "^t'    PMr.^r.    M*m-.w   pTOie-it  ♦ICa.    MARK    3TEWABT    .:;Kiiciid. 

.^^fiixf\j  %  -ir.z^n   r  *K:.ii — 'viiicfi  La  a  brizb-t  :    While  arimittfng  Aa  axpsdi- 

v»nfn/lAr;ih!i^.  iim.".*^  for  ".iie^  Deharea.  encj  of  the  coucenoa  tha  sight  hoa. 

^T'^'T    ixvuKtciwr.w  w,  ir.  "^ccft-ih  K^tnh^in  ^jreademaa    has    mada.   I  caikaot   bat 


hit^^   ?itf>0'''r^>*'^    "'^^   Crovemtn'nir.  will  recrec    the    GaTsniiient    haw    givsa 

iwv^.    P'.As(::Uif\  \f/¥mh«nrt    support  .^cocnh  waj-  ^iocethetizmpikaswecaabolishad, 

«v;>in;on    -.n  \hU  matr^tr,  iviiinh  hen  no  ^he  mimeT  giTea  to  tha  foads  has  bsaa 

fmpm-.'ii    v*r.r.^n     if^a?u%7i)r?      It    »  of  imznenae  adTsntaga,  not  oaij  to  the 

^irri'piy   *  '.  ift*«tir,n  '■,f  ^p»=?nri:njf  Scotch  rarepajera.  bat  tti  the  whola  coantiy, 

.iftr,n«7  =ir/»..';r-!;n5f  V.  •!r.ot/»ri  '-.pin.oti  for  *Ma.     CAJCPBELL-BANSBRllAir: 

Win  yk^y»»f>i  %^  f.'»«%ir.ir  <Hi:ir.a:.;i:ti.     The  I  caanot  but    acksawledge  ^a  finmk 

;>r'»p^«wii  '*^  '.ii'9  O-.'i'^mmftnt    is    fidia  way    La   which  the  n^t  hoo.  Ghatle* 

tor  \t\-i  ^t^ntunr.  v>  ."^nrinianri  ;  ;:  ioei  net  siaii  had  met  the  wiahasof  Seotdi  Mem- 

T,f'^  Mi.<%f  of   mnr»  ".han  three-^iarhta  bers  : a  wJaelj  accepting  tha  opinioa  of 


'Vi 


f   SI    p^nny    in   ':he   J^I    mywhere.     I    Memb^n  aa  expreaaed  in  tha  CoBnit* 
'wviid  appeal  !o  Coafler7a:ive  Kemben.    -ee.  -v::hoat  waitizig  to  aea  tha  nomben 


in   not    rhi*)   an    cnnaaion    when     tiiey  on 'iiTi^si^n.     I  take  this  to  be  a 

mif^ht  jarlicinnsiy  inrarpoae  to  aaaiat  na  ^ion  :.)  oar  wishes,  pra^uiing  no  fiaaadil 

in  a  mod^Mt  and  reaaonahlt*  req^zeflt  ?  d::5oaItida  interpoae ;  and  I  am.  sore  the 

?A^      ARCnrB  ALD      CAMPBEXL  Government  will  reap  tha  banafit  of  this 

'Rmifr^^.    W.    :    I    hav-?    no    heaira-  in  S:oclanii,  and    that   it  will  gnatlj 

Vion     Vi     erpreaa     my    opinion    when  racil::a.:e  :he  prograas  of  tha  BilL 

chail«^nsr?%d.     I  anpported  :ha   'jovem-  5ia.    G-.     TREVELTAN     ^fflasgow* 

ment:     proposal    for    a    2Tant    to    the  Bnd^ton  :     It    may  aare  time   if  I 

pr.'(i(hlanrii)'^  h<>fian.se   I   believqii  ::  waa  say    i    wori    in    reference   to    QaBse 

fair  and  ;*iat.  and  the  r^arryina^  ont  of  ^-^^    ^  Thia    Clanae    19    is    io^ostaat ; 

a   bar^in   made   with   the   ratepayers  but  CLauae  2.3  ia  of  greater  izz^portanes^ 

that  they  <)honld  he  in  a  poaicion  e<7aal  ftad  I  hope  the  GoTemment  will  eon- 

to  that  they  occupied  previona  to  the  aider   that   cid'dse   in   the   light  of  fha 

paminfl^of  thia  Act.     Bat  when  I  come  debatea  m   Claoae    U.    in.  order  that 

to  ^y^naidt^r  \'nlA  q^'ieation  of  the  zrant  when  we  ^t  :o  that  clanae,  aa  I  hope 

for  roadfl,  I  am  bound  t :  wy  that  the  ▼*?   ahortly    may.    iiacuaaian    maj    Da 

money  a^ven   for  roada   haa   not  been  macerially  shortened, 

aaked  for  ^-y  :^cotiand.     Thia  \a  one  of  Qaeation  put.  and  negpatired. 

thnae  matters  on  which  a  larze  ^nm  haa        .-^ ^.  .  i*!.  <.    ^.l  ji     - 

b*»n  fr:««r%d  a^ay  to  a  consi-ierable  ^jT^i""'-  ),.   K      j     ?    T*-  \S2.* 

extent,     r  aai  bound  to  consider  those  f '^^^'l  *'«?=   ^'^"'^^  *°'^    •«*^ 

who  pay  small  sums  to  the  roads,  as  "^^^j  .°*    ^""^  *'«*«»^'      P«*'  "* 

w<5ll  a.s  those  who  pav  lararer  suma.  and  ^ 

I  think  the  relief  afforiei'i  ia  so  incon-  5?:a  G.  CAMPBELL  :   I  am  sorry  tha 

fiidftrahle,  that  I  think  ii:  woald   be  a  hon.  Member  fijr  South  Lanark  is  aotia 

graceful  concesaion  on  the  part  of  the  hia  place.  I  would  racher  the  Ameadi 

Onvernment  it   they  were  to   yield  on  I   have   to   propose  should  come  : 

thia  point.                                      "  bim.     I  quite  accept  tne  riew  whieb  I 

Thk      FIRST       LORD      of      ths  think  was  accepted  by  the  decision  ott 

TREA.SrRY     W.    H.    Sv:th.  Strand,  the  Last  discussion,  that  the  old  atandasd 

Weatminater  :     I   hare   listened    with  of  subveutioas  should   be  maiataiaad, 
▼M7  gf^^^  interest  to  this  L>ebate.  but  I  ^  but  that  the  distribution  ot  new 
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sbonld  be  acoording^  to  the  wishes  of 
Sootch  Members.  So  far  as  I  can  un- 
derstand Sab-section  3,  this  is  a  new 
grant,  and  not  in  compensation  for  the 
old  grant  for  pauper  lunatics.  It  is  a  new 
grant,  and  treated  differently  from  the 
money  provided  by  Sub-section  2.  Now, 
it  is  argued  that  the  granting  of  sums  in 
aid  of  English  paupers  is  an  attempt  to 
force  the  local  authorities  to  adopt  the 
indoor  system  of  relief.  Of  course,  I  do 
not  mean  to  say  this  is  an  encourage- 
ment to  manufacture  lunatics,  but  I 
think  the  method  of  application  is  arti- 
ficial and  objectionable,  and  therefore 
I  move  the  omission  of  the  sub-sec- 
tion. 

Amendment  proposed,  page  10,  line 
21,  leave  out  Sub-section  (3). 

Mr.  hunter  :  I  think  we  might 
dispose  of  this  question  very  shortly,  for 
there  is  really  only  one  point  in  it. 
This  £21,000  now  pa^'d  to  the  Parochial 
Boards  out  of  Imperial  Funds  is  as 
nearly  as  possible  identical  with  the 
sum  now  paid  for  the  fees  of  pauper 
children ;  therefore,  it  is  really  a  ques- 
tion to  consider  whether  it  is  worth 
while  keeping  this  up  as  a  separate 
grant.  Of  course,  it  is  obvious  that  it 
makes  no  difference  to  the  ratepayers 
whether  you  keep  it  as  a  separate  g^nt 
except  in  this  way,  that  if  in  addition  to 
relieving  the  Parochial  Boards  from 
school  fees  you  add  this,  you  make  an 
addition  of  £21,000  to  the  Parochial 
Boards.  I  make  no  objection  to  that, 
except  if  you  withdraw  the  implied  pro- 
hibition of  1882,  on  School  Boards 
against  the  remission  of  fees.  The  Act 
of  1882,  though  not  in  precise  terms,  by 
implication  prohibits  such  remission. 
But  really  in  the  end  it  merely  comes  to 
a  matter  of  account,  and  perhaps  the 
Qovemment  will  express  their  opinion  ? 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  think 
it  will  be  quite  obvious  that  it  is  im- 
possible to  determine  the  question 
except  on  a  review  of  the  whole  finan- 
cial situation.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
has  promised  that  the  whole  matter 
shall  be  reconsidered,  and  I  do  not  think 
the  Committee  can  usefully  address  it- 
self to  the  question  now. 

Sir  O.  CAMPBELL :  Then  may  I 
ask  what  the  Qovemment  intend  to  do  ? 
On  the  last  occasion  they  struck  out  the 
sub-section.  Of  course,  I  am  quite  in 
he  hands  of  the  Government. 


Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Perhaps  we  had 
better  let  the  sub -section  stand  as  it  is 
for  consideration,  as  I  suggested. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

♦Mr.  ho  worth  (Salford):  There 
is  a  very  old  tradition  of  the  House  that 
a  Member  best  secures  its  attention  and 
respect  when  he  only  interposes  upon 
subjects  on  which  he  has  special  know- 
ledge, or  where  a  special  duty  is  placed 
upon  him.  I  feel  the  force  of  this  so 
very  strongly  that  I  should  not  have 
ventured  to  intervene  in  a  Scotch  Debate 
if  I  did  not  feel  that  the  clause  to  which 
I  rise  to  take  exception  contains  a 
principle  not  only  exceedingly  mischiev- 
ous on  its  merits,  but  which  traverses 
in  my  view,  and  in  the  view  of  many 
others  near  me,  the  best  traditions  we 
are  here  to  represent.  I  refer  to  the 
principle  of  free  education,  which  is  oou'* 
ceded  in  this  clause.  I  am  aware  that 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate the  other  day  protested  rather 
warmly  against  the  compliments 
showered  upon  him  from  the  other 
side  on  his  conversion  to  this  principle, 
which,  for  the  past  25  years,  the  party 
to  which  he  belongs  has  denounced^ 
but  the  fact  remains  that  by  this  con- 
cession a  man  will,  for  the  first  time 
in  our  history,  be  in  a  position  to  claim  as 
a  right  that  his  children  shall  be  edu- 
catea  at  the  expense  of  others  when  he 
can  afford  to  pay  for  it  himself,  and 
this  is  what  we  mean  by  Free  Education. 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  some  of  us 
ought  on  this  occasion  to  give  the  loyalty 
of  our  vote  to  the  principles  we  have 
uniformly  maintained  on  every  platform 
wherever  we  had  the  opportunity  of 
pressing  them  home.  My  objec- 
tions to  the  clause  and  the  principle 
it  contains  are,  in  the  first  place, 
formal  objections.  I  think  that 
when  a  party  diverges  from  a 
ground  which  they  have  occupied  so 
long  that  divergence  ought  not  to  be 
formulated  in  an  obscure  section  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament,  which  in  essence  is 
by  no  means  g^rmain  to  that  section, 
but  in  a  special  enactment  so  that  under 
the  lightof  heaven  it  may  be  proclaimed 
to  all  who  are  interested  what  has  been 
done.  I  object  that  in  a  Scotch  Local 
Government  Bill  we  should  have  an 
obscure  clause  of  this  kind  passed  to 
effect  such  a  revolution  in  our  principle 
and  practice  concerning  education.   But 
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ft  unmiB  to  nm  duit  diis  is  not  die  onlj 
£«gni«e  in  which  this  piincipie  i»  roeoia- 
mend4)d  fi»  the  Hotue*  If  thi«  had  beea 
%  diraet  pfopomtion  to  MBSt  adnca^a 
ia  die  dinetioa  of  tn airing'  it  free  by 
ioipomsg^  ntety  we  should  he:7e  had  a 
fery  ftcvmi^  ogpoaitioa  from,  more  thaa 
eoe  Scottiah.  fltember ;  hot,  beeanae  it 
iM>  taken  fbim  a  f and  to  which  it  ia  the 
Uadkion  to  think  all  are  not  eontribotora 
^-the  great  milch  cow  of  the  State — Im- 
yerial  taxation  and  datiea  -  a  oulch 
eew  which  iieema  rery  ramote  from 
Ae  ratepay^Ti  that  it  haa  anceeeded 
m  attracting  to  itaelf  the  popularity 
which  it  haa  aecnred.  Bat,  thia 
ia  a  mere  diag^iae.  In  England  the 
aame  tax  ia,  no  doobt,  dewoted  to 
die  TftlUff  rd  t^M  ratepayera,  and  whether 
yoQ  pay  for  edncation  out  of  the  rataa, 
er  firom  a  fnnd  which  ocherwiae  wofdd 
go  for  the  relief  of  the  taxpayer,  it  aeema 
to  me  that  erentoally  the  Scottish  rate- 
payar  ia  the  peraon  who  will  have  to 

KfoT  the  primnple  of  free  education. 
oMeetiona,  however,  are  not  merely 
tcimtd.  I  am  oppoaed  to  the  princi' 
pie  of  free  education  aa  being  moat  mia- 
ahierooa  in  every  poaaible  aapect,  not 
only  d  priori,  but  baeaaae  empiricnlly 
it  luM  been  proved  miachievona  in  many 
aonntriea.  I  will  state  one  or  two  par- 
tienlar  axamplaa  of  the  miach)M  I 
loraaee.  I  will  not  enlarge  on  the 
Iremendona  danger  we  are  perpetually 
in  with  a  population  growing  at  a  rate 
which  to  aome  ia  like  a  diraial  night* 
mare,  and  when  inducement  after  in- 
ducement ia  being  given  to  claaaea  which 
have  no  prudence  in  their  arrangements, 
matrimonial  or  oiherwiae,  to  increase 
that  population,  which  la  already  ao 
congested  in  many  districts.  '*  Free 
education"  is  a  palpable  misnomer. 
There  is  no  such  thing,  and  the 
expression  means  merelv  that  the 
education,  which  ought  to  be 
paid  for  by  one  set  of  men  has  to  be 
paid  fcfT  by  another,  consisting  in 
many  caaea  of  men  quite  aa  little 
able  to  bear  the  buraen  as  those 
seeking  relief.  We  ought  to  have 
regard  to  the  great  elassoa  of  clerks 
and  superior  artiaana  in  the  large  towns 
who  wuh  their  children  to  be  educated 
apart  from  the  sinister  influence 'of  the 
gutter,  who  have  paid  for  the  education 
of  their  own  ohildren  at  oonsiderable 
sacrifice,  and  upon  whom  will  be  im- 
posed a  double  burden  if  thej  have  to 

Mr.  Bowofil 


pay  for  the  erfnitatfon  of  dioir  wm§fir' 
bonis'  childEaL  aa  welL  I  cannot  help 
refiaezin^  ^  the  -Idi  Seetzon.  at  60 
deoteh.  KduiTatinn  Aat^  in  widdb.  tb 
!  duty  of  the  Stafia,  and  of  the  paroit  i& 
diia  matSBT  ia  scaced  in  Guma  which^  ia 
an  Act  of  Pariiamen  t,  an  almoatpoatiBaL 
It  aeema  to  me  tiiat  in  that  danaav  jm^ 
have  fbrmnlated  in  a  way  whiek 
cannot  be  improved,  what  we  aH  fM* 
namely,  that  ^  dioce  be  a  duty  that  ia 
more  parwital  than  any  othi^.  it  ia  £a- 
tinctly  that  of  educating  a  man's  child* 
dren  whui  he  haa  brought  them,  into 
the  world  I  cannot  fiiUow  die  axgn* 
ment  that  becaoae  education  haa  bean 
made  oompulaory,  we^  therefcire,  ought 
to  relieve  the  parent  of  the  duty  of  pay- 
ing for  that  education.  CompvnioK 
by  the  State  in  such  a  eaae  »  ooiy 
the  insistence  diat  a  man  shall  peiJumi 
the  dutiee  naturally  incumbeBt  npoa 
him.  If  he  cannot  afiEbrd  to  db  x^  we 
provide  him  with  machinoy  lor  ob- 
taining relief  I  am  aware  that  dia 
method  of  relief  in  ancb  easea  ia  oba 
which  in  some  quarters  raiaaa  a  aenfti- 
mental  grievance,  and  I  shoold  be  pee- 
pared  to  conaid^  some  method  el 
remedying  the  grievance.  Bat  ao  loog 
as  a  man  can  bear  the  boxden,  we 
have  hitherto  enacted  that  it  shall  be 
borne  on  bis  own  shouIdsKa.  We 
know  experimentally  that  a  poent 
alone  valuea  for  bia  children  that 
which  costa  him  some  naftrififfe  In 
this  I  am  not  speaking  ao  mndi 
of  Scotland  where  education  has  beea 
looked  upon  as  almost  a  ralij^bna 
duty ;  but  I  am  thinking  of  the  great 
masses  in  the  large  "RngliA  towns  wad 
elaewhere.  This  fust  should  have  weight 
with  the  party  to  which  I  belong  for 
it  ia  surely  one  cardinal  plank  in  ita 

glatform,  that  an  individuslonght  at  dl 
azard  to  bear  burdens  he  makes  for 
himaelf.  Mr.  Forster  in  hia  great 
educadon  speech  in  1870  recognised 
and  insisted  upon  die  duty  of  a  parent 
paying  for  the  educadon  A  his  ehudraa* 
and  pointed  out  that  if  free  education 
were  granted  for  elementary  educatioa, 
it  would  afterwards  be  demanded  for 
secondary  and  primary  educadon  as  welL 
But  I  would  go  beyond  this  d  primi 
argument.  We  study  polidca  generally 
as  an  experimental  science,  and  not 
merely  as  a  deducdve  art,  and  therelore 
it  is  as  an  experimental  science  that  we 
ought  Co  treat  it  when  we  deal  wifit 
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-casea  like  the  present.  Take  th^oase  of 
America — a  country  which  is  so  hke  our 
own  in  antecedents  and  condition  of  life. 
It  is  a  most  remarkable  fact  that  in 
America,  where  education  is  free,  as 
is  shown  by  the  last  Beturn  of  the 
Education  Board,  children  attend  school 
only  62  per  cent,  of  the  time  they 
ought  to  be  at  school,  while  in  the  cor- 
responding schools  in  England  where 
fees  are  paid  the  time  of  attendance  is 
74  per  cent.  There  you  have  a  case 
where  the  experiment  has  been  tried 
for  many  years,  and  where  it  has  been 
tried  under  the  best  conditions,  and  I 
say  the  result  is  such  as  ought  to  make 
you  hesitate  very  much  before  trying 
tthe  experiment  at  home.  I  want  myself 
to  see  the  children  of  this  country 
educated,  and  I  would  sacrifice  a  great 
deal  to  Socialism  if  I  thought  the 
SodaUstio  doctrines  we  are  likely  to  add 
to  the  number  of  our  educated  people 
amons  the  working  classes,  but  in 
America  they  have  proved  to  be  an  utter 
failure  in  this  behalf.  The  best  of  all 
recent  authorities  on  education,  the 
late  Mr.  Matthew  Arnold,  was  decidedly 
opposed  to  free  education.  Mr.  Fitch, 
perhaps  one  of  the  most  experienced 
English  inspectors  who  have  been  to 
America  to  report  on  the  educational 
«ystem  in  practice  there,  and  other 
educational  authorities,  are  distinctly  at 
one  in  contending  that  directly  you  take 
away  the  enormous  inducement  and 
pressure  behind  the  parent,  in  the  form 
of  nayment  for  the  education  of  his 
•child,  you  at  once  have  a  great  amount 
of  truant  playing,  the  children  do  not 
attend  school  as  they  should,  and 
there  is  an  immense  falling  off  in 
attendance.  It  is  a  remarkable  circum- 
stance that  in  a  country  like  England, 
where  the  principle  of  free  education 
has  never  been  introduced  at  all,  you 
should  have  a  return  of  school  attendance 
which  tells  so  conspicuously  in  favour  of 
our  present  system.  To  take  another 
instimce,  in  the  oldElingdom  of  Prussia, 
where  the  children  are  almost  dragooned 
into  learning,  we  find  the  most  remark- 
able fact  that  whereas  in  the  Prussian 
Oonstitution  of  1850  there  is  a  clause 
making  education  both  free  and  com- 
imlsory,  it  has  never  been  enforced  ex- 
cept in  Berlin. 

^  Mb.  MTJNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
4nde):  Oh,  yes. 

70L.  OOOXXXyni.  [thibd  sb&des.] 


♦Mb.  ho  WORTH:  Perhaps  I  am 
putting  it  a  little  too  strongly.  But,  at 
any  rate,  in  seven-eights  or  eight-tenths 
of  the  kingdom  the  system  of  free 
schools  has  not  been  introduced,  and  all 
the  Prussian  educational  authorities 
completely  condemned  the  principle.  The 
principle  has  hardly  been  enforced  at 
all  in  Prussia,  and  remains  as  it 
was  before  the  year  1850,  in  all  the 
towns  except  Berlin  and  Diisseldorf. 
And  what  is  true  of  Prussia  is  also  true 
in  a  measure  of  Bavaria  and  Saxony.  In 
Paris,  where  the  democratic  theory 
prevails  that  all  children  ought  to  be 
put  on  the  same  level  for  their  chance 
in  life,  one-third  of  the  poor  are  not 
taught  and  where  free  education  has  been 
adopted  as  a  plank  of  the  ultra- demo- 
cratic platform  in  free  schools,  and  a  com- 
plete revolt  is  going  on  against  them. 
The  number  in  private  schools  is  increas- 
ing largely,  because  there  is  in  action  a 
progress  of  grading  schools,  which  is  a 
necessity  where  you  have  a  large  mass 
of  population  living  in  the  gutter,  with 
which  it  would  be  a  crime  to  make  the 
children  of  the  better  people  amongst  the 
humbler  classes  associate  compulsorily.I 
have  never  seen  a  rational  scheme  of 
grading  these  big  schools  so  as  to  avoid 
contact  with  the  dirty  and  the  vicious. 
No  doubt  in  Scotland  the  problem  does 
not  present  itself  in  the  same  aspect,  for 
amongst  the  people  in  the  rural  districts 
there  much  the  same  morals  and  cleanli- 
ness prevail,  and  there  is  no  difficulty  in 
mixing  the  poor,  but  there  would  be 
great  difficulty  in  doing  so  in  large  com- 
munities like  Glasgow,  just  as  there 
would  be  in  large  !^glish  towns,  such 
as  Manchester  and  Salford.  I  can  quite 
understand  Members  opposite  giving 
their  allegiance  to  the  view  that  on  this 
question  they  should  give  what  is  de- 
manded by  Scottish  opinion  and  not 
what  is  necessary  in  the  Imperial  in- 
terests, because  they  are  Home  Hulers. 
But  while  I  am  in  favour  of  extending 
as  much  as  possible  the  principle  of 
making  the  administrative  machinery  in 
Provincial  districts  adapted  to  their 
needs  and  demands,  I  hold  that  it 
is  mischievous  to  introduce  a  fundamen- 
tal principle  for  Scotland  on  the  question 
of  education  which  is  not  applicable  to 
England.  Grave  questions  of  principle 
like  this  ought  not  to  be  decided  oy 
local  and  provincial  feeling,  as  is  desired 
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by  Home  Eulera  opposite,  but  upon 
Imperial  considerations,  and  it  is  because 
I  am  sure  the  same  demand  will  be  made 
in  England  if  this  precedent  is  estab- 
lished that  I  make  a  solemn  protest 
against  the  proposal.  We  have  no  right, 
in  regard  to  a  question  involving  so 
much  that  is  dangerous  and  doubtful, 
to  settle  it  on  behalf  of  a  local  district 
and  in  deference  to  provincial  opinion, 
for  it  ought  to  be  decided  by  this  House 
for  us  all.  You  have  already  difficulties 
of  the  supremest  kind  created  by  diver- 
gence of  principle  in  different  parts  of 
the  Empire — one  of  which,  I  may 
mention,  namely,  the  law  of  marriage, 
a  man  who  has  lived  in  adultery  can 
in  Scotland,  after  marriage,  have  his 
children  regarded  as  legitimate,  whereas 
they  would  be  regarded  as  bastards  in 
this  country.  That  is  the  kind  of  diffi- 
culty which  should  not  exist.  It  seems 
to  me  you  are  introducing  another  and 
similar  difficulty  in  this  Bill  in  trying  to 
make  one  rule  for  Scotland  and  another 
for  England.  I  protest  against  this  new 
principle  on  every  ground.  I  protest 
against  it  because  it  is  the  duty 
of  a  parent,  if  he  can  afford  it,  to 
educate  his  children,  and  because 
it  will  give  a  great  blow  to  education 
instead  of  enhancing  its  benefits.  I 
also  object  to  it  because  by  giving 
State  aid  merely  for  the  three  lowest 
standards  you  will  induce  great  masses 
of  the  poor  to  treat  everything  beyond 
that  miserable  level  as  something  which 
is  mere  luxury  and  you  will  be  draw- 
ing a  line  by  which  poor  people 
are  to  fix  what  is  education  and 
what  is  luxury.  The  standard  in  such 
matters  is  low  enough  already.  I  feel 
very  strongly  on  this  subject.  I 
feel  that  I  am  committed  by  many 
pledges  to  oppose  the  introduction  of 
free  education,  and  by  promises 
to  deputations  of  persons  verg- 
ing on  complete  poverty,  protesting 
against  this  principle.  And,  finally,  I 
protest  that  wo  have  no  business  in  this 
Uouse  to  steer  our  legislative  ship  by  a 
merely  provincial  rudder,  and  that  we 
ought  in  all  those  mutters  of  supreme 
importance  to  adopt  those  views  which 
our  experience  and  theories  teach  us 
are  good  for  us  all.  Feeling  this.  I 
think  I  ou^ht  to  press  my  Amend- 
ment to  a  IM vision,  if  I  can  only 
get  one  hon.  Member  to  tell  with  me  in 
the  Lobby. 

J/r.  Hoicorth 


Amendment  moTed,  Clause  19,  page 
10,  line  29,  to  leave  out  from  "  direct,''' 
to  end  of  Sab-Ecction  4. — {Mr.  HaworiK,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  do  left  out  stand  part  of  the- 
Glause." 

Mb.  PROVAND  (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars,  &c.) :  The  Scotch  Members^ 
are  tolerably  well  accustomed  to  beings 
voted  down  in  regard  to  measures 
which  the  great  maiority  of  them 
want;  but  I  should  be  astonished  iT 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Salford  obtains  any 
support  whatever  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House.  The  hon.  Member  objects 
to  the  question  of  free  education  being 
brought  forward  in  what  he  calls  an 
obscure  clause.  If  there  is  anythinff^ 
obscure  about  the  clause  I  hope  it  wiO 
be  rectified  before  it  leaves  the  House^ 
Then  the  hon.  Member  objects  on  the 
ground  that  the  money  is  not  given  by 
a  direct  Vote ;  but  the  fact  is  the  money 
is  given  as  directly  as  it  possibly  can  be. 
More  than  that,  it  is  Scotch  money,  and 
surely  we  have  some  right  to  say  to  what 
particular  purpose  it  should  be  applied. 
The  hon.  Member  next  said  that  the- 
population  of  Scotland  was  increasing- 
very  fast.  Everybody  admits  that ;  but 
that  is  no  reason  why  education  should 
not  be  made  free.  A  further  point 
of  the  hon.  Member's  against  the 
sub -section  is  that  there  are  many 
clerks  and  .^superior  mechanics  in 
Salford  who  do  not  wish  their  children 
to  mix  with  scholars  who  are  not  aa 
well  dressed — with  gutter  childreUi  in 
fact,  to  use  his  own  expression.  Sorely 
this  is  creating  class  within  class,  and  I 
am  glad  that  in  Scotland  we  have  no- 
clerks  and  superior  mechanics  of  this 
kind.  Our  duty  is  not  to  degrade  the 
scholars,  but  to  lift  them  up;  and  it 
would  degrade  those  to  whom  we 
should  say  that  children  who  wear  finer 
clothes  and  who  are  better  fed  should  not 
mix  with  them.  The  hon.  Member 
quoted  Mr.  Forster  in  support  of  his  con- 
tention; but  free  education  has  made 
many  strides  since  Mr.  Forster  used  tho 
words  which  the  Committee  have  heard 
read.  Then  the  hon.  Membertold  us  that 
free  education  had  proved  a  failure,  and 
he  quoted  Prussia  in  support  of  his  con- 
tention. First,  he  said  the  compulsory 
clauses  had  not  been  carried  out  in 
certain  parts :  then  on  being  challenged 
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he  reduced  that  statement,  and  I  do  not 
think  the  hon.  Member  can  be  much  of 
an  authority  on  education  in  Prussia,  or 
he  would  hare  been  more  certain  of  his 
facts.    He  also  mentioned  the  case  of  the 
United  States.     He  pointed  out  that  in 
the  United  States  the  attendance  at  free 
schools  was  62  per  cent,  while  in  the 
United  E[ingdom  it  is  74  per  cent.    No 
doubt  his  figures  may  be  correct ;  but 
here,  aeain,  he  only  told  us  part  of  the 
story,    in  the  first  place,  in  many  parts 
of  the  United  States  compulsory  atten- 
dance   is     not    the     law ;     and     in 
some  places  where  it  is  the  law  it  is 
not  inforced.      Again,  in  many  parts 
there  is  such  a  scattered  population,  that 
attendance  is  difficult  in  winter  and  bad 
weather,    therefore,    these    and    other 
reasons  would  account  for  the  diminished 
ayerage     attendance    in    the    United 
States  as  compared    with   the   United 
Eangdom.    The  hon.   Member  did  not 
mention  Massachusetts ;  he  said  nothing 
about  Boston,  where  attendances  is  com- 
pulsory and  where  the  law  is  enforced. 
His  figures  represent  the  average  for 
the  United  States,  and  are    therefore 
misleading.       I  will  not,  however,  go 
into    details;     I    will   content  myself 
by  pointing  out  that  in  the  case  of  the 
nearest  approach    to   Free   Schools  in 
this  country — I  refer  to  the  Jew's  school 
in  East  London  where  the  average  fee 
is  only  one  halfpenny  per  week — there 
we  get  the  highest  rate  of  attendance 
in  tnis  country.    In  fact,  the  nearer  we 
get  to  free  schools,  the  higher  is  the 
rate  of  attendance.     I  have  no  doubt 
that  where  in  the  United  States  com- 
pulsion is  the  law — but  is  not — enforced, 
it  might  as  well  not  be  the  law  at  all. 
The    real    reason    which,     no    doubt, 

nmpted  the  hon.  Member  to  move  the 
endment  was  the  reflex  action 
which  must  follow  in  England  when 
free  education  has  been  g^ven  to  Scot- 
land. It  is  in  the  interests  of  the 
Ohurch  schools  in  England  that  the 
hon.  Member  spoke;  in  fact,  he  held 
a  brief  for  the  parson  and  not  for  those 
whom  he  represented  in  Salford.  He 
admitted  that  if  we  adopted  the  funda- 
mental principle  of  free  education  in 
Scotland  it  must  travel  to  England,  and 
I  say  that  the  sooner  it  is  applied  in 
both  countries  the  better.  It  required 
a  great  deal  of  courage  for  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  move  his  Amendment, 
seeing  that  not  a  single  Scotch  Member 


will    support  him.      For    an    English 
Member  to  move  such  an  Amendment 
against  the  interests  of  Scotland,  and  to 
be  followed  into  the  Lobby  by  English 
Members  only,  is  a  Parliamentary  out- 
rage.    I  consider    it   nothing  less.     I 
hope  I  shall  never  again  have  to  speak 
on  such  an  Amendment  as  this.     When 
we  made  education  compulsory,  it  was 
clear  that  in  time  it  would  also  become 
free.    That  applies  to  England  as  well 
as  to  Scotland.    English  Members  may 
succeed  in  holding  the  concession  over 
until  after  the  next  General  Election ; 
but  depend  on  it,  if  they  do,  the  matter 
will  constitute  a  plank  in  the  platform 
of  the  candidates  when  the  fight  comes. 
It  is  admitted,  I  think,  that,  in  past 
years,     Scotchmen    have    been    more 
generally  educated  than  Englishmen; 
and  yet  we  are  told  that,  because  we 
propose  to  place  education  within  the 
reach  of  all  the  Scotch  people,  because 
it  is  to  be  free  they  will  neglect  it  and 
lose  their    high  position.       No  more 
absurd   or   outrageous    argument  was 
ever  put  forward    in    this    House.    I 
have  very  much  pleasure  in  opposing 
the  Amendment,  and  that  pleasure  wiU 
be  enhanced  if  every  Scotch  and  many 
English     Members    will      rise  to    en- 
force, in  much  stronger  language  than 
I  have  used,  the  objections  we  entertain 
to  this  Amendment. 

Mb.  GERALD  BALFOUR  (Leeds, 
Central):    I  am  surprised  to  hear  the 
hon.     Member    suggest    that    Scotch 
opinion  has  not  been  sufficiently  con- 
sulted in  this  Bill.     It  appears  to  me 
that  Scottish  opinion  has  been  studiously 
consulted,  almost  to  the  point  of  igno- 
minious surrender.    The  hon.  Member 
complains  of    the  action  of   the  hon. 
Member  for  Salford  in    moving    this 
Amendment.    I  would  remind  the  Oom- 
mittee  that  English  Members  have,  for 
the  most  part,  abstained  from  taking 
part  in  the  discussion  of  this  Bill,  and 
have  left  it  to  be  carried  on  almost 
entirely  by  Representatives  of  Scotland. 
But  when  an  innovation  so  important  as 
this  is  foisted  into  a  Local  Government 
Bill,  and  when  a  precedent  is  set  which 
is  almost  sure  to  be  quoted  in  favour  of 
a  corresponding  change  in  England,  it 
seems  to  me  to  be  right  and  proper  that 
English  Members  should  make  their 
voices  heard.    I  have  not  observed  that 
Scottish    Members  practise  the    same 
self-restraint  with   respect  to  English 
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measures  which,  thej  seek  to  izipirfse  on  were  not  the  vorkt  of  Homer,  bat  of 

115.      The  hon.   Member   for   S^onL  another  zeaclecian  of  the  same  name. 

holdicg  on  this  natter    the  opinions  The  Lord  Adrocate,  in  making  the  pxo- 

which  he  doe^  it  was  not  only  his  right  poeaL  said  it   vas  not  a  propoeal  lor 

but   his    duty  to   jrive   expressions  to  free  education ;  jet  it  came  to  the  same 

those  opiniiins.     With    his    views    on  thin^.  and  the   common   senae   of  fhe 

Free  IMucation  I  hearrlly  srs-pathize.  Comairree    ao   inteipreted    iL       After 

At  the  same  time.  I  shculd  not  have  what    has    occnrrei     to-nigfat,     even 

supported  him  on  this  occasi:n  had  it  the    Goremment     moat     admit     that 

not  been  for  what  happened  an  hour  this     interpretation     is     correct,     and 

ago.      I    was    unwilling    to    take    up  that    thej    have    practicaDj    accepted 

an  attitude  of  T.*t  /vft/h  nb-i   in  face  of  the  principle  of  free  education  in  ooot- 

the     apparently    unani^ious    wish    of  land:  and  that  being  so,  it  seems  to  me 

the  Scottish  Members,  and  an  hour  ago  to  be  incunbent  on  the  Kngiish  Mem- 

I  saw  a  way  out  of  the  di^oulty.  If  the  b-ers  to  oDnsider  jealooaij  the  proposal 

GoTemmrnt  had  not  made  this  succession  that  has  been  made,  beomse  sooner  or 

of  surrenders  I  might   hare  supported  later  a  yfTnilar  change  will  be  agitated 

the  Amendment  of  the    hon.  Memb-er  for  in  Ezigland.     I  do  not  intend  to  fol- 

for  Falkirk.  whi-:h  would  hare  laken  the  low  the  hon.  Member  for  SaUord  into 

sting  out  of    the  criginal    concession,  his  argument  with  respect  to  free  ednoa- 

But  the  surrender  ot  the  L?pd  Advocate  tion.     For  mv  own  part,  I  do  not  oonsi- 

has  quite  rerr'Iuticr.lzed   the   p.>siti.^n.  der  that  the  application  of  eompnlsioin 

What  has  happened  up  to  the  present  logicallT    or    practicsIlT  inToltes  free 

time  ?    The  L.-^rd  Advocate  has  hitherto  education.     I  am.  moreoTer,  Tsry  soep- 

main:ained  that  the  pr.^posal  of  the  Go-  tieal  as  to  the  results  of  free  edncation ; 

Temment  is  not  a  c.-vnces^ion  of  the  prin>  and  I  foresee  grave  difficolties  and oom- 

ciple  of  free  education.     Hon.  Memb*er»  plicanons  in  the  attempt  to  introdooe 

opposite  did  not  think  it  worth  while  to  the  principle  into  England.     But  what 

*s  I  do  sav  is  this,  that  it  is  neither  ri{^ 


argue  against  mv  right  hon.  Friend 

contention :  thev  quietlv  assumed  that  nor  fair  that  so  large  and  far-reaching  a 

the  Bill  did  contain  this  principle.     In  pxoposal  should  have  been  flonted  anr- 

my  judgment  they  were  perfectly  right,  reptitiously     in     on     the    vaTe   of    a 

The  Government  proposal  was  not  merely  LocaIJ   (xovemment   BilL       What  did 

to  give  relief  in  the  matter  of  fees,  but  the  Government  start  with  ?     With  a 

to  remit  them  altogether.     In  the  nr&t  pz\?poeal  to  pslieve  the  raiea.    Then,  in 

three  standards  it  is  acknowledged  that  re«|onse  to  preesure  hrooght  to  bear 

compulsion  is  not  effective  in  the  fourth  upon  them  by  hon.  Memben  Cor  Soot- 

and  dfth  standards,  and  that  the  ma-  land,   they  took  away  from  tibs  mte- 

jority  of  children  do  not  go  beyond  the  payers  a  part  of  the  money  availaUe^ 

third  standard.  and  applied  it  to  zeHere  faea.    Lasthf, 

Ma.  CALDWELL :    May  I  explain  by  their    actiosi    tx>-night  Amy  openfy 

to  the  hon.  Genueman  that  education  is  a^xept     the    principle    of    fnm    adn* 

compulsory  in  SooUand  up  to  the  Fifth  cation,     and     so      £w     from    leHer* 

Standard.  ing  the  rateparers,    it    appears    the 

«Mr.  G.  W.  B AI.FOrK  :  I  am  awai>?  of  dnal    x««alt   will   be    diat  tiie   nte- 

that  fact.  I  said  that  compulsion  was  not  '  payers  will  hare  to    paj    move  tfana 

effective  although  it  was  legal.     The  before.     I  do  not  suppose  we  hsre  ttqr 

inference  I  draw  from  that  is  that,  ac-  chance  of  cairying  the  Ameadment  of 

cording  to  the  original  pT\>posaI  of  the  the  hon.  Meml^rfi)r  SalCord ;  howeifsr. 

Lord  Advvvate.  the  m.ijority  of  parents  I  shall  vote  for  it.  as  a  protest  agaiBSt 

of  the  jwrer  cla^s  :n  Scotland  would  thecourse  that  has  been  pnrsiied.  This  is 

have  been   entirely  relieved   of  s»chool  a  maner  which  miwt  <rf  na  ~ 


fees :  ^  and    therefore    the  clause    d.-^ets  with  our  conscitnents,  and  many  of  us 

contiiu  the  principle  of  !r?e  education,  are    pledged    against  it.    I  hope  the 

My     hon.     Friend   used     all     his     in-  Government  are  pxond  of  the  fft«S^vpff 

genuity    to    show     that    he    was    not  which  they  hare  made  for  thmsiiiiUB 
making  a  surrender.     I  wius  reminded       Mk.  FISTH  ^Dundee) :  I  think  tibs 

of    :he    old    ivnrroversiy    as    to    the  hon.  Member  for  Salfoid  is  to  be  ean« 

authorship  of  the  /.'.ji  .<ind  the  Oj\utf^,  grarolated  on  harins  die  one  aiui|iiirtsr 

A    leiimed    criti:    argued    that    they  to  go  into  the  Loboy  wi&    hn^  lor 
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whom  he  sighed  at  the  end  of  his 
speech.  It  appears,  indeed,  that  the 
ieeds  of  incipient  rebellion  have  been 
flown  on  the  opposite  Benches  by  the 
action  of   the  Government.     The  last 

Seaker  states  that  the  proposal  for  free 
ucation  which  has  been  on  the  face  of 
this  Bill  all  these  weeks  is  an  innova- 
tion foisted  into  the  Bill,  and  that  it 
has  been  floated  in  surreptitiously.  He 
oomplained  also  of  a  succession  of  sur- 
renders by  the  Government. 
♦Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR :  1  did  not  say 
that  it  had  been  floated  surreptitiously 
into  the  Bill.  I  know  it  was  contained  in 
the  Bill  from  the  beginning.  I  said  that 
the  proposal  was  floated  surreptitiously 
in  on  the  wave  of  a  Local  Gbvemment 
BiU. 
♦Mb.  FIETH  (Dundee):  The  hon. 
Member  did  use  the  three  words  I 
have  quoted,  and  If  they  did  not 
express  his  meaning  it  is  not  my 
fault.  Perhaps  he  does  not  deny 
he  used  the  words  **  innovation 
foisted  into  the  Bill."  I  do  not,  indeed, 
see  much  difference  between  foisting 
and  floating.  I  think  the  hon.  Member 
for  Salford  should  have  gone  a  little 
farther  when  he  told  us  that  free  educa- 
tion traversed  the  best  principles  of  the 
Conservative  Party.  He  ought  to  have 
told  us  what  those  principles  were.  Let 
me  remind  him,  however,  that  politics 
is  an  advancing  science,  and  that  the 
Badical  of  to  day  will  probably  be  the 
Tory  of  to-morrow.  Just  as  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  have  from  a  hundred 
platforms    denounced    free    education, 

00  to-day  their  leaders  have  accepted  it 
with  open  arms.  It  seems  to  me  that 
on  this  side  of  the  House  we  have 
reason  to  congratulate  ^ourselves  very 
much  on  this  introduction  of  the  thin 
end  of  the  wedge ;  and  English  Members 
will  be  able  to  congratulate  their  con- 
stituencies and  to  accept  the  prophecy 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  as  to 
the  application  of  the  principle  to 
England.  What,  after  all,  is  the  object 
and  aim  of  free  education  ?  It  is  that  every 
child  in  the  community  shall  be  educated. 

1  was  certainly  astonished  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  ventured  to  invoke 
American  experience  on  this  question. 
Nearly  100  years  ago  it  was  said  to  be 
as  rare  to  find  an  American  who  could 
neither  read  nor  write  as  to  feel  an  earth- 
quake or  see  a  comet.  I  recollect,  not 
many  years    ago,    investigating    very 


carefully  some  of  the  educational  systems 
in  States  on  the  East  Coast  and  the  West 
Ooast  of  America.  I  particularly  recol- 
lect that  in  the  town  of  Boston  out  of 
63,000  children  in  the  schools  no  less 
than  52,000  were  in  free  schools — infant 
schools,  middle  schools,  high  schools, 
and  normal  schools  for  the  training  of 
teachers,  that  is  to  say,  education  at  its 
highest  point !  I  was  astonished  to  hear 
even  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford 
(Mr.  Howorth)  that  the  artizans  would 
be  unwilling,  or  that  it  was  not  desirable 
for  their  children  to  associate  with  the 
class  below  them.  I  suppose  he  would 
have  society  graded  in  much  the  same 
way  as  it  is  graded  in  India.  If  you 
go  into  the  American  schools,  such  as 
the  high  schools  of  Philadelphia,  you 
will  find  the  son  of  the  artizan  and  the 
son  of  the  clergyman  and  of  the  pro- 
fessional man  side  by  side.  In  one  of 
these  schools  I  stood  by  the  side  of  the 
master  while  he  was  questioning  the  chil- 
dren, and  asked  him,  as  the  answers  were 
given,  what  was  the  position  of  the  parent 
of  each  child  who  replied,  and  I  found 
there  was  an  absolute  fraternization  as 
regards  attendance  at  the  school.  The 
position  which  the  State,  I  apprehend, 
takes  up  is  that  in  its  supreme  wisdom 
it  lays  down  the  principle  that  every 
child  ought  to  be  educated  for  the  ad- 
vantage and  security  of  the  State,  and  in 
order  to  strengthen  the  guarantee  for 
the  preservation  of  the  bounds  of  society. 
The  question  arises  whether  the  State 
should  say  to  the  father — **  You  shall 
send  your  child  to  school  and  be  de- 
prived of  the  advantage  of  his  labour, 
and  yet  you  must  pay  for  this  privilege.'' 
With  respect  to  truancy,  my  experience 
in  the  London  School  Board  many  years 
ago  leads  me  to  the  conclusion  that  if 
we  had  a  total  abolition  of  fees  we  should 
have  the  children  in  much  more  exten- 
sive attendance  as  well  as  better  fed. 
After  all,  if  the  parent  has  the  money 
to  feed  the  child,  the  end  aimed  at  by 
the  State — namely,  the  better  education 
of  the  child — will  be  more  readily 
attained.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  the 
Acts  introduced  into  Scotland  would 
extend  to  England,  and  he  thus  admitted 
that,  in  this  matter  of  education,  as  in 
many  others,  Scotland  leads  the  way. 
I  am  very  glad  the  Government  have 
bowed  to  the  inevitable;  and  I  think 
they  and  we  are  to  be  congratulated 
upon  the  introduction  into  this  Bill  of  a 
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principle  which, undoubtedly,  the  Division 
shortly  to  take  place  will  show  to  be 
fully  estahlidhed  in  the  law  of  England 
— a  principle  that  will  bring  about  a 
better  and  completer  education  in 
Scotland,  and  will  enable  the  chil- 
dren to  prove  themselves  worthy  of 
the  citizenship  of  the  Empire. 

Sir  a.  CAMPBELL :  I  think  everv 
one  must  have  listened  with  interest 
to  the  jipeech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Salfonl,  but  certain  things  he  brought 
iorwarii  are  not  the  case  with  regard 


dous  mixture  in  these  schools.  There 
was  a  certain  mixture  in  the  old  parish 
schools;  but  some  of  the  best  men  of 
Scotland  have  come  out  of  the  old 
parochial  schools,  where  thej  have 
rubbed  shouldnr  to  shoulder  with  poor 
and  rich,  and  this  fraternization  is  one 
of  the  main  causes  of  the  manly  inde- 
pendence of  the  Scotch  people.  No 
doubt  in  large  cities  it  may  be  found 
convenient  to  have  graded  schools  ;  and 
T  believe  that  in  Glasgow,  which  has 
one  of  the  mi^st  capable  school  boards 


to  Scotland.  From  the  earliest  times  '  in  the  country,  there  are  schools  in 
there  has  been  the  greatest  ditference  .  which  higher  fees  are  charged  than  in 
between    England     and    Scotland,    for    others.     I  am  grateful  to  the  Oovem- 


Scotland  has  had  the  advantage  of 
its  parochial  schools,  where  free  instruc- 
tion did  not  restrict  attendance,  ami 
the  results  were  so  satisfactory  that  the 
percentage  of  people  who  could  read 
and  write  under  t'ae  parochial  school 
system  was  found  to  be  higher  than  in 
Germanv.     Under  these  circumstances. 


ment  for  having  intimated  that  they 
will  take  this  question  into  consideration, 
and  decide  which  schools  should  have 
relief  and  which  sh  luM  not.  I  believe  this 
measure  will  be  of  errent  benefit  to  Scot- 
land and  that  hon.  Members  who  oppose  it 
on  the  priiioiple  that  it  does  not  agree 
with    their  declarations  must  see  that 


1  think  that  in  reverting  to  the  ohi  at  all  events,  s  i  far  as  Scotland  is  con- 
eystem  we  shall  not  destroy  tlie  educa-  oerned.  we  are  reverting  to  the  old 
tion  of  the  countrv.  as  the  hon.  Me:nber    svstem. 


suggests.  1  may  say  that  the  ditference 
between  England  and  Sc«"»tland  i"  v»>rv 
great  a:  the  present  moment.  in 
England    vtm    have    the    new    system 


'  ♦Mr.  C.  S.  PARKER  Perth V.  Al- 
th.^ugh  the  Deb*ite  **u  this  Amendment 
has  run  to  considerable  length  I  do  not 
think  the  time  has  been  wasted.     How* 


grafted  on  the  old  one.   and   the  result    ever   much   the   Scotch   Members  may 
is  that  a  certain  amount  of  elasticity  Is    differ  from  the  hon.  Members  for  Salfora 
given  to  the  education  such  as  we  do  •  and   Leeds,   those  two   hon.    Members 
not  tiuii  in  Scotland.     I  was  one  of  those    have   taken  a  right   lourse   in  calling 
who  bitterly  oppi>sed  the  cutting  down    attention  to  the  principle  ou  which  we 
of  the  old  syste\u  of  education  in  Si>^tlsn<i.    are  abmt  to  act.      I  think  it  would  be 
because  I  knew  what  had  been  d<Mie  for    u:; worthy    of    S^N^tlanJ    to   initiate    80 
the  people,  and  I  was  not  certain  what    trreat  a  change  as  that  from  the  present 
the  new  system  might  pro»luoe.       I  an    system  to  one  -^f  kcra^u't  ms  education 
very  glad  now  we  are  ginng  to  return     wri:h«nit  more   dis.'ussi<iu   on  the    prin- 
to    a    certain    extent    to    the  original    liple  than  we  w^^re  a^le  1 1  have  in  the 
practice  in  Scotland,  and  that  in  future    Debate  on   the   Seo^md    Reading   of  a 
people    will    not    have    to    g»    to  the    general    BiU    for    L.ical    Government. 
panH'hial    boards    and    bo    }iHup  Tised    I    think,    therefore,    those     two     hon. 
because  they  cannot  pay  the  srh-Kil  fees.     Members     have     done     good    aervioei 
The  auunint  of  relief  so  given  has  risen    perhaps      at      a     little     expense      to 
fWnu  JLM 0.000  t.o  £00.000.  and.  there-    their  own  feeling^,  in  acting  as  candid 
fore,  the  abolition  of  fees  will  be  a  gretU    friends  towards  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
relief  to  the  rates  and    a    binm    to   a    ment.     I  vent ure«i  on  the  Second  Head- 
large  class  of  ptHude.     As  to  tnlucatiou    ing  to  remark  that  we  were  apparently, 
in  the  higher  gravuvi  sutTering.  the  rudi-    in   the  view  of  the  Government  them- 
ments  an^  not   higher  instruction  :  but    selves,  as  put  forward  by  the  President 
with  the  rudiment  s^'holars  can  g\>  on  to    of  the   lAX'al  Government  Board  (Mr. 
higher  «Hlucation.  and   I   have  not  yet    Kin^hie''.  going  practically  into  this  &•• 
heax\l  that  the  |H>ssessiou  of  the  rudi>    e^iucation  qxiestion  without  the  Qorern- 
luents  has  bt^^i  a  bar  to  such  advamv.    ment  s\^  much  as  perceiving  what  fhej 
ITntil  childrtu\  have  the  three  K*s  they    wer^    doing,        I    do    not    think   anj 
cannot,  ofisnimo.  obtain  higher  «sluoat ion.    gvvHl  is  to   be    got    from    going    wJn& 
We  art' told  that  ther«^  will  beatremeu-    evee     half    shut     into     so    ffrc 


great    a 


Mr.  ^\rt\ 


S91 


Lo0al  OmmwHmU 


(July  11,  1889}  {ScoOand)  See.  BiU.         208 


-qneetioii.  We  ought,  in  the  first 
place,  to  ask  whether  there  is  anything 
essentially  educational  in  the  trans- 
ference of  the  burden  of  these  fees 
horn  the  parent  to  the  ratepayer.  I 
answer  that  there  are  some  educational 
advantages,  and  first  it  is  a  g^eat  gain 
that  parents  should  have  to  go  no 
longer  to  the  parochial  boards  for 
Assistance  in  paying  the  fees.  There  is 
a  second  gain  in  regard  to  which  I  think 
we  shall  be  almost  unanimous — namely, 
that  we  shall  relieve  the  teacher, 
whose  hands  are  otherwise  suffi- 
ciently full  from  the  harassing  duty  of 
keeping  a  record  of  the  fees,  and  look- 
ing up  defaulters.  Possibly  also,  there 
may  be  some  good  effect  on  school 
attendance.  I  hope  there  is  some  truth 
in  what  was  put  forward,  I  think  in  an 
•exaggerated  way,  froin  the  Treasury 
Bench — namely,  that  there  is  in  Scotland 
«  demand  for  education,  and  that  if  you 
relieve  parents  from  fees  for  the  lower 
standards,  they  may  be  encouraged  to 
keep  their  elder  children  longer  at 
school.  But  there  are  other  more 
doubtful  aspects  of  the  question,  and 
that  is  why  I  did  not  join  in  the 
round  robin  got  up  to  place  proHSure 
on  the  Government  to  bring  in  this 
scheme.  I  thought  it  was  better  that 
there  should  be  some  debate  on  the  prin- 
ciple before  we  all  committed  ourselves 
by  putting  our  names  on  paper.  The 
financial  aspect  of  the  question  is  very 
flerious.  Hitherto  the  financial  re 
sources  of  education  in  this  country 
have  been  three — the  taxes,  the  rates, 
and  the  fees,  and  at  one  time  the 
•contributions  from  each  source  were 
nearly  equal.  Before  parting  with  all 
the  income  derived  from  parents,  it  would 
be  wise  and  logical  for  us  to  consider 
what  are  the  most  pressing  educational 
demands,  and  how  they  compare  with 
the  proposal  for  the  total  abolition  of 
fees.  It  has  been  my  lot  to  look  closely 
into  the  educational  question  in  Scot- 
land, and  I  should  like  to  mention  one 
•or  two  objects  urgently  requiring  ex- 
penditure. There  are  about  1,000  small 
4Mmntry  schools  in  Scotland  which  have 
not  a  staff  capable  of  keeping  up  the 
bigher  education  formerly  given,  and  at 
the  same  time  satisfying  the  inspectors 
00  as  to  earn  the  Government  g^ant. 
It  was  represented  to  the  Committee  of 
which  I  was  a  Member  that  if  £30  per 
iNhooi  coold  be  found  by  the  Govern- 


ment, to  encourage  contributions  from 
local  sources,  enough  might  be  done  to 
put  these  1,000  schools  on  such  a  footing 
that  they  could  continue  to  give  the  old 
higher  education  of  Scotland,  and  at 
the  same  time  give  the  educa- 
tion required  in  the  modem  stan* 
dards.  It  was  also  represented 
by  highly  competent  eaucational 
authorities  that  if  £40,000  could  be 
applied  in  aid  of  the  old  high  schools, 
wnich  somewhat  illogically  have  been 
put  under  the  control  of  the  School 
^Boards  and  of  the  Education  Depart- 
ment without  being  given  any  g^ant 
or  any  claim  on  the  school  funds, 
these  old  schools  would  be  saved  from 
falling  into  a  lower  grade,  which  is  hap- 
pening to  some.  Thirdly,  there  is  a 
strong  feeling  amongst  the  working 
classes  of  Scotland  that  more  might  be 
done  by  a  liberal  expenditure  on  even- 
ing schools.  I  believe  that  all  these 
three  objects  might  be  attained  for, 
perhaps,  not  much  more  than  one-third 
of  the  sum  required  to  entirely  free 
education  in  all  the  standards.  There- 
fore before  we  commit  ourselves  as  to 
how  many  standards  we  will  free,  we 
should  consider  what  other  urgent  de- 
mands there  are  for  expenditure  on 
ed  ucation .  I  know  that  th  is  i  s  an  aspect  of 
the  question  which  hasnot^resented  itself 
to  some  of  my  Scottish  Colleagues  ;  but 
I  entreat  them  to  consider  it  before  they 
decide  to  extinguish  all  school  fees. 
Parents  in  Scotland  take  the  keenest 
interest  in  the  education  of  their  children 
We  have  it  in  evidence  that  in  Glas- 
gow and  Govan  they  urge  the  School 
Boards  to  give  somewhat  higher  educa- 
tion, and  that  when  the  question  of  fees 
is  mentioned  they  say — '*  Never  mind  the 
expense  :  charge  us  a  higher  fee,  we  are 
quite  willing  to  pay  it."  It  seems  to 
me  that  a  source  of  income  so  natural 
should  not  be  closed.  I  hope  that,  on 
the  contrary,  when  we  are  sacrificing  so 
much  income  from  ordinary  fees  the 
Government  may  see  their  way  to  re- 
move that  limitation  which  embarrasses 
the  finance  of  some  School  Boards-— 
namely,  the  maximum  average  fee  of 
ninepence.  I  also  hope  that  the  Govern- 
ment  will  bear  in  mind  a  matter  which 
will  be  urged  on  them  by  the  Glas- 
gow School  Board.  They  will  find 
it  is  the  deliberate  and  well-con- 
sidered view  of  the  Glasgow  School 
Board  that  it  would  be  well  while  gir- 
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inn^  V>  ^v*nj  parent  ^  right  ro  have  his  honour    of    (sonteadxi^    a    :?eotch  oon- 

chiM  ednoated  free  in  *he  lower  atan-  atitiiency  in  1:)H5  I  did  what  I  oooid  tt> 

(lard     *o  a^Uow  ".he  .^rhool  Board  in  a  ipeak  against  Free  Edncaxian  beeanae  I 

limite^i  nnmber  of  ^chooln  yy  nharge  feen.  am  in  favoor  of  evezy  mazL  bein^  aa  in- 

In  01e«ig^wthat  would  ^olve  "he  dnanniai  dependent  as  poaeible  at  die  Stace,  anif 

difflonlfy  -ivhiohotherwiHeinuAt  hecauaed.  I  oonfem  that  I  &ar  that  free  edncatioii 

The  Oovemment,  in  the  hurry,  supposed  will  tend   ro   ondermine  that  indepen- 

that  if  "h^^y  sfav*  *he  ^nm  they  drst  in-  denne    that    I    hope    will    ever    be   m 

tended  *hey  -von  id  Se  ahle  Vi  fr<»e  the  nrit  characteristic  of  my  caantzymen.     Bat  I 

three  ^tandardn      A  a  a  matter  of  fai;t.  intend  ro  support  the  Government  fbr 

OleflSfO'T  7  VI  Id   gain  £  IT.  000  and  loee  thin  simple  reason,  that  they,  in.  lookzn^ 

Jt3'2,000,    leaving   a  wit   £o.000  short,  about  for   the   best    way    of  reiievinf 


Xhe  ^>!aiagr>'v  S/'.hooi  B^.ard  ^ay  tha;  if  the  presding  bardoia  of  the  people, 
they  rvere  ^ilio^ed  to  ^>.arge  fee^  in  a  could  look  in  no  other  direction  than 
limited  n^im r^er  of  ^f.hr^^U  their  finance  school  fees.  It  is  w^  known 
wo*}!d  V.e  restr,r<»d.  ^nd  out  of  the  that  the  rates  are  not  the  most 
ren^mrr^«i  v>  obtained  from  the  richer  preflsing  burdens  in  Scotland,  and  the 
they  would  be  able  to  lighten  Government  therefore  were  bound  to 
the  bnrden  to  the  po^*rer  parents,  address  their  efforts  to  relieving  the 
I  kfiow  the  ob- ■''*'on  raised  to  auch  an  burden  of  school  fees.  I  hope  that 
arrangArr.fjr.t  i^  -ire  do  not  like  these  English  Members  will  realize  that 
ftlaes  di^tif.^^i.r.i."  f  agree  it  might  vh ether  we  in  Scotland  are  in  favoor 
not  be  a  wia«  -^TangerneTit  for  ^rjTintry  of  free  education  or  not,  we  areall  agreed 
plsceq  srid  »r.  ■:,:  town  4,  biit  there  are  on  this  point — that  achoolfeee  are  the  moot 
oitjeq  in  iHrofii:  !— Oiaagowis  one  and  pressing  burden,  and  the  GK>vemment 
I/iind^ie  snother  where  you  have  so  have  no  alternative  bat  to  apply  thia 
mixed  a  fopuiation  that  fiftrnti  fluch  money  to  their  relief.  On  this  ground  I  do 
arrang^tmer.f  i^  Uf  be  denire^l.  The  Gla<)'  hope  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  wOl 
gow  Hchoo)  FVard  have  already  at  work  withdraw  his  Amendment.  I  am  sure 
as  rrisny  n-  f'lv*^  diff^Tent  grades  of  j  no  Scotch  Member  will  regret  that 
nc.hoffUf  wi^-. 'i:fr«'rerit  fee<9.  Thi.(i  differ-  English  Members  have  taken  part  in 
en/-e  in  th^  fr^.n  has  arin^m  in  the  mofit !  this  interenting  discussion,  but  with 
natursj  wny — r:hi#;fiy  owing  to  the  .  this  discussion  I  think  my  hon.  Friend 
spe^ifll  wantn  and  previous  habits  of  |  might  be  satisfied  and  withdraw  hia 
ea/ih  district.  JiSfitJy,  if  we  can  afford  |  Amendment, 
to  havft  free  edncation.  which  I  am  in  ' 

fftToiir  of,  inrornrnon  withrnyr/illeagues,  !  Ma.  MUNDELLA  :  I  shoald  not 
wefihoiild  do  ill  to fitopntthe.'Jrd  standard,  have  intervened  but  for  the  speech. 
We  should  try  to  carry  ont  the  principle    ^f     ^j^e    h^n.     Member    for     Salford 


and  extend  it  t/t  all  the  compulsory 
stnridards.  Hut,  on  the  other  hand, 
in  the  large  towns  we  should  leave 
the  iMclionl  Hoards  free  to  work  their 
own  finance  liy  having  a  limited  number 
of  fee  pnying  scliools,  for  those  who 
mny  piefor  ilieui. 

*Mn.  HI  I  AW  HTEWART:    I  appeal 

to   my  lion.    Friend     to    withdraw    his 

Amend nieut.     Perhaps  my   appeal  may 

ronin  with  a  little  more  force  to  the 
hnn.   Member  when   1   say  that  in  my 

?udgninnt  free  nduoation  in  the  alistraot 
0  not  n  good  thing.  I  sympathize  very 
much  with  the  hon.  ii^entloman  the 
Member  for  Lends  (Mr.  G.  Hal  four) 
when  he  said  ho  regretted  that  this 
question  f)f  free  education  should  have 
been  floated  in  on  the  wave  of  a  Local 
Oovernment    Hill.     When  I    had    the 

Mr.  (\  S,  Parhr 


(Mr.  Ho  worth).  When  an  English. 
Member  takes  part  in  a  Scotoh 
Debate  and  attempts  to  controvert  the- 
opinions  expressed  by  Scotch  Members 
on  both  sides,  then  I  think  that  I^ 
having  had  some  experience  of  Scotch. 
education  matters,  having  administered 
the  Education  Department  for  five  an4 
a  half  years,  may  venture  to  troubla 
tlio  Committee.  I  should  not  like  tha- 
speechof  the  hon.  Member  for  SalforcL 
to  go  forth  uncontradicted,  not  only  ba» 
cause  of  its  effect  in  Scotland,  but  alao 
because  of  its  effect  in  England,  and 
because  I  recognize  as  fully  as  any  hon- 
Member  in  the  House  that  what  w# 
are  doing  for  Scotland   we  shall  soni^ 
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day,  and  I  hope  very  sopn,  haye  to 
do  for  England.  I  am  quite  frank  about 
that,  although  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
(Sir  Bichard  Temple)  seems  to  think  that 
is  a  very  serious  question.  I  confess  I 
have  a  great  deal  of  sympathy  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Salford,  who  has 
spoken  with  his  usual  evidences  of  sin- 
cerity, his  usual  urbanity,  and  courtesy, 
and  no  doubt  he  has  placed  before  the 
House  the  very  best  case  he 
oould  against  free  education.  He 
has  exhausted  all  the  old  reasons 
and  he  has  added  some  of  his  own, 
which  I  have  not  heard  before.  I 
will  endeayour  to  reply  in  order  that 
the  matter  may  be  put  fairly  before  the 
House  and  the  country.  The  hon. 
Member  lamented  that  the  Party  with 
which  he  was  connected  was  parting 
with  some  of  its  best  traditions.  Well, 
the  hon.  Member  has  been  but  a  short 
time  a  Member  of  this  House ;  he  has 
sat  not  for  a  yery  long  time  behind  Her 
Majesty's  Ooyemment.  But  I  can 
assure  him  that  the  longer  he  sits  there 
the  more  frequently  will  he  have  to  part 
with  some  of  his  traditions  ;  and  I  am 
qidte  sure  that  in  doing  so  his  Party 
will  deriye  considerable  advantage,  and 
the  country  will  be  greatly  benefited. 
That  Party  never  parted  with  a  tradition 
at  a  more  opportune  time  than  now  in 
conferring  what  practically  amounts  to 
fr^e  education  on  Scotland .  After  the  cour- 
teous concession  made  by  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  in  the  early  part  of  the 
eyening,  I  suspect  the  Government  will 
be  prepared  to  put  enough  money  in  the 
hands  of  Scotchmen  to  free  education  in 
all  the  compulsory  standards,  and  will 
be  ready  to  supplement  that  in  order  to 

make  education  entirely  free  throughout 
Scotland.  Now,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Salford  said  he  had  considered  this 
question  of  free  education  thoroughly, 
and  that  he  found  it  mischievous  in  all 
its  aspects ;  and  he  added  that  as  an 
•zpenment  it  had  proved  an  absolute 
flttlore.    I  am  astounded  at  the  auda- 


city of  this  statement.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber quoted  from  Matthew  Arnold,  and 
upon  that    I  have  something  to  say. 
I  had  the  honour  of  the  friendship   of 
Mr.  Matthew  Arnold  for  many  years; 
and  it  was  my  pleasure  to  have  almost 
daily  intercourse  with  him  during  tha 
time  I  was  at  the  Education  Depart- 
ment,  and  I  know  his  views  upon  free* 
education.      When  I   was  at  the  De- 
partment   there    was    no    man    more- 
opposed  to  free  education  than  he  was, 
and  his  views  on  free  education  are  to 
be  found  in  his  Reports  between  the 
years  1880  and  1885.     During  the  time 
I  was  at  the  Department  nothing  could 
be  stronger  than    his  protests  against 
it ;  everything    the  hon.   Member  for 
Salford  has    advanced     Mr.   Matthew 
Arnold  stated    in    that    clear    forcible- 
style  of  his  which  made  bim  such  an 
effective  critic,  and  made  his  writings  so 
delightful  to  the  reader.   I  had  five  and 
a  half  years  of  experience,  and  during 
that  time  had,   as  Yice-President,  to 
defend  myself  against  Motions  in  favour 
of  free  education,  sometimes  from  Scotch 
Members,     sometimes     from     Englislt 
Members ;  but  I  was  unable  to  budge 
in  the  least  degree,   because  I  had  a 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  behind  me; 
yet  the  whole  of  my  experience  during 
that  time  went  to  show  that  free  educa- 
tion was  necessary  and  inevitable.     In 
1885     almost    the    first    Act    of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  was  to  appoint  a 
Koyal  Commission  to  enquire  into  the 
state  of  education  for  the  blind,  the  deaf 
and  the  dumb,  and  I  was  appointed  a 
Member  of  that  Commission.     I  spent 
three   months    going  through     Europe 
enquiring  into  the  condition   of  these 
afflicted  classes,  and  at  the  same  time  I 
took    the    opportunity  thoroughly    to 
satisfy  myself  as  to  the  working  of  free 
education  in  the  countries  I  visited.     I 
can  well  remember  too  that  during  the 
election   of  1885,  and   I  mention  this 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  may 
know  that  the  traditions  of  his  Party 
are  not  quite  so  strong  as  he  supposes,  x 
remember  I  say  that  there  was  a  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  who  went  to 
Birmingham,  and  there  made  a  speech  in 
favour  of  free  education.     Afterwards 
there  was  a  great  outcry  of  the  Conser- 
vative party  against  free  education,  and 
the  noble  Lord  wrote  a  letter  to  say  that 
he  thought  that  at  all  events  fees  shouldT 
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be  limited  in  elementary  schools  to  a 
penny  a  week ;  but  this  was  after  he 
nad  made  a  capital  speech  in  favour  of 
free  education.  Now,  during  the 
election  of  1885,  I  received  a  letter  from 
Mr.  Matthew  Arnold  in  which  he  said — 

•*  You  have  startled  me  with  your  views  on 
free  education.  I  am  to  be  sent  by  the 
GK)vernment  to  follow  your  footsteps,  and  I 
want  to  know  where  you  have  been  ?  Where 
are  these  free  schools  of  yours  ?  '* 

Well,  I  wrote  and  told  him  fairly  where 
I  had  been,  and  what  I  had  seen,  and  he 
made  his  inquiries.   But  does  his  Hepirt 
support  the  viewrs  of  the   hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite?      I  said  to  Mr.  Matthew 
Arnold — **You  will  have  a  great  deal  to 
unsay,  a  great  deal  to  unlearn."     Now, 
the  object  of  his  inquiry  was  to  ascertain 
the  state  of    elementary   education   in 
Germany,  Switzerland,  and  France ;  he 
had  first  to  inquire  as  to  the  quality  of 
the    free  education  given;  then  as  to 
the  efficiency  of  the  teachers,  and  the 
atteadance    at   school.      Now,    if   free 
education  is  a  failure,  how  came  it  that 
Mr.  Matthew  Arnold  has  reported  that 
our  education  is  so  much  inferior  to  that 
of  those  countries  where   education   is 
free  ?  How  is  it  that  he  reports  that  the 
attendance  in  England  is  inferior  to  the 
attendance  at  free  schools  on  the  Con- 
tinent?    He  says,  as  the  result  of  his 
inquiries   at  Lucerne,  that  within  the 
period    of    the    establishment   of   free 
education    attendance    has   more  than 
doubled ;  and  he  says  that   from  time 
to   time   he    visited   schools  where  the 
masters    answered    him    that    for    10 
years  there  had  not  been  a  case  of   a 
aingle   summons    for    non-attendance. 
He  went  to  a  school  at  Zurich,  and  he 
found   all   the   children    present    with 
the  exception  of  two,  who  were  suffer- 
ing from  fever.      There  is  not  a  word 
here  to  show  that  free  education   has 
failed.     Every  reference  that  Matthew 
Arnold  makes  goes  to  prove  that  educa- 
tion in  these  free  schools  is  excellent, 
and  far  superior  to   anything  we  can 
attain  to  here.     When  the  hon.  Member 
speaks  of  the  education  at  Salford,  I 
wonder  whether  he  would  like  a  com- 
parison between  the  education  in  Zurich 
and  that  in  Salford.  There  is  free  educa- 
tion in  Zurich,  but  it  is  infinitely  superior 
to  the  education  we  are  offering  in  Sal- 
ford.    I  remember  when  at  the  Educa- 
tion Department  that  it  was  with  the 

Mr.  MundelU 


greatest  possible  difficulty  that  we  raised 
the  half-time  standard  at  Salford  above 
number  two.     There  is  no  more  com- 
parison between  the  education  in  Zurich 
and  the  education  in  Salford  than  be- 
tween the  sun  at  noonday  and  a  farthing 
candle.     I  only  wish  the  hon.  Member 
for    Salford     would     go    through  the 
Zurich   schools  and   convince    himself. 
The  hon.  Member  then  spoke  of  America, 
and  he  said  the  attendance  there  was  62 
per  cent,  whereas  in  England  it  was  74 
per  cent.    Yes;  but  he  forgot  to  say  that 
education  in  America,  except  in  two  or 
three  cities,  is  not  compulsory  at  all,  and 
the    attendance  in  rural  districts  is  so 
small  that  it  brings  down  the  average 
enormously.     But  in  Boston  the  average 
attendance  is  94  per  cent.  What  schools 
are  best  attended   in  England  ?    The 
school   that   has    the    highest  average 
attendance,    and  the  poorest  school  in 
this  Metropolis,  is  the  Jews  Free  School. 
3,400   children   attend,  children  of  the 
poorest  parents,  who  hardly  know  a  word 
of  English,  and   speak  in  a  patois  the 
teachers  can  scarcely  understand.  What 
schools  are  the  best  attended  in   Scot- 
land? The  free  schools  of  Edinburgh, 
where  the  average  attendance  is  95  per 
cent,  while  throughout  the  rest  of  Scot- 
land it  is  75  or  76  per  cent.    Surely  that 
is   some  evidence  of  the  effect  of  free 
education.     What  is  the   condition  of 
things  now  in  Scotland?    I  know  that 
during  my  experience  of  the  Education 
Department  two  things  were  going  on 
side  by  side  in  Scotland — an  increasing 
number  of  children  were  being  brought 
into    contact      with    pauperism,     and 
children  were  passing  out  of  the  schools 
at  an  earlier  age  every  year.     Take  the 
last  Eeport  of    the  Scotch    Education 
Department  and  you  find  the  same  thing 
indicated,  that  there  should  be  100,000 
more  children  on  the  register  than  there 
are.   Look  at  the  statistics  of  attendance 
at  various  ages  and  see  how  the  numbers 
fell  off  as  the  children  increase  from 
seven    years    to    12    years,    and    yov 
see  there  is  a  steady  waste ;  and  the  dis- 
appearance of  children  from  school  eft 
an  early  age  is  no  doubt  largely  due  to 
the  higher  fees  as  the  children  rise  in 
standards.     Now,  the  hon.  Gentlemaiii 
among  other  statements,  said  that  though 
according  to  the  Constitution  of  Prussia 
education  was  free,  it  was  not  so  in  f  act. 
It  is  quite  true  that  under  one  Article 
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elementaryleducationit  is  declared  should 
be  free ;  but  then  under  another  Article 
the  application  of  this  principle  is  left 
to  the  decision  of  the  Local  Authority. 
It  is  only  within  the  last  few  years  that 
it  has  been  taken  to  by  the  authorities, 
and  free  education  is  now  rapidly  ex- 
tending in  Prussia.     The  hon.  Member 
shakes  his  head,  but  I  can  assure  him 
that  is  so.     12,000  children  now  enjoy 
free  education    in    Berlin.     I  had  the 
advantage  of    consulting  the  German 
Minister  of  Education,  and  I  visited  the 
schools  with  the  permanent  Secretary  to 
the  Education  Department.    I  only  wish 
we     could     see      such      schools      in 
London.        Notwithstanding     all    the 
efforts    of  the    London  School    Board, 
to   which    I    pay    a  high   tribute,  we 
have    nothing    to    compare    with    the 
results  of  free  education  in  Berlin.     I 
conversed  with  the  teachers,  and  I  can 
assure  hon.  Members  I  did  not  make 
the  visit  with  my  mind  made  up;  I  took 
the  part  of  the  *'  devil's  advocate,*'  and 
said  all  I  could  say  against  the  system 
in  order  to  get  the  defence.     The  ad- 
Tantages,  according  to  the  teachers,  were 
better  attendance,  less  trouble  in  secur- 
ing attendance,  no  difficulty  about  keep- 
ing   accounts,   no    trouble    to    enforce 
payment,  less  expense  of  management, 
in  fact,  there  was  no  comparison  between 
the    two   systems — free   education   and 
fees.     I  do  not  see  how,  in  the  face  of 
facts  like  these,  the  hon.  Member  can 
object  to  this  extension  of  free  educa- 
tion to  Scotland.     I  was  glad  to  hear 
the  speeches  from  Scotch  Conservative 
Members  in  favour  of  this  principle.     I 
once  said  in  this  House  that  if  I  could 
1)6  born  again  I  would  be  a  Scotchman, 
and  I  am  bound  to  say  that  the  gifts  of 
shrewdness    and    common    sense   with 
which  Scotchmen  are  endowed  encour- 
age me  in  that  view.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Salford   finds  an   objection   in   the 
fact  that  the  children  of  the  clerks  and 
artisans,   if   sent    to    school   with    the 
wretched     outcasts    from    the    streets, 
would  of  necessity  contract  vicious  and 
4irty  habits.     Now,  I  can  tell  him  my 
experience  in  Munich.     There  I  called 
upon  our  Consul  and  learned  what  I 
4^ald  about  the  system  of  free  educa- 
tion there.     This  Consul  in  Bavaria  is 
well-known  at  the  Foreign  Office,  a  gen- 
tleman with  the  good  English  name  of 
John    flmith,    who    has    married    and 


settled    in    Munich.     I  put  the    same 
objection  as  the  hon.  Member,  when  the 
Consul  said  his  children  were  educated 
at  the    free    school,   and  he    said  no 
distinction  was  made  at  the  schools,  the 
children  of  rich  and  poor  meet  together, 
and  not  more  than  1  per  cent  of  the 
population  sent  their  children  anvwhere 
else  than  to  the  free  schools.     When  I 
put  the  difficulty  of  children  learning 
bad  habits,  bad  manners,  bad  language, 
and   contracting  diseases,    he  said  the 
middle  classes,  when   they  send   their 
children  to  school,  take  care  of  all  these 
things.     We   have   no  such  difficulties 
here,  he  said.  First,  there  is  the  notifica- 
tion of  diseases  required,  and  children 
are  not  allowed  to  attend  school  if  there 
is  any  disease  in  their  homes,  and  then 
there  is  a  school  society  that  looks  after 
the  children  so  that  you  cannot  distin- 
guish in  the  schools  the  rich  from  the 
poor.     The  system  of  self  help  prevails. 
All  this  is  very  astounding  to  an  Eng- 
lishman.    I   remember  at    Lucerne    a 
Member  of  Parliament  told  me  he  sent 
his   children    to   be    educated    at    the 
free   school,    and    in    fact    there    was 
no     support     for     a     private    teacher, 
I  visited  a  high  school  for  girls  there, 
and  I   heard    a  professor  giving   such 
lessons  in  mathematics  as  I  never  heard 
before  given  in    such  a  school,  and  I 
remarked  to  the  teacher,  *'  You  have  no 
poor  children  here.*'  Then  I  was  assured 
that  I  was  mistaken,  and  I   was  told 
what  great  things  these  free  schools  had 
don6  for  the  country,  how  free  education 
had  made  the  rich  and  poor  sympathize 
with  each  other ;  and  it  was  mentioned 
that  there  were  five  poor  children  in  the 
school  for  whom  there  was  daily  com- 
petition among  the  other  scholars  as  to 
who  should  take,  them  home  to  dinner. 
These  are  some  of  the  advantages  of  the 
system.     I  see  some  Members  opposite 
smile ;  but  let  me  remind  them  that  this 
was  the  practice  in  Scotland  in  the  old 
time,  a  practice  which  I  hope  will  come 
again.  It  is  the  true  democratic  system 
which  teaches  mutual  respect  between 
rich  and    poor.     I   cannot   allow    this 
statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  go 
forth  uncontradicted — that  free  education 
has  been  tried  throughout  Europe  and 
has  failed ;  or  that  it  has  been  tried  in 
America  and  has  failed.    A  reference  to 
the  Technical    Education    Commission 
Report,  one  of  the  best  documents  we 
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Olulilera.)  I  do  Dot  know  how  tu  the 
principle  of  the  solidarity  of  the  Gorem* 
ment  is  admitted  ia  these  davs ;  but  I 
have  never  before  heard  one  Member  of 
the  Admiaistration  get  up  and  say  that 
he  was  prevented  from  carrving  oat 
hU  ooanotioQS  by  one  of  his  own 
Colleagues. 

Mb.  MTTNDELLA.:  I  aaid  nothing 
of  the  kind,  I  said  juet  the  reverse. 
What  I  stated  was,  that  during  my 
whole  career  at  the  Education  Depart- 
ment the  idea  was  slowly  growing  ap  in 
my  mind  that  free  education  was 
inevitable. 
*Ma.A.J.BALFOUE:  I  do  not  recol- 
lect the  right  hon.  Qeatleman  making 
that  remark.  I  have  no  doubt  he  made  it, 
if  he  says  he  did ;  but,  at  all  events,  he 
spoke  of  having  defended  his  policy  at 
that  time  agun«t  the  advocates  of  free 
education,  and  of  having  had  behind 
him  an  economical  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  I  now  leave  the  queation 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  con- 
sistency  and  turn  to  the  question 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
havechanged  their  opinions,  which  is  the 
notarial  point.  The  whole  burden  of  the 
interesting  and  able  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  fotSalford  (Mr.  Howortb)  was 
that  the  Government  had  conceded  the 
ppnciple  of  free  education  for  Scotland ; 
and  my  hon.  Friend  and  Relative,  the 
Member  for  Oentral  Leeds  (Mr.  G.  Bal- 
four), said  that  free  education  had  been 
floated  in  surreptitiously  on  the  wave  of 
a  Local  Government  Bill.  Now,  Sir,  I 
ftrankly  admit thatif  the  Government  had 
Eeally  done  what  they  are  accused  of 
having  done,  if  they  had  accepted  the 
principle  of  free  education  for  Scotland 
on  the  spur  of  the  moment,  in  the  course 
of  a  discussion  in  Committee  npon  a 
Local  Government  Bill,  they  would 
have  given  just  cause  of  complaint 
to  a  large  portion  of  the  Conserva- 
tive Party,  who  have  over  and  over 
again  stated  that  they  object  on 
principle  to  free  education.  But  I 
do  not  admit  that  the  Government 
Jfr.  A.  J.  Bal/our 


have  done  this.  It  most  be  observed 
that  there  are  two  main  ohjeotions  to 
free  education.  An  eduoational  objao- 
tion  and  a  rating  objection.  As  regarda 
the  flrst  we  have  to  ask  ourselves  how 
free  education  will  affect  school  attend- 
ance, a  question,  not  of  principle,  but 
a  question  to  be  determined  by  the 
educational  ideas  and  feeUngs  of 
each  community.  The  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Leeds  and  SaUord  do  not 
sufficiently  consider  the  traditional 
desire  of  the  whole  Sootoh  population 
for  education.  There  may  be  oountriea 
in  which  education  will  not  be  promoted 
by  being  given  for  nothing ;  bnt  I  do 
not  think  Scotland  is  one  of  them.  I 
believe  that  the  ingrained  love  of 
the  Sootoh  people  for  education  will 
protect  it  against  that  danger.  The 
only  result  of  making  education  easy 
will  be  that  more  Scotch  parents  will 
take  advantage  of  it.  As  rward* 
the  second  objection,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Salford  argues  that  the  Com- 
mittee are  asked  to  commit  themwlveft 
to  a  large  and  indefinite  expenditote 
which  cannot  be  limited  to  primaf 
schools,  but  must  be  extended  t& 
secondary  schools.  Bat  I  would  point 
out  to  my  bon.  Friend  that  the  Govon- 
ment  are  not  committing  themselvsS' 
to  a  principle  which  will  requir* 
indefinite  expenditure  in  the  fhtnze,  bat 
they  are  gnnng  a  epedfio  sum,  allocated 
out  of  thclmperial  Exchequer,  for  Sootoh 

Enrposcs.  The  hon.  Member  expresssa 
is  strong  dislike  to  acknowledging  any 
abstract  metaphysical  right  in  a  parant 
to  have  his  children  educated  lor  no- 
thing. Of  course,  I  admit  there  is  no- 
such  right ;  no  man  has  a  right  to  nj 
that  he  chooses  to  have  a  large  &iidlr> 
and  becanse  he  has  one  the  State  or  u 
locality  must  bear  the  cost  of  their 
education.  That  is  a  principle  not 
accepted  by  Her  Uaiesty's  Oovemment, 
nor,  I  believe,  by  the  greater  numt 
of  those  who  sit  on  the  Ministerial  d 
of  the  House.  I  absolutely  deny  t 
we  are  opening  up  a  vista  of  indefii 
expenditure ;  and  those  who  say  so  n 
understand  the  proposed  concessuwi 
my  right  hon.  Fnend  the  Leader  of  ti 
House.  The  general  result  of  what"" 
been  done  is  that  whereas  no  orJgtllj 
said  we  would  gi 
lessening  or  abai 
we    now    give 
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have  not  promised  to  give  more 
than  the  £220,000.  We  have  only 
promised  to  give  that  amount  of  money 
under  an  arrangement  which,  to  the  best 
of  our  ability,  will  go  in  the  direction 
of  relieving  the  poorer  classes  from  the 
payment  of  school  fees.  I  maintain 
that  this  concession  is  not  giving  free 
education.  To  give  a  particular  sum, 
previously  allocated  to  the  relief  of 
local  taxation,  to  the  diminution  of  the 
oost  of  education  is  in  no  sense  com- 
mitting the  Government  to  free  educa- 
tion in  Scotland  or  in  England. 
No   doubt    the   original   plan  was  to 

five  this  money  in  relief  of  rates; 
ut  the  ratepayers  of  Scotland  them- 
■elves,  as  far  as  we  had  any  power  of 
guaging  their  opinions,  said  they  would 
rather  it  was  given  to  aid  education. 
We  accepted  that,  and  the  orig^al  plan 
has  been  modified  still  further  in  the 
same  direction  by  expressions  of  opinion 
from  Scotch  Members  on  both  siaes  of 
the  House.  But  the  original  intention 
remains  unimpaired.  It  was  always  in- 
tended to  give  this  money  to  the  relief 
of  Scotchmen  in  the  manner  most 
agreeable  to  Scotchmen ;  and  the  man- 
ner which  proved  to  be  most  agreeable 
was  that  it  should  be  given  in  aid  of 
schools.  We,  however,  do  not  commit 
ourselves  to  any  increase  of  the  sum  in 
case  it  should  prove  inadequate,  as  it 
may  prove  inadequate  to  &ee  all  the 
oompulsory  standards.  We  commit 
ourselves  to  no  eeneral  proposition  that 
a  defideno},  if  deficiency  there  be,  shall 
be  filled  up  either  from  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  or  the  local  rates.  We 
acknowledge  no  right  on  the  part  of 
parents  to  get  their  children  eancated 
for  nothing.  And  that  being  the  case,  I 
absolutely  deny  that  in  any  sense  we 
have  committed  ourselves  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  free  education.  I  thought  it 
necessary  to  make  these  remarks,  because 
the  whole  of  this  debate  appears  to 
have  turned  upoi}  what  we  regard  as  a 
total  misconception  of  the  pohcy  of  the 
Oovemment,  and  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  some  Member  of  the 
Government  should  correct  that  false 
impression. 

Bib  G.  TREVELYAN:  I  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated 
the  case  in  a  very  fair  manner,  and 
has   recalled    the    Committee    to    the 


tone  in  which  this  question  ought 
to  have  been  discussed.  I  am  quite 
sure  that  every  member  who  is  pre- 
sent to-day  will  draw  a  lesson  of  hope  as 
regards  the  future.  They  will  see  how 
very  quietly  and  pleasantly  a  great  con- 
troversy can  be  settled  in  a  single  even- 
ing after  causing  much  bad  blood  for  a 
loDg  period  of  time.  It  appears  to  me 
to  be  very  unfair  to  taunt  the  Govern- 
ment with  having  given  way,  and 
especially  for  hon.  Gentlemen  to  do  so, 
who,  if  they  had  attended  the  Debates 
in  this  House  on  Scotch  affairs  as  they 
have  very  freely  attended  the  Divisions, 
must  have  noticed  that  what  has  hap- 
pened to-night  has  not  seriously  changed; 
the  situation  which  has  been  confront- 
ing the  House  of  Commons  for  a  month. 
The  Lord  Advocate  stated  in  the  most  ^ 
complete  and  frank  manner  on  the  intro-- 
duction  of  the  Bill  that  the  Government 
were  prepared  to  accede  to  what  was 
the  all  but  unanimous  voice  of  Scotland, 
as  represented  by  its  Members,  on  the 
question  of  devoting  Scotland's  share  of 
the  Probate  Duty  in  the  main  to  free- 
education.  The  history  of  this  question 
is  the  most  remarkable  I  ever  remem^ 
ber.  One  hon.  Member,  as  far  as  I 
know,  has  the  entire  credit  of  what  has 
been  done.  He  canvassed  his  colleagues 
and  through  them  canvassed  the  Scotch 
nation,  and  the  Scotch  nation  decided  in 

a  day  in  favour  of  free  education.  The 
Government  have  now  conceded  to  the 
wish  of  almost  the  united  body  of  Scotch 
Members,  and  are  going  to  devote  the 
major  part  of  this  money  to  free  educa- 
tion. Well,  what  has  happened  to- 
night ?  What  has  happened  to-night  is 
that  we  have  had  a  bit  of  Home  Kule. 
The  Government  acting  as  a  Govern- 
ment have  yielded  to  the  wish  of  the 
Scottish  nation.  I  am  not  going  to 
draw  any  extensive  lesson  from  that; 
and  I  may  say  I  am  not  sure  that  be- 
cause Scotland  is  ripe  for  free 
education,  free  education  in  Eng- 
land is  a  thing  of  to-morrow. 
I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  argue  that 
point.     What  we  are  proud  of  is  that  as  & 
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FarliAmont  we  have  got  fre«  education  f  the  score  of  principle.  It  is  too  late 
for  Svvtl.iad  to-dav.  The  only  point  on  i  now  for  a  determined  opposition  on  that 
which  I  differ  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  .  ground,  and  I  sincerelj  hope  that  the 
man  is  th:it  ho  ha^  put  such  limits  on  English  Members,  who  may  be  opposed 
what  wo  are  doinj?  for  Scotland  in  the  |  to  free  education  for  their  own  countiy, 
counk^  sri  this  Se9$ion.  He  says  that  only  will,  at  least  as  regards  Scotland,  allow 
the  licuitovi  sum  namod  is  to  be  given  for  the  wishes  of  the  Scotch  Member^ 
fnee  o\i;ioA:;on  in  Scv^tland.  We  have  .  supported  as  they  are  to  a  large  extent 
alr^^dy  gv^t  £'^-5,000.  and  when  we  ,  by  the  GoTsmment.  to  be  carried  into 
como  to  OUuse  Jo.  n^Uting  to  the  Probate  '  e^ect.  Scodand  wants  firee  education, 
Duty,  w^o  sh^Il  seek  to  ge:  the  whole  of  as  far  as  that  education  is  compnlaoEyi 
that  Puty.  and  to  obtain  such  an  in-  and  we  think  die  wishes  of  the  Scottidi 
crease  vf  :ho  gran:  .ss  will  cover  all  people  ought  not  to  be  thwarted  bj  the 
the  vv^u'.pu'.jv^ry  standatvis  of  elemeiLtary  English  Members  many  of  whom  in 
ed-.;cA::on.  w::h  uie  oxceptiorL  possibly  persistesdy  rodng  aninac  the  Tiews 
of  A  few  th.^usanis  of  pounds  pu:  forward  by  the  Scotch  l[embei% 
which,     now      that     free      eduoauou    hare  probably  done  so  contrary  to  their 

own  belter  feellsg  and  sense  of  what  ia 
right.  I  would  nrge  upon  hon.  Mflm- 
bt^rs  opposite  dia: ::  will  be  moat  nnwiae 
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CT  an.iher     I:  appears  to  me  :h,^:  this  is 
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«.\ A  »«<■     *•••   T    ••  *^*    "fc*" j"*"*^""* *i»  i> * 

H*  V  -    '^  • 

MTi     S     \VILUAMS:X     ,K.l=:ar- 

M^v k       1  tM>nE  wf  &7^f    a..  4^Tv->&4-.T^  m'* 


wh,lr  .:  the  S^»v■^i5h  people  into  a  band 
oi  Ejmr  Knle«^  a  rw;u"t  whidi,  Tiewed 


as  a  matter  oi  pTin.^pIeL  woald  be  far 
wj.r««e  f.^r  ihem  than  the  costemplation 
.'f  that  fr!f>^  edn:a:i:n  v^ikSi  is  so  mneh 

_*".:*         •  « 


d*"^te».'. 


dMtak>«>V  i>A        K«*k      .B.^ 


Mr 


F.T^tshani  :  I  feeC   r>:-^ad   to  state  ay 
.- wn  ros:t:n  as  an  £iMsk  Ojnserrative 

«^«vi«»   «>..is   ^*i«^sc5«in' 


bO'T.    M«K:h«    rV^    R:rt6-ih&ai  ,S-.r  E 
HamlfT     d«T*o"^  ore   :oca  fr.-.m  :hf 

boi:    ^rf-T.rl<-rr.*n  thf  C^nift  S^v-^r^f^rarr  to 
thf    I.oci    l*;ei;r*Lan:    ^'.Vs 

am  ^M  H-. •  *  ■•  >A«  ^  k  44^ 'k*  m<«*«a 

as    ar.    ar.:o>.^\jrraph3;^    s«>AKh  . 


•k     .-••<* 


:s  .arciKT  saukrK;  :t  slt 
rh«tf  >«<o«'^d$w.  The  iT'TfimiMit  hnfe 
"bwin  kisd  «!^n^h  ro  •^"j^t^  diat  the 
t«ici«):T  ^-i  rhis  :las«e  is  aoc  vaally 
"-rwar.",*  fr«  ^coanoK  in 
bx:t  thf  ^sj^cix  :«.  b^'^w  is  ik 
;;:si6»c.vc  >y  h.-c  MealMn 
j^^-'^aljy  ry  ;hf  5c^»ih  Membeta,  asd 
a  ^-^^cak^n  rora^-ii:  c^*  the 


to  TT.y  rr.-.r.".  a7,r*^>.?»-^fTaT.>.:i^'.  s.pi^-'buf    >%«^   wh,"   agr<^  wiri  then?     1 


r>;i-    >'^"    srvw'hfi*    -r-f    oar.    ha^f    ,%r. 

•  

; T.  .'f  ■■  . T  . ■ .   frw    <v"^ ' : oft.n mi   >. f, r^    bM»T. 
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sa:*l  ^;;r.i;p   r^js  5<^ba;«^  and  I 

s£ar«';   r>>a:   7>.<s    .  usw    dcwa.    in   the 

<«sr:7nar3oi.  c^f   h<ix.  Ue&bns   ^yrsifr^ 

aTr.,^cr.:     ?o      a     r<v\.-iputiaL    l^ 

ya;rts.:T'*     wrflcxffiMiV    and   by 

^x^isjie^     <x    T-hr    Tcixk'*.;!!}^  xbtt    ft 
-.rrr  v.::.  ".T  r»:  rr.f  :-*:..   v^r  v   rr.if  ^<x;^  .        ^     ^^^         *  -       * 

f^T  -c    T--:  *i  s  r.p'.f  ror/',"*:' .-.-^«<v*r:  has    ^*^^;    **^^     ^<"*f    ^tic 

hf^i  '  :-sr  ■  r-r.irr.  TjT.-^f  ot.   :t(  h/»T!oh«i    '.y.t*K^  Tvv»r  T*  hftT*  ^bai;  <^iildnn 

*''P7vvv  V    '.  r*yfc?.l  v  Tb^^sf  n?,->Tv^sK;j  ,-\t,    oar^'l  a:  ;.hf  puh^  lo^tSBse  widiOBt  the 
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payment  of  any  fee  Whatever.  That 
is  a  principle  against  which  we  Conser- 
yative  Members  have  persistently  pro- 
tested. I  myself  have  made  repeated 
declarations  against  free  education  to 
my  constituents  during  my  election,  and 
those  declarations  I  have  renewed  at 

meetings  which  I  have  since  attended  ; 
and  I  must  add  that,  when  I  made 
those  declarations,  I  believed  I  was 
speaking  and  acting  up  to  the  principles 
of  that  great  Party  to  which  I  am 
proud  to  belong.  There  is  no  more 
loyal  Party  man  on  this  side  of  the 
House  than  I  am  ;  nevertheless,  when  I 
come  to  choose  between  Party  allegiance 
on  the  one  hand  and  my  own  declarations 
on  the  other,  I  am  bound  to  stand  to  my 
declarations.  I  ask  my  Parliamentary 
comrades  to  take  warning  from  what 
has  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Sheffield  to-night. 
He  is  a  great  educational  authority,  and 
he  has  distinctly  told  us  to-night  that 
the  future  policy  of  the  Party  opposite 
is  to  be  the  introduction  of  this  principle 
of  free  education  into  England.  Then 
I  would  remind  the  Government  not 
only  on  my  own  part,  but  I  venture  to 
think  I  may  also  speak  for  hon.  Mem- 
bers around  me,  that  when  this  wedge 
which  has  been  inserted  on  behalf  of 
Scotland  comes  to  be  applied  to  England 
we  intend  to  resist  it.  The  principle  of 
most  of  us  on  this  side  of  the  House  is 
that  ofprineipiu  ohsta.  Let  us,  on  this 
occasion,  register  our  protest  against 
the  policy  embodied  in  this  clause,  so 
that,  hereafter,  we  may  derive  what 
moral  force  that  protest  may  give  us 
when  the  case  is  brought  nearer  home. 
If  we  do  that  then  we  shall  have  a 
chance  for  success  in  the  coming  contest, 
if  it  shall  ever  come.  But  if  we  flinch 
now  we  shall  deservedly  lose  any  chance 
which  we  might  otherwise  have. 

♦Mb.  W.  p.  SINCLAIR  :  I  have  no 
fault  to  find  with  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Bridgeton  division  of  Glasgow 
(Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  except  so  far  as  ho 
claimed  the  result  of  to-night's  pro- 
ceedings as  **  a  bit  of  Home  Hule."  I 
venture  to  say  he  misdescribed  our  pro- 
ceedings in  that  allusion,  and  that  what 

VOL.    OCOXXXVIU.   [THIBDSliUM.] 


is  being  done  is  rather  a  bit  of  anticipa- 
tory Local  Government.  We  have  now,  I 
hope,  obtained  a  hold,  not  altogether  on 

free  education,  but  to  the  extent  of  free 
education  in  the  compulsory  standards. 

But  my  object  in  rising  was  to  call 
attention  to  the  position  of  Scotland  in 
regard  to  the  present  expenses  of  edu- 
cation. In  answer  to  a  question  put  by 
me  on  the  24th  of  last  month,  the  Lord 
Advocate  gave  approximate  figures  as 
to  the  cost  of  education  in  each  of  the 

five  compulsory  standards,  the  result 
being  that  for  infants  the  sum  expended 
was  £37,000;  in  Standard  I.,  £38,000; 
in  Standard  II.,  £42,000;  in  Stan- 
dard in.,  £50,000 ;  in  Standard  IV., 
£66,000 ;  and  in  Standard  V.,  £48.000 
— the  total  amounts  being  £281,000, 
a  sum  which  the  Lord  Advocate  con- 
sidered to  be  over  the  mark,  giving  it 
approximately  at  £265,000.  The  net 
result  of  what  has  been  done  is  that 
we  have  carried  out  the  Government 
plan  of  making  the  first  three  standards 
free,  and  we  only  now  want  a  sum  of 
£22.000  to  clear  all  the  compulsory 
standards.  That  will  be  but  a  small 
amount  to  take  from  the  rates,  sup- 
posing we  do  not  get  it  from  the  Na- 
tional Exchequer;  and  I  am  sure  the 
people  of  Scotland  will  not  grudge  such 
a  sum  in  return  for  the  great  advantage 
of  freeing  the  whole  of  the  compulsory 
standards. 

♦Mr.  H.  DAVENPORT  (Leek):  It 
will  be  remembered  that  at  the  Election 
of  1885  an  authorized  programme,  pub- 
lished in  the  Times^  of  September  18, 
1885,  was  issued  to  the  Liberal  Party,  and 
in  a  paragraph  relating  to  gratuitous 
education  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
put  forward  all  the  standing  arguments 

against  free  education.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  that  anything  which 
cost  nothing  was  not  valued  by  the 
recipients,  and  that  the  State  ought  not 
to  do  for  an  individual  or  a  class  what 
they  ought  to  do  for  themselves,  that 
the  action  of  the  State  was  not  to  be 
preferred  to  that  of  the  great  religious 
communities — that  free  education  was 
incompatible    with    definite    religious 
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tonnliiiiff,  lififl  would  lowor  the  charac- 
(nr  of  ilifi  toiinliiiifi^  in  elementary 
nrlioiiln. 

Mm.  a.  li.  nUOWN  (Ilawink):  The 
ho«.  Moiubor  for  8alft»H  (Mr.  TIo worth) 
Imn  npnkon,  aiuoii^  othnr  thinp^R,  about 
what  ho  tonuH  **  human  atrata"  and  the 
dniuai^o  that  nii^ht  roaiilt  from  these 
huiwAU  Ntrata  hoin^  mix«Ml  up  in  one 
nohiiid  llo  nl»o  upoko  of  the  working: 
olaxn  an  tlirifllonn  and  impn>vidont.  I 
nhould  rnt)\««r  liko  ti»  j*f»o  tho  hon.  Gon- 
tloiuiu)  ^\t  down  to  S:ilford  and  addroan 
(ho  x^ovktn^;  mou  thoro.  faoo  to  faoo.  in 
tho  laniiuai^o  \\\>  haii  omployod  with 
io^a)>)  to  (horn  horo  tonight,     TTo  has 
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Dr.  CAMERON:  Havingliatenedwith 
great  interest  to  this  debate,  I  feel  mjselt 
very  much  in  the  poaitLon  of  the 
American  poet,  who  said  : 

*'  Do  I  sleep,  do  I  dream,  do  I  wander  in 
doubt ; 
Or  is  our  ciTilizationa  fiulara  and  the 
cable  paid  oat  ?  '* 

I  find  not  only  on  this  side  of  the  House 
is  there  unanimous  support  to  the  pro- 
posal contained  in  this  clause ;  but  we 
also  find  that  we  hare  with  us  hon. 
Gentlemen  who,  eight  years  ago,  would 
as  soon  have  thought  of  countenancing 
Disestablishment  as  free  edncationu  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretaiy  to 
tho  Lord  Lieutenant  has  said  that  the 


aUo  utatod  that  xio  an^  jjuilty  of  a  mi«-  |  Government  do  not  go  for  the  principle 
uiM«ov  \xUo«  wo  talk  o(  fivo  oduo.-ition  ;  ^,f  f,^  duration;  and  I  wieh  to  em- 
^wA  M  y^^\\vs^^  XI o  ad^r.it  th.it  though  phas:;e  his  utterance  on  that  pmnt, 
t1\o  ^vsMvv  *  l.-**^  max  wot  duNvtiv  pay  *v:v.ini:.  as  it  doea.  after  what  has  been 
«>  J\»*ol  foo«»  t^o\  do  v.ot  altop"»thor 
o«^  ^\s*  t!\o  u'i%\diW%v  of  ti^v^o  {\><v^.  Vo- 
oA<\*o    ii\.*\     jv\\     !V.o'%r    jiV.aro    ::;    '.h^ 


>v<  \Vv.<,or,«  iVo\     v.;aVo    to«A^.;*    t>.^ 


.5v 


l»vjs^\-.^".     K\\V,n;.-.ox         ^v;;     tVo     h/r 

^■V-.y        .*v\        k'.*^         ^-'i         >I»«N  ••« 

w  '  •  *    ,«*  "  \  s*  '».    ■  ■  ■*  ,.*.•■■»     S/ 


sHid    bv    the   Preaident  of  the    Local 

«  

i^oTerr.r.ieut  Board,  and  oataide  this 
Ho'.:se  by  the  Marquees  of  I^oihien,  as 
$>hv''«:r.^  the  £K^$«utT  for  maintaining 
a   £-.;A.riei  aiiiiade  in  this  matter.    I 

m 

"v^rr^t  :h«:  the  $peiech  made  bj  the 
?-«:>.;  >.  r    i!i^r.i^ec:;an  1^  Member  for 
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>>..-  r^.t"-':.!  T.-^-T.-ic^:  was  not  made  as  &r 

.V,  k  ft:^    »l.  :c^  had  it  been  madetben 

«  ^  vv«*        ..-.r^  j^>.  Ljire  bad  &«e  «daes- 

7.    r  S-.-  '.>.x.C      I  harelxiked  np  the 

'."^  ,".*.v  «  :  '.  h  T.».-.t  iriane  in  ibat  jesr« 
ft '  ,r  ,vi7  *M!«L  *'.-  &  f  j^fiLisg  of  astoaish- 
'  ''■    **   "Jf  :x«c*i  tiTT    now 

•  '%  »    >.■  ■^  ,      »'*      Hll.iLJi       X.ai<« 
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at  the  time  were  giving  free  education 
to  some  6,000  children.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  introduced  a  Bill  for  the  re- 
vision of  educational  endowments,  under 
which  the  Heriot  Free  Schools  were 
put  an  end  to  altogether.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  stated  that  if  he  were  to  be  born 
ajrain  he  would  be  born  a  Scotchman. 
Well,  since  the  year  1881  he  has  been 
born  a  Scotchman,  in  spirit,  if  not  in 
flesh  ;  and  I  sincerely  congratulate  him 
on  the  great  advance  he  has  made  since 
the  period  I  have  referred  to. 

Sir  a.  ORR-EWING  (Dumbarton)  '- 

I  am  quite  sure  that  the  Scotch  Members 

generally  will  thank  the  Ooverniaent  for 

the  course  they  have  taken  in  regard 

to  this  question,  and    I   am   perfectly 

certain  they  will   never  have  cause  to 

regret  it.    I  do  not  think,  however,  that 

the  hon.  Member  for  the  Hawick  burghs 

(Mr.  A.  L.  Brown)  fairly  represented  the 

feeling  of  the  Scotch  Members  when  he 

put  it  that  by  compelling  the  working 

man  to  send  his  children   to  school  they 

were  imposing  a  heavy  burden  on  him. 

It  is  my  belief  that  the  people  of  Scot- 
land have  a  far  higher  appreciation  of 
the  value  of  education  than  that,  and 
that  they  are  proud  to  be  able  to  educate 
their  children  in  a  manner  fitting  them 
for  the  positions  they  have  to  fill  in  after 
life.  I  should  not  have  supported  this 
measure  had  it  not  been  that  Roman 
Catholic  and  Presbyterian  Schools  are 
placed  on  exactly  the  same  terms.  If 
schools  in  England  are  all  put  on  an 
equal  footing,  I  take  it  that  the  people  of 
England  will  not  refuse  to  accept  a 
similar  measure. 

♦Mr.  mark  STEWART  :  As  one  of 
the  few  Scotch  Members  on  this  side  of 
the  House  who  issued  an  election  address 
in  1885  which  expressed  an  opinion  in 
favour  of  free  education,  I  wish  to  say 
that  I  am  heartily  glad  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  taken  the  action  they  have 
done  to-night.  The  question  must  be 
looked  at  from  a  practical  point  of  view. 
In  the  case  of  poor  parents  at  present  it 

is  almost  impossible  to  get  convictions 
for  non-attendance  at  school  in  Scotland, 
except  in  particularly  bad  cases.  I  hope 


that  the  educational  provisions  of  this 
Bill  will  give  a  great  impetus  to  higher 
education  ;  and,  again,  I  say  I  heartily 
congratulate  the  Government  on  having 
followed  the  principle  they  have  laid 
down  in  their  Bill 

♦Sir  ROPER  LETHBRIDGE :  I  de- 
sire, as  an  English  Member,  to  point 
out  to  the  Committee  that  the  applica- 
tion of  public  money  in  the  direction  of 
free  education  which  has  been  proposed 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  is  in 
accordance  with  the  unanimous  opinion 
of  the  Scotch  Members  in  this  House. 
When  the  hon.  Member    for  Glasgow 

and  other  hon.  Members  opposite  twit 
Conservative  Members  with  a  change  of 
opinion  on  the  question  of  free  educa- 
tion, I  reply  to  them  that  it  is  simply 
owing  to  their  own  fallacious  use  of  the 
term  '*  free  education,"  for  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  are  strictly 
limited,  in  the  first  place,  to  Scotland, 
and,  in  the  second  place,  to  a  certain 
fixed  contribution.  They  are  also 
limited  to  the  compulsory  standards; 
and.  further  than  this,  care  has  been 
taken  that  no  injury  shall  be  done  to 
denominational  schools;  as  the  proposals 
of  the  Government  insure  that  no  injury 
shall  be  done  to  denominational  schools. 
Again,  I  hold  that  these  proposals 
take  away  that  which  is  distinctly  a  blot 
on  our  present  educational  system ;  I 
refer  to  the  necessity  that  is  now  im- 
posed on  the  poorest  parents,  who  can- 
not afford  to  pay  the  pence  for  their 
children's  education,  of  going  to  the 
Guardians  of  the  Poor  in  order  to  obtain 
relief.  They  are  compelled  to  send 
their  children  to  school,  and  at  the  same 
time  they  are  compelled  to  pauperize 
themselves  by  going  to  the  Guardians. 
This,  I  think,  should  not  be  the  case  ; 
and  therefore  I  most  heartily  support 
the  proposals  of  the  Government. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  245  ; 
Noes  52.— (Div.  List,  No.  197.) 

♦Mr.  W.  p.  SINCLAIR :  The  effect 
of  my  Amendment  would  have  been, 
assuming  that  the  amount  at  the 
disposal  of  the  authorities  for  the  relief 
of  the  payment  of  fees  was  not  sufficient 
to  cover  all  the  compulsory  standardB^ 
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that  the  money  ehonld  hare  been  de>  power  to  do,  and  I  trnst  that  the  House 

voted  to  the  relief  of  rates  in  the  higher  will  give  the  neosBBar;  anthori^. 

rather  than  the  lower  Htandards.     But  „      owT-mw   »K-.if— ♦    ■nr«-*\      t 

the  Government  have  already  conceded  "^-    SEXTON    (Belfairt.    Wert) :    I 

80    much   to  Scottiah  feeliag   and  sen-  hope   that    my  hon.    Friend    will    not 

timent     that    I    confidently  trust   that  pereiBt  in    hia  Motion.      At  the    same 

they  will  be  found  of  the  same  mind  on  time.I  may  point  out  it  would  have  been 

the  Beport  stage  as  they  are  at  present  ^^^    oonvement    if  the  Secretary  for 

Under  the  ciroumatanoes,  I  will  accept  ,rr      ■    ^.i.    <•    ^     i               ui. 

the...ur.ii..c,ftr,eLordAdro..te  that  W.r.ratb.arrt  pljo.,  oO|.ld  hw.  gi.ra 

he  will  oomidBrthi.  point  b.(cir.th.  Be-  th.  intoirm.tion  whi.h  the  Fmt  T»rd 

port  .lag.,  .od  tli.r.roredo  not  propo..  "'  ">»  Trmra'?  1""  «"  P"°  »«d«r 

to  move  the  Amendment  whioh  stands  P"88uto. 

in  my  name.  Thb  8E0RETART   op  STATE  Fo» 

Ma.  J.  P.  B.  EOBEETSON  :  I  may  J'^^  ("■■■  E   SiiUHOpi!,  Linoolnshije, 

>_  .L  •  iL             ^-  Homoastle) :    Uv  name  was  not  on  tne 

remark  that  the  question  may  or  may  ^^^  ^j  ^j^^  gjy^  ^„^  therefore  I  oould 

not  become    important,   accordingly  as  not  intervene, 

the  Government  decide  on  other  pointa.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Da.  CAMERON :  I  do  not  think  that  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

anythiuK  would  be  trained  bv  proceedinir  o-u        3              a  ^-            a            -^  i 

•  II  .l          .  .        I        .     V-  1.    .     ,  Bill  read  a  second  time,andcomnutted 

with  the  next  Amendment  which  stands  f^^  to-morrow. 
OQ  the  Paper,  and  I   therefore  beg  to 

move  to  report  Progreaa,  and  aak  leave  LAND  LAW  {IRELAND)  AOT  (188T) 

to  sit  flirain  AUEI^DMENT  (LEASE HO LDEEtS)   BILL 

*  (No.  81.) 

Question,  "  That  the    Chairman  do  Qrder  for  resuming  Adionmed  DeUte 

report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  ^^  Seeond  Reading  r4t&  April]   road, 

again,"  put,  and  agreed  to.  ^^^  discharged. 

Committee  report  Progress,  to  sit  to-  Bltl  withdrawn, 
morrow. 

ELBMENTART  EDUCATION  (ENQLAHD 

ADDIT(AHMY  AND  NAVY  ACCOUNTS)  *^^  WALES)  BILL.    (No.  SOB.) 

BILL.    [No.  314.]  Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  and 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read.  ° 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^'"  withdrawn. 

'■That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  ^^^^^^  ^^^^^  QOCDPATION  BILL. 

*™«-  (No.  63.) 

Mb.  BLA.NE  (Armagh,  8.) :  I  do  not  Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  and 

think  that  this  Bill  ought  to  he  read  a  dtsoharged. 

second  time  withoutanezplanation  from  Bill  withdrawn, 
the  Government  as  to  its  provisions.    I 

therefore  move  that  the  Debate  be  now  ^  ^  ^^^  ^■ 

adjourneil.  ' 

JESUS  COLLEGE.  OXFORD  (MET- 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  RICK  ENDOWMENT)] 

"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned."  #Ub.     STUART    EBNDEL     (Mont- 

—{Mr.  Btant.)  gomeryshire)  :  I  beg  to  move— 

Mr.    W.   H.    SMITH:     I   hope  that  - Th&t  an  hamble  Addreu  be  preMoM  to 

the  House  will  not  adjourn  the  Debate.  ?!';.  ^^i^^^y,    K"?'"?, .  t*"^*  „»^    "V.  *• 

'  gracioualy  pieiiaed  to  wilhnnld  Her  oanuot  19 

The  Bdl  is  aimply  to  enable  the  Comp-  tha   statute  made  by  tho  anrsTning  Sudy  of 

troller  and  the  Auditor  General  to  audit  ^^^^  *^°^^^p<  ^;'°S?'.'"t  '\"  .M  l"^"^ 

.  18S9.  ameuding;  the  Statute  of  tha  Oallsga  to 

certain  accounts  which  he  has  not  the  ceroing  the  Msyriok  Endonmaat." 

Mr.  If.  P.  Siuclair 
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It  is  within  the  knowlodge  of  erery 
one  interested  iu  Welhh  fdufational 
affairs  that  the  important  Merrick  £d- 
dnwment  in  coDnetiinn  with  Jeeua 
College  was  remodelled  under  the 
TTniverHities  Ails.  The  settlement 
thus  made  by  tbe  UniTersities  Cum- 
misaion  and  confirmed  bj  the  Act  of 
16H7  is  recorded  in  the  Statutes  of 
Jesus  College,  and  was  stated  Tully 
bj  the  Departmental  Committee  of 
1881,  over  which  Lord  Aberdare 
presided.  It  has  unfortunately  hap- 
peued  that  a  sum  of  £20,000,  which 
should  under  tbia  aettlemint  have  |been 
dealt  with  by  the  Charity  Com 
missioners  for  the  benefit  of  Wales, 
has  not  been  bo  dealt  with.  That 
sum  has  now  gone  to  Jesus  Col- 
lege, to  which  it  does  not  morally 
belong,  and  it  has  gone  to  purpoeea  for 
which  it  was  never  intended  by  the 
Universities  Commissioii,  and  it  is 
with  the  view  of  securing  that  the 
money  shall  be  maintained  intact  for 
the  purposes  for  which  it  was  intended 
that  the  present  notice  of  oppoaition  has 
been  given.  If  we  can  only  receive  an 
assurance  that  .there  is  no  intention 
whatever  of  oncroaching  upon  the 
income  or  eorput  of  the  £20,000,  my 
hon.  Friends  from  Wales  and  myaeU 
will  be  quite  ready  to  accept  it. 

liotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  an  humble  addreii  be  presented  to 
Her  Mftjeity,  ptaying  that  She  may  be 
graciously  pleMS'l  to  withhold  Her  consent  to 
Uie  statute  made  by  the  OoverniiiK  Body  of 
Jesus  College,  Oxford,  on  the  2iid  of  February. 
1889,  smeading  the  Statute  of  the  Coll-ge 
concerning  the  Ueyricb  Endowment." — {Mr. 
Stuart  Rtndtl], 

*SiB  J.  MOWBRAY  (Ojtford  Univer- 
sity): I  hope  the  House  will  not  assent 
to  the  Motion  proposed  hy  my  bon. 
Friend.  It  is  in  the  interest  of  educa- 
tion iu  Wales  that  this  Statute  has 
been  passed  by  the  college.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  the  money  does  not 
properly  belong  to  the  college.  In 
that  statement  the  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
ceeds in  the  assumption  that  the  Charity 
Commissioners  did  not  do  their  duty  in  ' 
respect  to  this  sum.  As  a  matter  of  fact  ' 
they  made  no  order  about  it,  and  the  ' 
lagil  right  to  the  money  is  in  the  college. 
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and  was  confirmed  by  the  Court  of 
Chancery.  The  hon.  Gentleman  also 
agrees  to  withdraw  his  Motion  if  an 
assurance  ts  given  that  there  is  no  in- 
tention of  encroaching  further  on  the 
fund.  The  charge  of  £200  a  year  for  a 
Celtic  library  is  not  a  charge  on  this  or 
any  other  fund.  The  Statute  was  passed 
for  the  promotion  of  a  Celtic  library, 
and  I  am  persauded  hon.  Members  from 
Wales  will  agree  that  the  promotion  of 
Celtic  study  will  be  really  advantageous 
to  the  people  of  Wales.  I  suppose  the 
hoD.  Gentleman  would  rather  there  were 
scholarships  or  exhibitions.  Let  me 
take  three  distinguished  Welshmen  in 
the  House  as  examples  of  the  benefit 
which  might  be  afforded  by  this  Celtic 
library.  The  hon.  Member  himself 
was  a  member  of  Biel  College,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Denbighshire  (Mr.  0.  Morgan)  was  a 
member  of  Ballol  College,  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Merioneth- 
shire (Mr.  T.  Ellis],  who  had  done  him- 
self so  much  credit  by  the  honours  ha 
took  at  Oxford,  was  a  member  of  New 
Clare.  They  did  not  go  to  Jesus 
College,  the  national  W^ah  College  ; 
but  what  an  advantage  it  would 
have  been  to  them  if  they  had 
been  enabled  to  avail  themselves 
of  the  opportunities  afforded  by  this 
Celtic  library  within  the  walls  of  Jesus 
College.  So  far  from  this  being  a  local 
object,  it  is  a  general  object.  It  is  in- 
tended for  the  benefit  o(  education  in 
Wales,  and  I  hope  the  House  will  not 
interfere  with  ii. 

MB.T.E.ELLI8(Uerionethshire}:  At 
the  time  the  University  Commissioners 
sanctioned  the  change  in  the  Statutes 
of  Jeaus  College,  this  £  J0,000  was,  to  a ' 
lai^e  extent,  compensation  for  ohanges 
made  in  the  constitution  of  the  college. 
At  that  time  Jesus  College  was  open 
not  merely  to  Welshmen,  but  to  others. 
No  part  of  the  £20,0u0  was  laid  by  in 
order  to  enable  Welshmen  to  be  edu- 
cated in  Wales,  and  so  educated  as  to 
be  able  to  avail  themselves  of  education 
m  the  University.  It  seems  to  me  that 
to  enable  Welshmen  not  merely  to  study 
the  mysteries  of  Celtic  literature  in  the 
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libTai7  of  Jeans  Collego,  but  to  go  front 
Wales  to  the  various  colleges  of  the 
Unirerait;  ia  the  greatest  help  that  can 
possibly  be  given  them.  The  argumeat 
of  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  can  very 
well  be  turned  against  himself.  It  is 
rather  remarhable  that  Jesus  College, 
which  is  supposed  to  be  a  completely 
Welsh  College,  baa  not  one  of  its  owq 
members  in  this  House  representing 
any  Welsh  constituency,  whereas  several 
bon.  Qentlemen,  who  have  been  edu- 
cated in  other  colleges,  are  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  Welsh  isoQstituencies. 
Since  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been 
bind  enough  to  refer  to  myself,  I  may 
give  him  this  experience,  that  the 
greatest  help  which  the  University  or 
this  House  can  give  to  Welsh  boys  is 
to  g^ve  them  good  schools  in  Wales 
from  which  they  can  go  to  the 
Univereity.  I  am  afraid  that  the 
requiremonta  of  the  schools  are  such 
that  very  little  time,  indeed,  is  alloved 
for  the  ordinary  undergraduate  to  go 
into  anything  that  he  is  actually 
required  to  go  into.  It  is  very  little 
time  any  fellow-countryman  of  mine 
can  give  to  the  mysteries  of  the  Celtic 
language  until  he  has  got  his  degree  in 
some  of  the  other  achools.  This  ia 
really  a  case  in  wliii^h  the  Cliarity  Com- 
tDiasioiirrs  and  Jesus  Golli-ge  have, 
either  by  intention  or  accident,  broken 
faith  with  Wales,  A  distinct  promise 
was  made  by  the  Governing  Body  of 
Jesus  College  to  the  University  Com- 
miasioners  and  the  Charity  Comrois- 
sionera  that  this  £':iO,00U  should  be  put 
by  in  order  to  promote  and  develop 
education  in  Wales  with  a  view  ulti- 
mately, of  course,  to  enable  young 
Welshmen  to  go  to  the  University  of 
Oifotd.  Through  the  neglect— the 
shameful  neglect — of  the  Charity  Com- 
missionera,  this  £20,000  has,  it  seems, 
lapsed  again  to  its  old  control.  This 
House,  by  sanctioning  this  scheme, 
would  be  sanctioning  a  breach  of  faith 
with  the  Welsh  people.  I  even  go 
further.  It  seema  to  me  that  Welahmnn 
have  a  claim  not  merely  on  this 
£2U,000,  but  on  the  interest  during  the 
last  eight  years.  For  eight  years  we 
have  been  deprived  of  the  income  from 
the  £20.000,  and  after  eight  years' 
Jlr.  T.  H.  KUU 
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luffering  the  only  oonaolation  ve  get  U 
;o  be  robbed  of  the  £20,000  itaelf. 
*Mb.  J.  G.  TiLBOT  {Oxford  Univor- 
aity) :  The  hon.  Gentleman  ia  deairoua 
that  this  fund  shall  be  apportioned  in  a 
particular  way.  TLia  fund  is  at  the 
absolute  diaposal  of  Jeans  College, 
id  ^hey  propoae  to  diatributo  it  in 
another  way.  That  way  may  not  be, 
the  opinion  of  hon.  Gendemen, 
the  best  conceivable  way;  bat  surely 
that  is  not  the  question  for  the  House 
determine.  The  question  to  be 
decided  is  whether  Jesua  College  boa 
allocated  the  money  in  a  manner  wbioh 
conaistent  with  public  policy.  No 
e  can  say  that  the  estahliahment  or 
ridhment  of  a  public  library  In  the 
lege  is  not  a  very  desirable  object. 
That  may  not  be,  in  the  opinion  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  the  best  object  to 
which  to  devote  the  money,  bat 
surely  it  is  dangerous  for  the  House  of 
Commons  to  enter  into  such  a  question. 
The  Houae  would  be  stepping  out  of  its 
province  and  embarking  on  a  very  wide 
held  of  legislation  if  it  were  to  go 
behind  the  backsof  the  Corporatioi,  who 
have  control  over  this  Fund,  aud  say 
hotr  the  money  ia  to  be  spent.  What  we 
i^o.y  is  that  JeHus  College  has  this  fund 
at  ita  dinpoaal ;  that  it  has  a  right  to 
dispose  of  it  in  the  way  the  (Jtatute  points 
out.  I  do  not  for  a  moment  complaio 
of  theaction  of  bon.  Geatlemen  opposite; 
hut  I  maintain  that  the  balanoe  of  ths 
judgment  of  the  House  ought  to  be  on 
the  side  of  collego  in  having  framed  ita 
Statute  rightly,  and  in  having  devoted 
tbia  money  to  a  purpose  which  no  one 
can  deny  is  a  very  enlightened  one. 

Mb.  BRYN  BOBEUTS  (Camarron- 
shire,  EiGon) :  We  object  to  the  mode 
in  which  Jesua  College  thinks  it  right 
to  apply  this  money.  There  was  an 
understanding,  which  ia  recorded  in  the 
correspondence  between  the  Charity 
Oummissionere  and  the  University  Com- 
missioners in  m»l,  that  this  monej 
ahiiuld  be  applied  in  the  interest  of 
education  in  WaUe.  By  some  meoiu 
or  other  that  money  has  been  devoted 
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to  another  parpose.     We  do  not  deny  Commission  intended  to  deal  with  this, 

it  is  within  the  legal   right  of  Jesus  and  a  certain  time  was  stated  during 

College  to  apply  this  money    in    the  ^^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^^     Commissioners  were 
way  proposed,   but  we  most  positively  j     i        .  v     .       -ri  •  i 

deny  that  it  is  within  its  moral  right  ^    ^®*^     "^^^^  ^  ^*-     ^^   *°.  oversight 

to  do  so.     We  say  it  is  by  the  violation  ^^    *^e  P*'*^  ^\  7®  Commission,    the 

of  the  moral  right  that  they  have  got  f"°^  ^^s  not  dealt   with,  and   it  has 

the  legal  right.  lapsed    to   Jesus    College,    subject   to 

«i#      oTiTT  A  ^m  ■dt:ixtt%t:it       t  ^  certain  educational  trusts.    It  rests  with 

♦Mb.  STUART^  RENDEL  :    I  regret  ^y^^  q^^^^^^  ^  ^^y  in   what  direction 

to  trouble  the  House  again,  but  I  was  the  fuLd  shall  go— whether  it  shall 
really  not  prepared  for  the  official  be  for  direct  education  or  for  indirect 
resistance  which  has  been  made  to  the  education,  such  as  endowing  ex- 
Motion.  This  is  rather  a  peculiar  case.  •}  ^-^^"ai.  •  'ru  ^  ^  ''Vu  v  ^"^  i.u*'^" 
.  J  i_  ■»#  •  i_  dowing  their  library.  I  believe  there 
The  fact  is  that  under  the  Meyrick  ^re  only  49  or  60  undergraduates,  of 
Endowment  Statute  forming  part  of  the  whom  47  hold  scholarships,  and 
existing     Statutes    of    Jesus    College,  apparently  the  authorities  thought  that 

£20,000  was  distinctly  reserved  for  the  ^*^®re  ^^f  °^  ^«®  heaping   scholarship 

v       cx    *     J       ,.'       •    ATT  1  J  —  upon    scholaremp,     and    that    it    was 

benefit  of  education  in  Wales,  and  was  ^^^^^^  ^  ^p^,^  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^^    .^^.^^^^ 

declared  to  be  not  included  m   the  en-  rather  than  to  direct  education.   I  think 

dowment  of  the  College.     Under  the  it  does  not  rest  with  the  Charity  Com* 

same  Statute  the  Charity  Commission  missioners    to    suggest   to  the    House 

were  to  deal  with  the  £iO,000,  or  to  what  course  it  should  take,  and  person- 

,  ..       *  i.u  •     •  *    i.-««  x^  A^  ally  I  do  not  propose  to  vote  in  the 

give  due  notice  of  the,r  mteat.on  to  do  ^^^^^^  ^^.^j^  j^  ^^^^  ^  ^^^ 

so,   and   by  a    mere   technical  slip,   a 

most  culpable  neglect,  the  late  Chief  Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Hush- 
Commissioner  failed  to  give  the  required  cliffe) :  I  think  the  statement  of  the 
notice  of  opposition,  with  the  result  y^^^  Member  has  placed  us  in  a  very 
that  the  £20,000  lapsed  to  the  College.  ,.«,  .  ...  mu^  u  n  i.i 
a  1  I,*  ^  4.^  «.« 4^ «  ^;„:«f««  dmerent  position.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
Surely  we  ought  not  to  go  to  a  division              .       *^        «     i_     />ii.     .       /^ 

without  hearing    a    statement  on   the  >»an   is   one  of   the  Charity   Commis- 

part  of  the  Charity  Commissioners  as  to  sioners,  and  it  appears  from  his  state- 

what  the  facts  are.     I  may  be  under  a  ment  that  there  has  been  a  great  lapse 

slight  misapprehension  in   the  matter,  on  the  part  of  that  body.     If  that  be  so, 

but  I  believe  I  am  broadly  stating  the  ^^^^j    ^^^  responsibility  rests  with  the 

facts  when  I  say  it  is  entirely  owing  to  Government   to    place    the    people    of 

a  piece  of  negligence  on  the  part  of  the  ^Vales  in  the  position  they  would  have 

late  Chief  Commissioner,  and  by  availing  occupied  had  not  there  been  this  serious 

themselves  of    a    technical    Haw,  that  ^     .^^.^  ^|    ^^^     ^^   ^.j^^     ^^^  ^1    ^y^^ 

Jesus  College  18  now  in  any  way  enabled  Charity  Commissioners.     I    appeal  to 

to  make  any  claim  upon  the  £20,000.  ^^^^  Member  of  the  Government  to  in- 

We,     m    Wales,     maintain    that    the  ^^^^  ^^  whetherMn  their  opinion  the 

£20,000  ought  to  go  as  the  University  Government  are  not  bound  to  relieve 

Commisfion  provided  in  furthering  the  ^^^    Members  from  Wales  who  have 

interests  of  education  m  Wales,  and  if  y^^^^  improperly  placed  in  their  present 

we  are    in    a    poor  minority   m    this  position  in  this  matter. 
House,  we  must  divide  on  the  question 

all  the  same  as  a  protest.  ♦The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 

♦Mb.  J.  W.   LOWTHER  (Penrith) :  R.  Websteb,   Isle  of   Wight)  :   From 

I  should  not  have    intervened  in  the  the  legal  point  of  view,  it  would  be  ex- 

debato  had  not  the  hon.   Member  for  ceediogly    wrong    of    Her     Majesty's 

Montgomeryshire  directly    appealed  to  Gt)vernment  to  interfere  as  a  Govern- 

me  for  confirmation  of  the  statements  ment  with  this  question.     Still  there  is 

made    by    him.       That    confirmation  no    doubt   about    the    legal   position. 

I  can    certainly    give.     The    Charity  Failing  an  appropriation  of  the  funds 
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ill  f|iifrtt.i"fi  within  a  lirnit^td  time,  the  i  been  intended  that  tbey  should  be  liable 


T\\i}\l  of  rloiiliii^  With  t.ho  fijnd»  w^nt  to 
•fi*niin  (?Ml|n((n.  (JrihmM  JfiHiiH  ^'oll^'go 
hnn  hitnii  guilty  nf  nfirno  rio^lor-.t,  or  han 
ill  Noiim  wiiy  ilnpiirtorl  from  Horno  ohli- 
Ij^ntioii  whirh  rcntn  upon  tliorii,  tho 
Itiiimn  will  ho  iloiii^  wrori^  in  iiitHrfor- 
in^;  with  ihit  ri^hi  of  .Iohiih  (^)llo{fM  in 
n}i|ilviii)(  ihn  iiioiioy  tf)  n  pnrnoHO  whi(th 
in  iininittoil  to  ho  iMluniitioniil,  iilthoiipfh 
not  timl  whirh  rointiHiii(U  itNolf  to  tho 
lilinttn  of  hon  ()«ilitliMlinii  opponito.  It 
in  not  nvon  Nn^^oRtml  thiit  tlin  Oovorn- 
iniMit  mIioiiM  or  roulil  inlttrforo  at 
prpNMiit.  hut  it  In  Nu^^MfOHtiMl  that  a  Hill 
iniiv  hn  introilutMMl  at  hoiuo  futnro  timo. 

■ 

It  ninv  ho  that  ravlianiont  will  thou 
think  tlmt  fhninaintouanooof  tliidlihrarv 
«houh|  |i0  ohnv)r«Ml  on  rnimo  fund  othor 
than  thin  partiouhir  fund.  Hut  tho 
Mon«o  \^  now   a»kod  without   sntUoioul 


to  come  before  Parliament  for  considera- 
tion. Though  the  College  has  acted 
within  itH  rights,  there  appears  to  have 
been  a  failure  to  appreciate  the  con- 
dition originally  attaching  to  the  fund, 
though  legality  has  been  strictly  observed, 
I  think  a  moral  claim  has  been  estab- 
liHhod  against  this  scheme. 

♦Mil.  RATHBONE :  (Carnarvonshire 
Arfon) :  I  really  must  protest  af^ainst 
tho  position  taken  by  the  Attorney 
Gonoral.  It  does  not  seem  to  me  that 
a  College  can  act  on  different  principles 
to  tliose  that  should  guide  honourable 
uion.  I  cannot  conceive  that  any 
honourable  man  coming  into  possession 
of  money  by  accident  and  knowing  for 
whom  it  was  intended  would  not  make 
an   otfort  to  place  that   money  in   the 


row^ion    to    «rtv    thiK    tho    b.Mv   lojr«llv  baini*  of  tho?e  for  whom  it  was  intended. 
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thM  Kuna.  rtotniii,  ari  «^  aauuttod.  in  tho  **|*!\  |'^*  ui'^titied  in  taking  advantage  of 

o\o<vo»»»  of  tho«v  p.»\xov  bv  dovo!u\c  this  "^^'^  t^vhrncality. 

Kuu.noal^.«tul  ob^vt  Vonn<v?.'awi;h  ^^us    VICE    PRESIDENT    of    the 

ibn.V  x\w  Uouso  X.OUM  bo  r,Nswa;v.^-  ^  ^'^  ^^  ^^-  *^^^  EDUCATION  (Sir  W. 

nu»t\xoitUxir,tor:v.,'*^.,^n.:^v.,i  *^  ^^^  l^xs.  K^nt.  Dartfoid):  Ishoold 
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SIXTH    VOLUME    OF    SESSION    1889. 


[July  20. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Friday,  I2th  Julj,  1889. 


LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS    BILLS. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

♦Lord  DENMA.N  :  My  Lords,  the 
suspoDsion  of  a  Eesolution  like  this 
was  opposed  by  Lord  Kedesdale,  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  in  1855,  because  no 
opposition,  so  late  in  the  Session,  could 
be  of  any  avail.  Since  then,  especially 
in  1879,  when  limited  liability  for  banks 
was  carried  by  suspension  of  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  on  August  14,  and  the  Bill 
carried  the  next  day  by  Royal  Assent, 
all  has  been  hurry.  The  noble  Chair- 
man of  Committees  said  it  would  be 
better  to  have  no  Resolutions  than  to 
annul  them  afterwards.  I  think  it 
should  be  possible  for  this  House  to 
go  through  all  the  business  before  it 
with  due  deliberation.  I  can  only  say 
that  I  have  constantly  advised  Members 
of  the  Government  to  adjourn  Parlia- 
ment instead  of  proroguing  it.  There 
are  several  precedents  for  it,  and  if  that 
were  done  there  would,  I  assure  yonr 
Lordships,  be  sufficient  opportunity 
afforded  for  the  consideration  of  busi- 
ness. On  the  17th  December,  1831, 
Parliament  was  adjourned  to  the  17th 
January  following,  and  by  that  means 
obstruction  and  a  great  waste  of  time 
was  avoided.  I  think  it  would  be  for 
the  good  of  the  country  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  at  once  announce  that  they 
are  prepared  to  adjourn  the  Session  in- 
stead of  prcroguin^:  Parliament. 

♦Lord  BALFOUR :  My  Lords,  a 
gpreat  number  of  Provisional  Orders  are 
on  sucli  minor  matters  as  the  alteration 
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of  local  boundaries,  not  being  those  of 
counties,  and  not  sufficiently  advanced 
to  come  before  the  House.  I  am  not 
speaking  from  absolute  information,  but 
I  think  it  most  likely  that  this  large 
number  of  Bills  has  relation  to  matters 
which  are  the  subject  of  local  inquiry. 
The  House  will  agree  that  it  is,  under 
any  circumstances,  exceedingly  difficult 
for  those  who  have  to  pass  Provisional 
Orders  Confirmation  Bills  through  the 
House  to  comply  with  the  very  stringent 
Sessional  Orders,  and  it  is  only  with 
very  great  difficulty  that  they  can  be 
complied  with  at  all.  They  are  ex- 
ceedingly stringent.  I  quite  agree  with 
the  noble  Lord  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees that  it  is  undesirable  to  continue 
the  Standing  Orders.  I  venture  to 
think  it  would  be  very  desirable  for 
next  Session,  before  the  next  Sessional 
Orders  are  passed,  to  consider  whether 
the  time  should  not  be  extended. 
♦Lord  DENMAN  :  The  necessity  for 
supplementing  the  Local  Government 
Bill  shows  how  hastily  it  was  carried. 
I  wish  no  such  Resolution  hid  been 
passed  at  all. 

The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN:  It  was 
suggested  that  the  Provisional  Orders 
Bills,  which  your  Lordships  know  are 
not  discussed  at  any  very  great  length 
by  this  House,  should  be  considered  by 
the  Standing  Committee,  but  since  that 
time  not  a  single  Provisional  Orders 
Bill  has  been  sent  to  the  Standing 
Committee.  As  no  ono  seems  to  know 
very  much  about  them,  I  venture  to 
suggest  to  the  noble  Viscount  that  he 
should  send  them  to  the  Committee  on 
General  Purposes. 

THE  EDUCATION  CODE. 
♦Lord  NORTON :  My  Lords,  I  have 
to  move  a  Resolution,  of  which  I  have 
g^ven  Notice — 
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far  short  of  anything  that  deserved  to 
be  called  education  ;  and«  so  pnr- 
chased,  must  actually  hinder  it. 
Thirty  years  of  such  a  mercanaiy 
system  of  piecemeal  education  have  so 
utterly  degpraded  the  whole  idea  of  the 
work,  and  so  accustomed  and  practised 
those  eng^ed  in  the  trick  of  the 
bargain,  that  each  yearly  new  edition  of 
the  terms  is  simply  cauTassed  and  esti- 
mated by  the  sum  to  be  won  oat  of  it. 
I  heard  a  leading  educationalist  the 
other  day  condemning  the  jnat  with- 
drawn Code,  on  the  ground  that  it  would 
cause  an  actual  loss  of  4}d.  a  head  in  the 
school  in  which  he  was  interested.  One 
cannot  but  think  when  one  reflects  for  a 
moment  on  what  the  real  scope  of  ednca- 
tioQ  is,  the  formation  of  character,  the 
instilling  of  sound  principles  of  action, 
and  the  training  of  the  intelligence  of 
the  great  bulk  of  the  nation,  that  it  is  a 


"  That  in  the  opinion  of  this  House  the 
Education  Code  should  fix  a  certain  greneral 
grant  to  all  certified  elementary  schools,  ac- 
cording to  their  circumstances,  as  the  noimal 
contribution  of  the  State  to  the  expenses  in- 
curred by  manaflrers.  instead  of  the  grants 
proposed  in  Article  100  {a)  to  be  awarded  on  a 
graduated  scale  by  the  Department  according 
to  Reports  of  Inspectors  on  the  efficiency,  in 
various  senses,  of  each  school;  and  that  any 
reported  inefficiency  should  not  be  met  by  re- 
ducins:  the  means  of  efficiency,  but  the  g^nt 
should  be  continued  until  persistent  refusal  or 
neglect  to  amend  the  reported  inefficiency 
should  forfeit  the  certificate  of  the  school." 

I  hope  your  Lordships  will  accept 
my  statement  of  petitions,  of  which 
I  have  about  50  to  present,  from 
Teachers*  Associations  and  other  bodies 
connected  with  national  education  in 
favour  of  this  Motion.  The  30th  edi- 
tion of  the  Education  C 'de  to  which 
they  refer,  as  your  Lordships  will 
have  seen  by  the  Report  of  what  took 

place  in  the  other  House  yesterday,  is  ;  matter  of  grave  importance  to  ascertain 
withdrawn,  but  s:)me  new  edition  must ;  what  is  the  cause  of  so  much  mischief. 
follow  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Com  mis-  \  The  educational  value  of  the  Code  is 
sion,  and  the  present  is  a  favourable  •  merged  in  the  simple  cash  calculation. 
opportunity  to  pass  in  preparation  such  i  The  system  is  condemned.  If  any- 
a  Resolution  as  I  now  propose.  It  is  most  one  supposes  I  exaggerate  in  saying 
essential  that  that  new  edition  of  the  that  the  mode  of  payment  is  the  root  of 
Cede  should  be  based  on  sound  principle,  all  its  evil,  thev  have  only  to  oonaider 
and  should  be  up<:»n  permanent  basis  em-  for  a  moment  the  grievances  put  for- 
bodyfsir  the  exj^nenoe  of  so  many  J  ward.  The  Notice  Paper  of  the  other 
years.  There  is  nothinir  more  injurious  House  shows  VI  Amendments  to  the 
:han  cc^nstai:: :  hacce  in  a  Code  upon  suv  h  Cede  just  withdrawn.  I  think  that  has 
a  subjec:.  I  watt  :o  show  your  Lord-  beeu  the  cause  for  its  withdrawal,  ETeiy 
ships  :ha:  all  :he  demands  tor  chance  grievance  would  be  met  by  recogniaing 
may  be  ira^Nrd  :o  oce  s.-^urve.  At  :he  true  principle  of  a  public  support 
:he  b.';:or.;  of  all  ibe  dissatisfaction  of  education.  For  instance,  complaints 
.^nd  faults  found  and  demands  for  ar«  made  that  under  the  present 
alteration  is  the  radically  vicious  system  there  is  a  neglect  of  rsllgiona 
basis  of  vv-v^^^rarioa  between  the  instruction.  That  is  because  a  money 
s^.anajCc'rs  who  urdertake  national  grant  cannot  be  attached  even  to 
education  aud  the  State  which  sub-  cleiuestary  :a^:raction  in  religion. 
sidises  their  work.  The  v..ana):er»  \uothcr  very  prominent  grieTanoe 
are  oither  s^h.vl  K^rvi*  with  \;r/.;:u;ted  is  that  a  Sv»rt  of  evaceacent  cramming  of 
ovnun\a.\.i  of  uval  tAxa::o:i.  ov\ol;i!:tarv    the   nxe:v«ry   has    been  substituted  lor 

intellect  of  ehil- 
Imply  beoause 
*(\\\;tten»K  a^r^^a  on  performaaoes, 
04  Couu.^I  ou  jh:!*  stuoNvt  to  A  \\mo.  a^  ,'\v,a  Wx^t  or,  thc  rtx^uiremeut  for  edaca- 
\  uv  lV>a*.iaor.i  ot"  iho  vVui^  :l  Mv  1  O^lO 
^i\ow  1  oi\l  SI*.,mV\ns^Vo^  ;«x  ^VMN'^ij  :u 
foilonr.'fc*  \uo  \n  iSj*l  o,>^.n\  ox<<i:'*^,,i 
tho   *.%Uv*     x'i    J*>0     S  ^o     ito ♦*%.!'»;     ^  Tx 


vviuiit « .1 .1  o ;  uva  i  1  ax  a ;  :o  :i .  ^^  v  \  o  *  ;i :::  ary  t  ^e   nxe:v«*  ry   nas    oeen  si 

Kvlie*  who  Syan,  and  are  oarrxir*:  osu  the   tra:v.ir.jr    cf   the   inte 

the  ^otV  tswv.  pr.vate  n\<o;ir<ON'»      v<xvr,  oresv     W^.y  :$  that  5     Sii 

after  1  :?v*t  i^sLuvxl  a  iv»«s*  ot*  Muxuuvx  tho  •Av.ttent*  d^r«^i  on  i 
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VT■s^*^^^  i^r.^vance  is  the  anxiety 
xv.x:x !!.;:. ^^x  0^   ni::.l   arising  from 
.;*     .Txvr.xf.       Why     is    that? 
has    been    substitated 


tvM  A    ^viu"***,    vvnirftc:   for  the  great 
>%^mV  o,    «\-.;.\i:.or.    spMal    payments 

v.^x  ^\.vA    ^o"  ;rt*T;;x:;,*a.       My  Ixilds^  I 
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condemned  than  in  the  Code  which  has 
just  been  withdrawn.  That  Code 
followed  the  Heport  of  the  Royal  Gom- 
miMion  in  a  wide  departure  from  this 
system.  It  largely  increased  the  fixed 
rate  of  support  given  by  way  of  subsidy 
from  the  State,  but  at  the  same  time 
it  unfortunately  retained  a  number  of 
those  special  payments  which  have  been 
the  cause  of  mischief,  enough  to  still 
Titiate  the  whole  system.  The  Oode,  as 
withdrawn,  after  laying  down  most  pro- 
perly general  conditions  on  which  any 
subsidy  should  be  obtained,  proceeded 
only  partially  to  enlarge  the  fixed  part 
of  the  subsidy  given  by  the  State,  and 
that  in  a  precarious  manner  and  with 
liability  to  total  forfeiture  ;  but  it  made 
up  its  amount  by  a  number  of  the  old 
grants  in  detai],  and  these  would  still 
be  the  most  interesting  stakes  to  play 
for,  in  hopes  to  cover  expenses  incurred. 
There  were — a  shilling  for  needle-work, 
a  shilling  for  singing  by  note  or 
sixpence  by  ear,  one  or  two  shillings  for 
class  subjects.  English,  geography,  and 
history,  and  four  shillings  apiece  for 
specific  sciences  and  foreign  languages, 
which  the  richer  classes  would  mono- 
polize. That  Code  recogpiized  what  was 
advocated  only  partially,  and  spoilt  it 
by  retaining  what  was  condemned .  There 
should,  no  doubt,  be  what  this  Code  had 
not — namely,  different  curricula  for 
echooLs  in  different  circumstances;  but 
in  each  case  the  State  subsidy  should 
be  dependable  and  should  be  adequate 
for  the  contemplated  work.  What  is 
the  use  of  asking  for  half  remedies, 
ench  as  an  extension  of  the  17s.  6d. 
limit  of  subsidy,  which,  indiscrimi- 
nately applied,  might  be  too  much 
or  too  little ;  or  for  freedom  from  rates, 
which  would  be  dangerous  and  unjustifi- 
able indefinitely  granted  ?  Such  is  the 
necessary  failure  of  a  remedy  which  did 
not  touch  the  cause  of  the  old  disease. 
What  is  wanted  is  not  casual  prizes, 
but  means  for  the  work  to  be  done  and 
for  its  necessary  cost.  So  inveterate  has 
become  the  earning,  and  eleemosynary, 
habit  that  a  more  definite  contract  be- 
tween the  State  and  managers  is  neither 
desired  nor  thought  possible.  Yet  it 
is  the  practice  of  all  other  countries, 
including  our  Colonies.  In  Canada  a 
supply  from  the  Central  School  Fund  is 
distributed  to  every  school  district  simply 
in  proportion  to  the  school  population, 
that  is  children  between  the  a£e  of  five 


and  15,  and  the  rateable  value  of  the  dis- 
trict. The  Mother  Country  might  take  a 
limit  in  practical  wisdom  from  her 
daughter,  and  fix  a  normal  scale  of  capita* 
tion  for  State  subsidy  to  local  managers, 
who  would  soon  come  to  terms  in 
detail  with  boards  and  voluntary  con- 
tributors as  to  its  application  to  their 
own  particular  requirements.  But 
the  Code  made  a  further  blunder 
in  proposing  the  enlarged  fixed  subsidy 
to  be  awarded  on  a  graduated  scale, 
according  to  the  inspectors'  judgment  of 
the  comparative  merit  of  schools  as  g^od, 
fair,  or  excellent.  Inspectors  were 
unanimous  in  their  evidence  of  the 
impossibility  of  such  discrimination,  and 
the  invidiousness  and  falsehood  of  the 
attempt.  The  fact  that  the  sample 
turned  out  is  not  so  good  in  one  place 
as  in  another  is  no  test  of  the  merit 
of  the  teaching.  The  object  is  not 
competitive  exhibitions,  which,  from  the 
circumstances  of  the  school  or  accident 
of  pupils'  intelligence,  may  vary  in- 
versely with  the  teachers'  labour.  The 
object  is  to  put  good  education  within 
the  reach  of  all.  A  normal  fixed  State 
subsidy  to  local  managers  is  the  true 
principle  for  public  support  of  national 
education,  and  this  is  gradually  break- 
ing on  the  long  bewildered  public 
mind.  But  there  lingers  still  enough 
of  the  old  fallacy  to  make  some 
suppose  a  guarantee  of  work,  and  a 
stimulant  to  exertion,  necessary  in  the 
shape  of  praemia  on  superior  show,  and 
fines  on  failure.  It  is  strange  that  the 
teachers'  profession  should  be  thought 
incapable  of  the  pride  or  honesty  of 
good  work,  and  to  require  enticing  or 
flogging  up  to  their  duties  by  threats  of 
their  income  being  withdrawn,  and  of  the 
very  means  for  carrying  on  their  service 
being  mulcted — that  they  alone  of  all 
people  in  the  country  should  be  thought 
incapable  of  doing  their  duty,  except  by 
a  'petty  system  of  rewards  and  punish- 
ments. I  am  convinced  that  your  Lord- 
ships will  not  take  that  view.  A  false 
parallel  has  been  put  forward  to  bear 
out  that  view  in  the  dependence  of  all 
work  for  profit  on  its  success.  The  open 
market  certainly  will  not  come  for  nor 
remunerate  unsuccessful  product.  But 
there  is  no  parallel  in  that  fact  to  a 
Government  subsidy  for  national 
education  by  instalments  of  payment 
on  details  of  approved  instruction. 
The     Government    should     take     no 
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measure    of    the    work    required    in 

rabeidiziDg  national  education  by  non- 

raocees  in  particular  performances.  The 

GoTemment  should,  by  constant  inspec- 

ticm,  in%t«ad  of  that  useless  inspection 

wbi/.h    now    goes    on    on    fixed    days, 

ascertain  a  hwndfid^  service,  and  so  long  i  arguments  beibn^  b«l 

ail  M  lyjQtinued  gire  a  fixed  subsidy  of,'  portunity  to  any 

ad^qriate  amount.      In  case  of  persist-  ^  mission  who 

«At  n«rgUc:t  or  of  misapplication  of  the  '  sign  the 

rD«ui4    gir<^n    they     should    withdraw  ;  this  particular  poislv  h«i  ka  coold  aot 

th^m    until    their  proper  use  was  re-    get  any  of  hia  eolln^aaa  to 

•tr>r^.      The  oaly  objection  that  I  have  ;  in  subacribiag  il^  aai  ift     i 

heard  of  any   weight   whatever  is  the    solely  and ensiiely  wifhi  mlt  Ifcn 

notion  th%t   too  much  will  have  to  be    The  Beport  of  the  BoyaZ  Cofl 

lrixzh(i    t)    :'ie    iasp^^tor's  juJgoient,    most  distinctly  ia  couUalictiiia  to  i 
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Parliamentary  grant  could  not  be  made 
wholly  free  from  the  present  system  of 
examination,  without  greater  evils  re- 
salting  than  those  which  it  was  sought 
to  cure,  nor  could  they  believe  that 
Parliament  should  make  a  larger  grant 
without  in  some  way  satisfying  itself 
that  the  quality  of  the  education  would 
justify  the  expenditure.  But  they  al^ 
said  that  the  present  system  of  payment 
by  results  is  carried  too  far,  and  is  too 
rigidly  applied,  and  that  it  ought  to  be 
applied  for  the  interests  of  both  the 
scholars  and  the  teachers.  That  was 
the  principle  on  which  we  proceeded. 
In  that  respect  the  Eeport  of  the  minority 
was  in  practical  agreement  with  that 
of  the  majority,  and  went  distinctly 
in  favour  of  that  which  had  been  voted 
by  the  majority.  Therefore,  I  miy  say 
it  is  perfectly  clear  that  what  the 
Sojral  Commission  recommended  was  a 
fixed  grant,  that  each  school  should 
receive  a  certain  amount  in  the  course 
of  the  year,  so  that  they  would  be 
enabled  to  make  proper  arrangements 
for  teaching,  and  so  forth,  but  that  the 
teachers  and  Managers  should  be  able 
to  earn  more  according  to  their  qualifi- 
cations and  the  manner  in  which  they 
conducted  the  school.  The  inspectors 
were  to  report  upon  the  moral  training, 
accuracy,and  general  knowledge  of  each 
school,  and  upon  the  qualifications  and 
instructions  of  the  pupil  teachers.  They 
were  to  judge  according  to  the  best 
characteristics  of  the  best  schools,  and 
according  to  the  quality  of  each  school 
they  were  to  make  the  grant,  and 
beyond  that  they  were  to  give  payment 
for  certain  subjects.  I  should  have 
been  very  glad  if  an  opportunity  had 
been  afforded  of  going  into  this  question, 
and  regret  that  the  New  Oode  has  never 
yet  undergone  adequate  discussion ; 
but  as  my  noble  Friend  is  in  opposition 
to  all  bis  colleagues  on  the  Oommission, 
as  he  has  submitted  to  .this  House  prac- 
tically the  same  Motion  once  before,  and 
it  was  withdrawn  having  received  no 
sapper t  from  your  Lordships,  I  would 
ask  you  to  negative  the  Resolution  at 
present  before  you. 

On  Question,  resolved  in  the  negative. 

THE  LIQUOR  LAWS  IN   CANADA  AND 
THE  UNITED  STATJiS. 

QUESTION — OBSICBTATIONS. 

The  Earl  op  WEMYSS  :  My  Lords, 
I  rise  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government 


if  they  will  take  steps  to  obtain  and  lay 
before  Parliament  reliable  information 
regarding  the  present  working  of  the 
*'  Liquor  Laws"  in  Canada  and  in  the 
United  States?  My  Lords,  in  moving 
for  theEeturn  according  to  the  Motion 
I  which  stands  in  my  name  on  the  Paper, 
I  would  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government 
what  information  is  already  in  their 
possession,  which  would  place  your 
Lordships  in  a  position  to  judge  of  the 
success  or  otherwise  of  the  prohibition 
of  the  sale  of  liquor  in  the  United  States 
and  Canada.  This  Notice  of  mine  has 
been  for  some  time  on  the  Paper,  and  I 
am  glad  it  has  been  delayed,  because 
within  the  last  month  or  so  facts  have 
come  out  which  corroborate  the  state- 
ments I  have  to  lay  before  your  Lord- 
ships, and  which  considerably  strengthen 
the  position  I  take  up  on  the  subject. 
My  object  in  bringing  this  forward  is  to 
show  that  prohibitory  liquor  legislation 
has  failure  written  on  its  face,  and  that 
it  has  always  failed  even  when  tried 
under  the  most  favourable  circumstances. 
This  we  are  now  able  to  prove  by  statis- 
tics. In  Canada  and  the  United  States 
they  have  had  prohibitory  laws  of 
almost  every  kind  and  description. 
They  have  had  total  prohibition,  local 
option,  and  Sunday  closing  in  all  the 
phases  and  forms  which  compulsory 
regulation  of  the  traffic  can  take;  and  if, 
as  we  are  told  by  temperance  advocates, 
drinking  is  the  cause  of  crime,  madness, 
and  poverty,  these  countries  ought  to  be 
free  from  all  those  evils.  But  is  that 
so  ?  The  facts  do  not  prove  anything  of 
the  kind.  On  the  contrary,  crime, 
madness,  pauperism,  and  all  the  other 
evils  are  just  as  rampant  in  the 
prohibition  countries  as  here  in 
proportion  to  the  population.  About 
two  years  ago  I  ventured  to  say 
in  this  House  that  in  Canada  and  the 
United  States  these  evils  prevailed  to  an 
enormous  e stent.  I  was  taken  to  task  by 
the  Member  for  Glasgow,  who  was  then 
about  to  leave  for  America,  and  he 
promised  to  give  me  his  reply  when  he 
returned.  I  am  waiting  still  for  the 
reply.  Probably  the  hon.  Member  will 
find  as  a  result  of  his  inquiries  that  the 
facts  I  stated  wero  true.  Sin^e  then 
I  have  spoken  to  one  of  the  American 
Ministers  to  this  country  upon  the  sub- 
ject, and  his  reply  was  that  what  I  had 
stated  was  perfectly  true,  and  he  told 
him  that  in  Maine  hot  pickles  were 
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taken,  in  substitution  of  liquors,  as  a 
stimulant.  His  Excellency  mentioned 
the  death  of  a  well-known  temperance 
lecturer  from  this  kind  of  intemperance. 
He  told  me  that  he  had  known  a 
temperance  advocate  who  had  lately 
died.  He  asked  the  doctor  what  was 
the  cause  of  death,  and  the  answer  was 
'<  Intemperance."  But  it  was  not 
intemperance  in  alcohol,  but  in  hot 
pickles,  which  for  this  gentleman  were 
a  substitute  for  alcohol.     The  failure  of 


sure  thatanything  eoming  from  liim  will 
hare  yeiy  great  weight  with  jonr  Loid- 
ships.  Then  he  goea  on  to  show  the  evik 
arising  from  paaaing  mch  laws,  whieh 
are  regarded  as  nnjoat  and  nnneooMaiy 
laws.  Here  are  the  laeta  bfooghtout 
by  Professor  Goldwin  South  mm  regaids 
those  countriet,  and  as  taken  fiom  the 
official  returns.  He  goea  on  to  say  that 
the  Canadian  Temperance  Aet»  known 
as  the  Scott  Act,  was  passed  in  1878,  and 
might  be  described  as  a  county  and  dtr 


this    legislation  is  shown  by  all   the   option  measure,  which,  when  adopts^ 

Parliamentary  Papers  and  Foreign  Office 

Beports  on  the  subject  of  liquor  traffic. 

Of  the  failure  of  prohibitory  legislation 

in  America  and  Canada,  we  have  ample 

proof    in    the    Parliamentary  l^apers, 

thanks  to  the  action  of  Mr.  M'Lagan. 

who  is  well  known  as  a  local  optionist. 

No  doubt,  having  heard  from  his  friends 

of  the  success  of  the  laws  in  Canada,  the 

hon.  Member  called  for  a  Setum  on  the  [  of  unlicensed    and   nnzegalataA   for  a 

subject,  which,  much  to   his  surprise.  >  licensed    and    regulated    trade.      The 

proved  the  total  failure   of  the  Acts,    demand  for  drink,  he  says,  remaina  the 

Professor  Goldwin  Sm.idi.   whose  views  ,  same,  but  it  is  sapplied  in  illicit  way^ 

always  carry  great  weigh:   upon    this    and    drunkenneosy    instead     of    *    * 

subject,  said  in  an  article  of  his  which 

ac reared  in  i^&'Mi.Vi.i'j  Mj:i%iu — 


remained  in  force  three  yearn.  In 
Ontario,  out  of  42  counties  and  11  eitieiy 
28  counties  and  two  cidee  adopted  ik 
The  other  day  ten  coontiea  repealed  il» 
and  in  1 8  counties  and  two  citiea  petitkoB 
either  had  been  presented  or  were  nnder* 
stood  to  be  in  preparation  for  the  aeme 
object ;  and  the  general  remit  where  Aa 
Act  had  been  tried  was  the  aohiiitetian 


•J     e 


—  l^... 


•^'i:: 


;•» 


•x'lL^  i.rz  :cl-  't*-x^  'JL-i  :  ijsciic.  l:  i*»!if.  ":  lt 
Li  I  jCASi;--  r  1  ':el  :c.  li-riw  ▼i-:  :xir  "li-iir  xlidtf 
■:  -rjji  :r  :e?r  -r-.-Ji:;;:  ':t;i::x  ii  A2J  rm.r.i' 
*-!ij*i    :t   Lie  lirra  "isiTirrui,      ZiZLZttnz.'i'i  l* 

;-:»*r!i';ii.     l:    »i.-:ii    lii-riw    rif  :rs;pj    L,jr.     j* 

lii-r*  ;±3.  :»;  3«'  "i.-tnTtfrLa-.-i  -j  \z^t  'zns^sr  «!T*i 
:i:    'JL'i   lam    ^-wr^    tj-rr*:     a    :':*ir:ii.a.       I'i-i 

-..lu.T  V  a  ■..!•: 'ji.  : .  .-sea  ::  t3;":li:.jj:  K" 
n>.  a.wList;.'-  ii  .j-r   ■.■s^vd  -C  'vwr.'fa'.-s.      *.''!•:■' 

:.'!.•    »::lji.       .:.».    .*.    .Jv    *.»"«5-:C      ."V  ♦Ml*        a  1'*.    -  ?■.   ■ 


J.   II.I  --■ 

%        1 

.'•.ll."'-.-*" 

«   !.»■. 

r  :  1    "iU    »" 

VI 

^1-         .U..'*'; 

*•   '.  Ul 

f.' 


•TlV    ■        l.+      •f.J'.','l-,'S»k        »-J-»         *1  ♦     -O.        ?V*'.**,       .•    Ml" 

31."     .  -lr»       ,J«.Ul>.   i'-'.3»  •         'V*-   •    •■♦»«'w'  III**  .k 


diminished,  has  increased^  aa  the  iDkit 
Liquor  seller  is  more  acti¥e  than  the 
licensed  publican  in  thmathig'  his  tmmf- 
tadon  on  th»e  a.o«t  HkelTioyidd  to  it. 
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town  in  the  State.     The  universal  testi- 
xnonj  is  the  same,  that  in  cities   and 
villages  alike  they  can  get  liquors  enough 
for  bad  purposes  in  bad  places,  but  they 
cannot   get  it  in  good  places  for  good 
purposes.     Now,  my  Lords,  comes  the 
qaestion  of  statistics.    The  Maine  Prison 
Beport  states  that  intoxication  is  on  the 
increase,  and  that  some  new  legislation 
must  be  passed  if  it  is  to  be  lessened. 
The  number  of  committals  for  drunken- 
ness, it  states,  in  the  year  was  1,316  for 
apopulation  of  648,000.  while  in  Canada, 
which  was  not  then  under  these  laws, 
the  number  was  only  593  for  661.000  of 
the  population.     In  ordinary  crime  there 
has  been  an  increase,  and  the  pauper 
rate  is  larger  in  Maine  than  in  any  other 
State.     In  Vermont,  where  for  the  last 
30  years  prohibition  has  been  tried  in 
its  severest  form,  the  law  for  all  practical 
purposes  is  a  dead  letter.     In  Iowa  pro- 
nibition  means  free  liquor,  and  in  Kansas, 
under  the  most  strict  prohibition,  the  drug 
stores  are  little  better  than  rum- shops. 
Local  option,  which  has  been  in  force  for 
three  years  in  seven  counties  in  Ontario, 
was    submitted    to  the  electors  for  a 
renewed  term,  but  was  rejected  in  all 
those  counties  by  large  majorities.     In 
June  last  the  repeal  of  the  liquor  pro- 
hibition   Amendment    by    the    Ehode 
Island    Constitution    was    voted  by  a 
heavy  majority,  and  in  the  same  month 
the  people  of  Pennsylvania  rejected  a 
prohibitory  liquor  Amendment  to  the 
Constitution    by    175,000     votes.       In 
Philadelphia  the  majority  was  93,750, 
against  it,  and  in  nearly  every  county 
there  was  a  large  hostile  majority.     All 
this  goes  to  prove  the  signal  failure  of 
the  Acts ;  but  such  legislation  is  most 
disastrous  in  other  respects,  because  it 
engenders    an     enormous    amount    of 
deceit,  and  every  mode  of  breaking  the 
law  is  resorted  to.     My  Lords,  I  take  it 
that  those  facts  show   that   there  has 
been  a  ngnal  failure  in  producing  the 
effects  by  those  Acts  which  their  pro- 
moters hoped  they  would  produce.     I 
have   received  numerous  letters   upon 
this  part  of  the  subject  from  a  person  in 
Maine  who    is  thoroughly  conversant 
with  the  subject,  giving  instances  of  the 
deceits  resorted  to  for  the  purpose  of 
evading  the  law.    For  example,  in  some 
transaUantic  places,  if  you  go  into  a 
place  where  liquor  is  sold,  by  turning 
the  tajM  in  one  direction  you  get  water, 
if  tamed  in  another  you  get  spirits.    In 


many  cases  spirits  are  obtained  under 
the  pretence  of  illness;  and  as  druggists 
are  allowed  to  sell  liquors  medicinally 
the  usual  prescription  when  the  patient 
required    *•  bracing    up  "   was   **  spirit 
fumenti,''  and  whiskey  was  produced. 
In  smaller  towns  in  America  spirits  are 
obtained  from  'Uhe  bootless  saloons" 
where  men  go  in  with  long  jack-boots 
and  they  have  only  to  give  a  wink  and 
they  get  the  boots  filled,   and  a  very 
common   mode    was    upon    what    was 
known  as  the  "  loan  system."     A  gen- 
tleman desiring  a  bottle  of  champagne 
with  his  dinner  mentions  the  fact  to  the 
waiter,  with  the  result  that  a  bottle  is 
''  lent "  and  a  document  is  signed  by  the 
gentleman  promising  to  give  back  the 
bottle  on  a  future  occasion — whether  it 
is  full  or  empty  does  not  appear.     The 
law  cannot  possibly  touch  such  a  case, 
for  it  is  all  colourably  legal  enough.  But, 
my  Lords,  you  must  not  suppose  that 
these  evils  are  at  all  confined  to  the 
transatlantic    countries,   for    we   know 
that  in  our  own  country  Sunday  closing 
has  had  very  similar  effects.     We  have 
had  ample  illustrations  in  the  United 
Kingdom.     Sunday  closing  was  in  force 
in  Wales,  but  in  Neath  the  hotels  were 
watched  for  two  or  three  months,  and 
an  average  to  each  house  of  280  '  ^  bond 
fide  travellers"  were  seen  to  enter.     In 
Glasgow  there  are  4,000  shebeens  and 
2,000  clubs.     Lord  Aberdare,  who  was 
an  earnest  advocate  of  what  is  called 
**  temperance    legislation,"    and    who, 
when  be  was  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
made  a  proposal  by  which  in  10  years 
all  the  licences  would  have  lapsed,  and 
who  strenuously  supported  the  Welsh 
Sunday  Closing  Bill,  has  written  admit- 
ting that  it  was  a  failure.     Now,  my 
Lords,  in  the  face  of  all  these  facts  what 
will  the  enthusiastic  teetotal  advocates, 
or  *'  hydrocephalists  "  as  one  may  call 
them,    for  they   certainly  suffer  from 
''  water  on  the  brain,"  say  in  defence  of 
their  position  ?     Doubtless,  as  regards 
America  and  the  United  States,  they  will 
argue  that  the  systems  were  different, 
and    that    what    has    happened  there 
would  not  happen  here.     It  is  perfectly 
astonishing    the    fearful    extremes    to 
which  some  of  these  enthusiastic  water 
drinkers  will  go.     I  read  some  time  ago 
in  a  Scotch  paper  that  the  pastor  and 
deaoons  of  a  kirk,  who  were  all  water 
drinkers,  and  who  objected  to  the  use  of 
wine  in  the  Communion  Service,  with- 
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ont  the  knowledge  of  the  coQgref^&tioii 
iubstituted  water  mixed  with  ohalk.  It 
u  iDtereBtiog  also,  my  Lords,  to  see  what 

professional  prohibitionists  aaj  on  these 
matteTB.  I  have  in  my  hands  the  speech 
of  a  distinguLehed  political  gentlemaa, 
and  SB  the  passage  in  question  expresses 
my  own  views  muoh  better  than  I  could 
do  I  will  read  it.  The  speaker  (Sir  W. 
Harcourt,  M.P.)  in  1872  said— 

"  I  henrd  it  affirmed  that  crime,  poverty,  aoil 
disease  vere  ths  results  of  increased  and  in- 
creasiog  drtrnkenneus.  When  I  come  to  ex- 
amine these  assertions  I  find  thoy  cannot  Lie 
supported.     There  seema  to  be,  day  by  day,  a 


tioD  of  social  life.  I  believe  this  to  bo  a  most 
dangerous  tendoDcy,  atid  one  to  which  it  is 
necessary  to  offer  an  earlv  and  determined 
resistance.  The  question  is, 'Can  you,  or  ous^t 
you  to  put  down  drinking  hy  legislation  P  You 
might,  of  course,  make  it  impossible  for  any 
man  to  get  anj Ihiog  lo  drink,  and  then,  of 
course,  no  man  could  be  drunk;  just  in  ihe 
same  waj  you  might  make  an  end  of  all  crime 
by  potting  OTorybody  in  prison.  But  when 
you  have  put  everybody  in  prison  you  will  not 
have  mado  your  population  virtuous.  No  more 
will  you  have  made  the  nation  moral  when  ynu 
have  COmpellod  them  (o  be  sober  against  their 
will.  What  really  makes  sobriety  valuable  is 
the  voluntary  self-control,  the  deliberato  self- 
denial  which  resists  temptation  and  leads  a 
man  for  the  sake  of  hiinaclf  and  others  to 
abstain  from  vicioua  indulgence,  and  this  is 
the  thing  which  you  cannot  crsalo  by  Act  of 
I'arliamont.  I  shaU  be  told  that  this  sort  of 
restrictive  legislation  ia  promoted  by  well- 
intentioned  people  for  excellent  objects.  I 
know  it  is.  l!ut  I  also  know  that  the  greatest 
crimes  and  the  greatest  mischiefs  the  world  baa 
over  known  have  been  the  work  of  well-inten- 
tioned people  for  eicellent  objects.  Xhey 
thooght  it  was  their  right  and  their  duty  to 
compel  men  by  any  and  all  moans  to  do  what 
was  good  for  their  temporal  and  eternal  wel- 
fare. The  Bishop  of  Peterborough's  sentonce, 
thai  he  'would  rather  see  England  free  Ihan 
sober,'  has  become  famous.  I  know  ho  has 
bean  loudly  condemned  for  it,  but  it  aeems  to 
me  to  convoy  sound  aenae  and  true  policy,  and 
if  he  had  only  added  that  he  would  rather  see 
England  free  than  orthodox,  I  should  have 
been  disposed  to  have  called  him  a  model 
Bishop.  I  am  against  the  whole  syatcm  of 
petty  nioleatiilion  and  irritating  dictation, 
whether  by  a  class  or  by  a  majority.  I  am 
against  forbidding  a  man  to  have  a  glass  of 
beer  if  he  wants  a  glaaa  of  beer.  I  am  against 
pnhlic-houBO  restrictions  and  park  rcgulaliona." 

Now,  my  Lorda,  in  1888,  addressing 
the  assembled  hydrocephalists,  the  same 
gentleman  said — 

"It  cannot  bo  but  a  mfltter  of  supreme 
satisfaction  to  men  who  have  worked  far  longer 
than  myself  (tie)  in  this  great  cause,  to  men  like 
those  whom  1  Beearoued  mo  upon  this  platform, 
and  perhaps  first  and  foremost  of  all  my  friend 
n*  Earl  if  Wemyu 
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Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  men  who  worked  m 
faithfully — at  times  it  must  hare  basa  so 
desperately — in  tlie  oaose  which  thsy  hare 
lived  to  see  advance  to  a  point  when  wa  are 
within  sight  of  final  victory,  to  see  this  grsat 
cause  moving  like  soma  of  Ihe  great  heavaaly 
bodies  with  cumulative  velooityand  with  evor- 
incroaaing  momentum.  ...  In  ipita  of  all 
your  progress  your  gaols  sre  still  replamihad 
with  crime ;  your  workhontes  are  Uled  with 
paupers ;  homes  that  might  be  happy  faeoone 
the  abodes  of  wretchedness  ;  men  who  might 
bo  an  honour  and  a  service  to  th«r  oonntiy 
■" -^.1-—  mischievoas  drunkards  o 


less  sots ;  sad  women  who  should  be  the 
nursing  mothers  of  future  gensraUona  oBltr  to 
their  children  the  fatal  example  of  {ittampar- 
ance  and  vice.  Depend  npon  it,  there  is  no 
place  like  the  Horns  Offioe  for  iiiipi  MSiiift  npoa 
the  mind  the  terrible  significance  of  thil 
cancer  which  eats  into  the  vital*  of  aocie^. 
Can  we  sit  with  folded  hands  and  aooept  this 
shocking  and  far-reaching  misohief  F  ifon  do 
not  act  with  helpless  impotence  in  other  thing*. 
If  you  have  foul  sewers,  you  eleanse  tham.  If 
you  have  swamps  which  breed  fever,  and 
endanger  the  vital  powers  ot  the  oommani^, 
you  cleanse  them.  Bat  this  fmitfnl  woTce  of 
moral  pestilence  is  allowed  to  work  its  aumm- 
bcrod  evils.  Is  there  no  remedy  foritf — [Crie* 
ol  '  Yea,'  and  '  Shut  them  np.']  ThereniBdy  is 
ur  hand.  It  is  ths  very  thiaff  whioh  the 
ice  exists  to  promote  (O.  prohibition).  I 
>so  to  give  the  absolute  control,  inoloding 
ibition,  to  the  Local  Oovernment." 
Uy  Lordf,  it  is  diffieult  to  tmdenUad 
that  in  these  two  instanoes  the  apeaker 
was  the  same ;  but  in  187i,  at  Oxford, 
Sir  William  Harcoort  waa  not  the  pro- 
fessional politician  he  waa  at  Manohertea 
in  1 888,  when  be  made  ths  seoond  ■peeoh 
addressing  the  hydrocsphaliata.  What 
a  professional  poUtioiaii  may  aometimeB 
feel  himself  impelled  to  do  I  do  not 
know  —I  am  sure  it  is  not  for  me  to  tmj 
what  a  professional  politimui  nuij  ox 
may  not  do.  It  is  highly  poaaiblo  that 
those  wbo  err  in  one  direotion  irill  &U 
into  an  extreme  in  the  oUier.  Bat,  mj 
Lords,  it  is  of  seoondar]'  importanee 
what  a  professional  politician  oat  of 
offioe  may  aay  upon  uxj  qaeation  M 
compared  with  what  will  be  dons  bj  tlifl 
Government  of  the  country.  l£j  Loidi, 
I  can  hardly  doubt  that  those  who  ait 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  will  ureethatit 
is  no  crime  for  a  man  to  drmk  a  sltN 
of  beer  or  spirits.  I  do  not  beheni 
my  Lords,  that  at  Cabinet  dinnen  than 
ia  only  water  provided;  SDdXhopoHn 
Majesty's  Qovemment  will  oonngaoiu^j 
put  their  foot  down  when  aaj  qaeation 
of  legislation  of  thia  eort  cornea  biAm 
them.  I  could  refer  yoax  Zjordahipa  to 
some  powerful  pauagea  in  tlu  Bepoit 
of  the  Lords'  Oommiasi<HiontlMHigwt. . 
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The  eyil  of  drunkenness  is,  no  doubt,  a 
question  of  great  importance ;  but  there 
are  more    serious    matters    even  than 
drunkenness,   and  those   questions  are 
liberty  and  law.     I  hold  that  we  shall 
cease  to  be  a  free  people  if  it  is  not  to  be 
in  the  power  of  a  sober  and  temperate 
man      to      get    a    glass    of    beer    or 
spirits  if  he  wants  to  do  so.    I  appeal 
to   the    Government   to  consider    well 
before  assisting    any    legislation  of  a 
prohibitive  character,  and  I  urge  that  if 
legislation  is  undertaken  it  should  be  on 
the  lines  laid  down  in  the  Eeport  of  the 
Lords'  Commission.   The  other  aspect  of 
the  question,  to  which  I  would  again  re- 
fer, is  obedience  to  the  law,  and  I  think 
there  is  nothing  which  would  be  more 
hurtful  to  the  nation  in  the  long  run 
than  such  prohibition  by  law — in  the 
long  run  it  would  tend  to  produce  con> 
tempt  for  the  law,  and  induce  the  evils 
of  evasion  and  drunkenness   which  it 
has  produced  elsewhere.   I  trust,  there- 
fore, that  those  who  desire  that  prohibi- 
tion which  has  failed  in  other  countries, 
and  among  all  English-speaking  races, 
ifdll  be  warned  by  those  examples,  and 
I  hope  your  Lordships  will  resist  the 
tyrannical    views    and    action   of    the 
Temperance  Alliance,   and    those  who 
are  m  favour  of  prohibiting  the  liquor 
traffic.     In  the  e?ent  of  the  licensing 
being  transferred  to  the  County  Coun- 
cils, I  trust  that  whatever  Government 
may  be  in  office  a    minimum  will  be 
fixed  both  as  to  the  number  of  licenses 
and  as  to  the  fees  to  be  charged.    In 
that  way  alone  should  the  interests  of 
the  minority  be  protected.    That  protec- 
tion for  minorities  is  demanded,  other- 
wise, upon  taking  the  opinion  of  perhaps 
a  few  hundreds  of    the    population  of 
a  district,    all  places  where    liquor  is 
sold  would  be  shut  up  and  the  licenses 
taken  away.     On  the  other  hand,  it  is 
quite  possible  to  impose  such  a  fee  upon 
licenses  as  to  be  suificiently  prohibitory. 
My  Lords,   I  think  the  evil  effect  in 
every  way,  moral  and  otherwise,  of  this 
kind  of  legislation  is  so  clearly  shown  in 
the  cases  where  it  has  been  adopted,  and 
its  failure  so  apparent,  that  I  now  ask 
the  question  which  stands  in  my  name, 
for  the  purpose  of  having  laid  before 
your    Lordships    any    Papers    on    the 
subject. 

♦The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS(TheMarquessof  Salisbury): 


My  Lords,  the  only  objection  I  know  to 
the  demand  of  my  noble  Friend  that  the 
Government  should  furnish  him  with 
more  information  is,  that  he  has  so 
much  information  already  that  I  am  not 
sure  we  could  give  him  any  material  to 
his  purpose.  We  have  already  a  good 
deal  of  information  on  the  Table,  and 
we  will  do  what  we  can  to  obtain  from 
the  American  States  any  further  light 
upon  this  debateable  question.  I  am 
authorized  by  Lord  Knutsford  to  say 
that  he  will  take  the  same  measures 
with  regard  tS  Canada.  My  noble 
Friend  must  remember,  however,  that 
at  the  beginning  of  the  operation 
of  a  law  when  it  has  not  been  in 
operation  for  a  great  length  of  time, 
it  is  not  easy  to  produce,  in  the 
form  of  statistical  figures,  evidence  of 
its  actual  working.  It  is  only  when  it 
has  been  in  operation  for  a  considerable 
number  of  years  that  the  evidence  takes 
that  form,  and  any  evidence  which 
really  depends  on  the  estimate  formed 
by  the  reporter  is  of  less  value,  and  in 
the  case  of  a  foreign  State  is  rather 
difficult  to  furnish.  It  is  quite  a  simple 
affair  to  ask  the  Secretaries  of  the  Em- 
bassies in  any  foreign  State  to  give  any 
facts  they  know,  but  it  is  not  so  easy  to  ask 
them  what  they  think  of  the  working  of 
the  law,  because  they  might  say  some- 
thing to*which  the  Government  to  which 
they  are  accredited  may  very  fairly  take 
exceptioD.  Therefore,  I  must  ask  my 
noble  Friend  not  to  imagine  that  there 
is  a  larger  store  of  information  at  our 
disposal  than  actually  exists  ;  but  I  can 
assure  him  we  will  do  our  best  to  obtain 
all  we  can,  and  shall  be  very  glad  to 
lay  it  on  the  Table. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  :  Much 
of  the  information  which  I  have  quoted 
is  contained  in  Papers  already  pre- 
sented to  Parliament,  and  my  desire  is 
that  we  should  have  a  continuance  of 
that  information  down  to  the  present 
date. 
♦This  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
Quite  so ;  that  will  be  easily  done.  My 
noble  Friend  dealt  a  good  deal  with 
movements  of  opinion,  and  addressed 
many  exhortations  to  the  Government 
or  those  who  might  occupy  our  places ; 
but  he  knows  very  well  what  the 
opinions  of  the  Government  are  upon 
this  subject.  We  embodied  them  in 
certain  clauses  of  the  Bill  of  last  year, 
but  we  found  there  were  difficulties,  not 
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}foliiioaI.  bu:  of  a  inu'ueria'  cLara?:»r.  iL  a&ijxrer  of  thifi  f«Blixi|:  flprfiading  toj 

tiie  v«T  c»J  »:iLTTv:ii£r  cur  opiLUm*^  ett  n^.u'-ii  furLberthaii  ii  liBsalrBK^j  Bpread. 

iuxzhw.     'Wfr  £ud  ::   liail  eii'.«i:r"L  t:-  'i»t  Bu:  i:  if  mixed  np  vith  anallMr  feeHiig, 

ol'lig'ed  !:•  der-.TL*-  a  S-ssini.  t:-  Ir^lLiia  vitii  wiiiuh.  I  thint.  mj  2Lol>le  Fri«ad 

ffcud    b   ^eesi'.ii.  ij  S'.:'.»*4ilaiid.  aiii  if    it  Las^  wrcmrlv  confoumded  it,   but  vluch 

bddlLic>i.  vt  fcrt  :■.  ifT.»;*  tv:-  or  iLrw-  it    defttufiitiif-   on    other    ^oimdB.   aaid 

SecMii'jDS  !'.•   t»lV1u  b'.'Ubef.,  iLere  r«Ll:T  i:,tT    is    the    xncrremflnt    lor    Bhuttiii^ 

vjiud  lif  b  Tfrv  berl.'Ut  iiLT»t«d:iiieL:  i:*  iniolic-hnixfies    cm   Bundaj.      Xow  thaX 

puVlii     l»ufc!iLtiM       Tl*-   vlpnur   :'f   iL*-  is   ii:ii.   in  mj  view   of   it,   lamafilj   a 

vjc'-TLfrervv  V  Li.  :*  rfckr**t  '.»!.  tiiif  blI^i'I  :T*HL;»iiI   iri:»reinexit.     It  ia  much  vkfxe 

lutjtft  .:  verv  i.5..'.^:  ij  iLir.iiuK  l.lt  fc.:.ti:»ir;»ii5  in  vhat  ire  mar  call. 


Itjgriblt'-i'j'-    ta^:    u'_       'J':.*:    ii'jii*    El!-  :.'*iT  oftJUPfc.  the  Sabbatarian  Tieir,  whidi 

8|#v»kt   ritvJL*:*?  bt    :i    L-.    iz-Ejii-rr    tilt:  f.irL5  n.nfth  mare  on  the  sanetitj  vhieh 

Lfcudit-if    C'Vf?   T-t   ji'.  vtr  :.   -i'.;eLt-iir  ttiarb**  ::•  Sandaj  than  cm  the  moTe- 

IxviL    II- 1    hLi.jr\^\rti>.*t   i:     tit    L:»:rt.  Zi?L:  f  .»r  refCTBinin^  the  sale  of  ifRiit- 

jLuru'jr.i.tJt  ¥ v^.d  l.%  t  iL.*jL5urr  ::.  d*-  -j.i;t   liqui-rs.  and.  tberrfore,  it  hms  at 

ivjffciioL  v!  :L%  ..■  vt-nv  vf   irL"-'.!   It  it  i.f  *ih:jc  a  iiiu'iLiR7:m^«r  foneofopinioB 

Twy  ;u«:jv    btlv^t.      Tz-it   ie   i-'j:   =:t  — a  ii-rw  of    opinion  dimwn  from    tke 
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yjfitv.tiL        i  ::_'ii:   '.Li:   :!»•   t:tv^   t.  »»T-:.tl:i.r-i:tf     tiid     the     deep     ocmTic- 

wLlv-  Lt  it  ^Ft»-t.v,*.fc.'iT   bdrtr*-?    zzlr  tl:^*  cf  a  Itri**  ar^sH  <tf  l3ie  Ciuiftian 

tzlrt  i«.  •.■fef*:v',-fcr  *".  •;  :f  t.--»vlT":T  :  tirj  .  L-r:i.    fiii  I   d?  liM  dflDT  laut  that 

c.'^  i-v*.  b;,-5 v*.;.   !■  Ji- •  V   . i. r ^ 1 1  r .    I  ■« :   t l e  v  ii. :  t r z. -tl:    i a«    Aoquire i    era»derable 

til;  lv.:„c    ..V    •'«:'5t^v-t    vi.     t:.-v.:-:t  «trri.ir-i.     ti.i    ^^*J    awjinre    cmier 

*i..sriL  *-V-  jffrf  v:^.'-.*  fc'-i  Tir.jLi'iT'T  i;:r^Lr"j  xei.     Mj  uDble  Fn«M  ninit 

icj^'jL  *.'.'.  /5rt:  tz-^/T       T-.'St  ritvi  :.::  :T.ari-e  I  a.—  a:  all  ia  its  faTOvr ; 

iAvt   -•.    bvv_i:    o".  -It.*-*    iiTLi**!    -It  I    irtrec-A:*  I*  TfiTT  mnA;  but  I  was 


l^Jc.^.tfjcr.Jt   /^**:-«--    l.:  1  an.  i.::  5;:.re    mx.:**    m-    di«C3.^Ti2sSi 

»i.t'.   •.'-*  ..vrnv  vf   "sril-.L    it    i»    :it    £:£tr?^:  t^rTs=.t«  of  opoiikn  wbieh  I 


ijukii:;/',-  *.- :l'-".  ::;  :lt  liif   r-z   "'.-t  tJJLk  i:  is  a  :ii*CA!keT?  eanfoiind,  Idiink 

*cJLy/v^»    \%   •L.t   r::.i  :f    risk    if    u.t  :lt  nire^i-r^:  f>r  S^siaTdosiigiaoae 

wip«t'.'.  «ve'«:'jL  ',f  ::Ltir".-r:tr!sl  !!:'?::«:-£  :f    ::r.*iitriVle  xovear.   and  T  do  not 

V//-V. -Tt  vi::.'^^:  fc:.T —.'ilr. :;£:..  1    A:  Tt-:-rr    :?   rrrrc-ssT  b\*ir   %kt  it  will 


.-  *■»■«:•.'-•«     I   it*:l  lit    tL.-l:.    .'    tit    s-xt^I  c-r   r.:^*-  fir  it  will  fail.     We 
».v,>i:    \-,  ', .  :*  fi  tif-  ▼'-.i  :lt  C --I'.T    ki-.T  ::  ha*  alrsaiT  s^aaeccidtd  »  the 


O/,.'-'.  ..e    *.<    ▼.:]:„  ^"-t    Miirl^ratt*   i-     I'rl::;  itiriirr.*  :f  liis  ciTaatrr.  aud  it 

•  •  • 

t^-»  ;-'-A.  •.*•-    •;.,-/.•-   I    1 1 : :  r^rl  T   c :  :i :  i  r    z:  a  t  1 1  :c  -  i  *:  zit  t-  i:  f ^orsher,  bot  the 


Up;fc*.  t^-..\  ;::.vi.'r.rv*  "t---.:  '.-t  :4£ti  ii    =:.Tt-t-:  \^ *:=.*:  tie  ubernr  to  eon- 
4^  >  -*:/  ..«w.ft '.. '.  •_  ', :.  •..-,  .*  5  - "'-  •  t'-- :  i*  •! :  .l  i    s  -  :i.^  il :':  i ;  1.  » hi  :h.  is  separate  flam  the 

kJi:.''!  ».'.-.'.!  :-t  drtii?  B.:  thtr*  :*  i*  n::  i-  my  belief  a  Ttay  powerfhl 
uu:  {/>-'-•.  >-  :::.■.•  r.',o-<j  Frltr.i*«  r«i*:--  =: :Tt=:t=.:.  ici  I  :h:=.k !2t noUe  Friend 
itjf  itii-.'.:*  f.ri.k  :^t  if  h*  -rt^.:  :■=.  n-r^i  :■?  unitr  n>  ippr^iieaaoa  that  it 
at'i  V/  w.'.:'.r*  I  »-.!.  ^:raT  L:«  art-ti^r.  will  tTtr  a.^:i:r- 5a:fi:ieQt  power  to  ia- 
I  ^1  aIV:  4,1  .'il'.  ♦.her*?  i--  :Li9  iT^ire  f  3r  :*rr:'rr?  w::h  iniiTii-ial  libaty.  That  is 
Tr>*A*.  i.%  r;*l.«ri  jiroLIbitios.  I: :?  nothing  :i^  only  p.3:c:  oe  which  I  wish  to  ea- 
Ufztif.  I*  i*4.*i  tx:%*.*ri  :::  clvi.iz^i c-:™ :=.i-  ■  pr^**  any  opinion  oa  the  p^^iats  raised 
niti*:*  ff-rCi  tl-iiie  t  ^  :.=l«.  0-e  of  tLt  ■  in  the  ob*?rTa::oa;3  of  my  aoble  Friead. 
4arli«:4t  here-siei  that  a£  cre^i  the  .  I  quite  agree  it  is  important  that  we 
Chri^.Lbn  Cci'ir.h  wa.«  a  Leresy  whijb  should  watch  these  aioreoients  aad  ob- 
forbad':  to  drick  wine  or  to  eat  desh  or  tain  as  much  iaformatioa  as  we  caa,  aad 
to  marry.  la  these  days  we  separate  we  shill  be  glal  to  give  our  assistaaee 
the  threfr,  and  there  are  three  separate  to  my  noble  Friead  in  doing  so. 
SMtfl  who  preach  these  various  doctrines.  Xus  FL\jrl  of  KIMBEIRLET  •  Ifay  I 
They  are  d-lu^ions  which  pre  Tail  tn>!n  ^ugijest  that  information  should  also  be 
time  to  time:  they  grow,  they  flourish,  obtained  trjm  AustraUa  and  New 
ihey  reach  their  height,  and  then  they    Zd'aUnd  : 

full  awav      And  I  think  from  s-.^me  of      _.„         «,  >.*»,^,. 

SeBtTtirtics  which  mv   u.bl*  Frioud      *^^*i„ ^^/^»^"*^  '•^'  /ALTSBUBT: 

Si  bought  forward,  "thew  i*  s^ouud  ,  ^^  «>  *^"  ^'l'**^'^  mf  ,raiatioti  from  tfaow 

tobdievingthat  we  ar»  not  m    gr«at    P**  **• 

2V  Ifarf «»*  <*/  Saluhurjf 


as7 


Small  Dilt* 


\3^3Ul  12, 


PRIVATE  BILL  LEGISLATION 
(ALTERATION  OF  MEMORANDUM  OF 
ASSOCIATION). 
LoED  HEESOHELL :  My  Lords,  I 
move  that  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
poiated  to  join  with  a  (Jommittee  of  tEe 
House  of  CommoaB  to  cODsider  and  re- 
port under  what  circuniataneea,  or  upon 
what  conditioDB,  if  any,  Private  Bills 
alteriug  the  terms  of  the  Memoranduin 
of  AsBOciatioQ  of  Companies  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  paea.  It  will  be  apparent  to 
your  LordshipB  that  this  Motion  arises 
out  of  the  difficulty  felt  ia  regard  to  a 
Private  Bill  which  came  before  your 
Lordships  yesterday.  The  Cbairman  of 
Oommittees  was  in  considerable  difficulty 
in  the  matter,  and  he  thought  it  ought 
to  be  submitted  to  the  House  to  say 
whether  the  Bill  was  one  which 
ought  to  be  allowed  a  Second 
Seading  or  not.  I  am  quite  sure  that 
what  took  place  yesterday  is  not 
Ulcely  to  determine  hia  difficulties  in  this 
respect.  And,  my  Lords,  the  difficulty  is 
increased  by  the  fact  that  a  different 
view  in  the  matter  has  been  taken  by 
the  two  Houses,  as  to  the  mode  in 
which  these  Bills  ought  to  be  dealt 
with.  A  measure  of  that  kind  came 
before  the  other  House,  and  was  cod- 
BJdeted  by  them,  and  they  thought  it 
was  a  case  in  which  an  alteration  might 
be  allowed.  There  is  no  doubt  tbat  the 
mistake  yesterday  arose  from  a  mis- 
Kpprehension.  I  think  your  Lordships 
Will  agree  that  two  things  are  very 
deurable ;  first,  tbat  some  rule  should 
be  made  as  to  the  mode  in  which  such 
an  application  shoald  be  deilt  with, 
and  next  that  that  rule  should  be  as 
nearly  aa  possible  the  same  in  both 
Houses,  so  that  those  interested  in  the 
matter  should  know  exactly  under  what 
conditions  such  application  would  be 
likely  to  be  snccesafut,  and  under  what 
conditions  it  would  be  useless  to  make 
them.  I  think  this  Motion  is  likely  to 
have  a  very  useful  result  ia  preventing 
any  difficulty  arising,  and  in  removing 
any  miecoaception  as  to  the  construction 
of  the  Act. 

Moved,  "That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  join  vith  a  Coiainitt«e  of  the  Uoum 
of  Commons  to  consider  and  report  uDdpr  what 
circamMancea,  or  upon  what  conditionii,  if  any, 
Prirats  Bills  alUriog  the  terms  of  the 
Hemonndum  of  ttaociation  of  companies  ought 
to  be  allowed  to  pus."— (TjJc  Lord  EeriektU.) 
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*Thb  Eakl  of  MOELEY  :  My  Lords, 
I  am  very  much  obliged  to  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  for  raising  this  question. 
It  is  one  of  great  importance,  as  the 
doubts  he  has  alluded  to  might  lead  to 
considerable  diffioultiea  in  dealing  with 
Bills  of  this  nature.  I  think  it  is  desir- 
able that  what  he  suggests  should  be 
done  now,  so  that  promoters  may  know, 
before  November,  when  their  Bills  must 
be  deposited,  on  what  principles  Parlia- 
ment will  act  in  future.  1  can  only 
say  that  I  will  give  such  assistance  as  I 
can  with  regard  to  the  appointment  of 
such  a  Committee. 
Motion  agreed  to. 

TRUST  COMPANIES  BILL.     (No.  10.) 

House  in  Committee  (on  re-com- 
mitment) (according  to  order). 

Amendoients  made. 

Beport  of  Amendments  to  be  re- 
ceived  on  Monday  next,  and  Bill  to  be 
printed  as  amended  (No.  158.) 

SMALL  DEBTS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

[No.  1 36.) 
SEOODI)  EEADINO. 

*LoaD  WATSON :  My  Lords,  the  Bill 
which  I  ask  your  Lordships  to  read  a 
second  time  is  not  by  any  means  an 
ambitious  measure.  The  Sheriff  in 
Scotland  exercises  a  very  cheap  and 
summary  jurisdiction  in  cases  for  the 
recovery  of  debts  not  exceeding  £12. 
The  hrst  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  extend 
the  jurisdiction  to  the  case  of  an  owner 
whose  goods  are  unlawfully  detained, 
and  who  shows  tbat  they  are  under  the 
value  of  £12.  The  remaining  clauses 
of  the  Bill  relate  to  alterations  in  the 
prjcedure  of  the  Court,  which,  it 
appears  to  me,  will  be  of  considerable 
value. 

Bill  read  2'  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  the  Standing  Committee 
for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  £c. 

IIoiuo  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
put  Six  o'clock,  to  Man- 
day  next,  a  quarter  be- 
fore Eleven  o'clock. 


*JA!) 


Th9  F.I  lind 
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coDduct  to  the  Goyernor  are  unfounded, 
and  he  does  not  propose  to  make  any 
further  inquiry  into  them. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  :  Will  Mr.  Smith 
have  any  opportunity  of  seeing  the 
Qcvernor's  statement  ?  Is  i\  not  an  ex 
parte  statement  ? 

Baron  H.  db  WORMS:  The  docu- 
ments  have  been  referred  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  who  will  exercise  his  own 
discretion  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  MAC  NEILL :  Is  the  period  of 
five  years  the  usual  term  fixed  for  the 
sojourn  of  a  Colonial  Governor  in  a 
colony ;  for  achat  reason,  having  regard 
to  the  discontsnt  of  the  colonists,  and 
the  repeated  complaints  forwarded  to 
the  Colonial  Office  respecting  his  con- 
duct,   has    the    teria   of  office    of  the 


NKW  WRIT. 

V\>r  Marylobono(Enstorn  Division),  r. 
Lord  C'hnrlos  IWrcsford,  Chiltern 
Iluudrodi*. 

QF  FSTIOXS. 

rnK  rAi.Ki  ANO  islands-ohakoks 

AilAlNSr  TUK  iiOVKKNOK. 

Mu.  MAO  NKll.L  (Donegal,  S.):  I 
lu^g  to  tt»k  tho  Undor  Secretary  of  State 
for  tho  Oolonios  whothor  the  Socrotary 

of  Stato  fv>r  tho  Colonics  has  roeeivod  I  Governor  o!  tbe  Falkland  Islands  been 
(V\>m  Mr.  »1anio9  Smith,  of  Stanlov,  \  extended  beyond  the  usual  period;  why 
Falkland  IMands^.  two  Memorials  dated  has  he  held  his  present  office  for  eight 
n^spiH^tivoly  tho  Ut  May  and  7ih  May.  and  a-half  years ;  and,  how  long  is  he 
l8i»*A  mHkin^r  i^ravo  and  ^pooilic charges  •  to  continue  to  hold  it? 
against  Mr.  Kor.  tho Govornor,  amount-  *  Bakox  IT.  pk  WORMS:  The  uaaal 
ing  to  wil(\il  contravention  of  quarantine  '  term  of  a  Colonial  Governor's  tenure  of 
n^gulatiouH  and  tho  ivnso<|Uont  imp\"»r-  olHoe  is  six  years.  The  tenn  of  office  of 
tal4on  of  iwlWtious  disease,  attendo^l  the  present  Go vernc»r  of  the  Falkland 
with  much  Kv<s  of  life.  iu:o  tho  Falkland  Islands  w^s  extended  beyond  that  period 
Inlands,  ar.d  8ls*>  noousinj?  tho  Governor  because  he  h.^d.  inrho  opinion  ofsaoces* 
of  m*lvorsAtixM\  of  puMio  funds  and  f;il-  sivo  Se.reMries  of  State,  adsiinistered 
*it^.oa;iou  of  puMio  avxvr.nts,  and  pray-  :he  Gx^vernnen*  with  j;7eat  care  and 
injT  nn  invostiijrAtion  ;;;tx»  those  .Viioca-  s;ko!>*s.  aud  there  was  no  opportunity 
tions;  av.d,  whothor.  in  view  of  the 
jtr*tity  of  thochaij^'s  and  the  serious 


d;#iv.v,;e:-.t  of  the  inhAVitants  of  the 
Fa.kiAv.d  lN'*r,s;s.  tho  ivovor/n^rv.t  \\;.' 
uko  ary  st^^jNs  to  'ir.^uiro  i;*.t^''  t^i'^se 
aiVtiMtiors:" 

ST\rr  vo\  -r,y  vVl.ONlKS   rv*r,-/,  U 
d^^  W*  o  )!i  V  s>    1 .:  V  «*  r r^v^l ,    Vj» st    To \ : v-:  V;  ^  - 
Tho  S*vrr:,;\v  of  S:aro  has  r^fv^^ixv^:  t«o 

SWiv.  \\^ .  A ,v ;:  s  r  it  t  V.  o  v^  .m  rrv. ,'  r  ,'  t  :  h  t- 
Fa". V;  s V. ,*  ^,  n'  s v.  .:  't  ,  ;  \  A  T :  ;■  c  o ' V  T  rft ^r  ■'  *v, 

^ta r^  t '  A '  r ~ ^ « s . o-*  ".ax v  V/v^ r.  *  r. •  r  v. .  o,\; 

v^^r ^\  ;*■■:, V    :;"):»  A  ". ,'.^i\;  o -•- : :  a x v v. :  ..r. 


?  v-%-v,o:;rjr   him  to  another  gOTem- 
<.\\v.<:or..^I  complaints  have  been 


:v.:«xU''  Api:r.s:  hir.:,  but  tboM  hm¥6  not 
".^rovi^l  T.>  V-e  wr"l>fjkunded,  and  the 
N\- ret  Ary  .f  State  his  no  re«»0B  to  bo- 
M*ve  thiit  the  *v.\'=:i-<T*  c«.nerallT  have 
V;v~  0.  so.>r.ter-i^  wiih  him.  He  has 
hcl,^  :  '!*  t^rMiOT.t  oSc*  for  eight  and  a 
hvf  vt^Ars  ar..!  1  .%r..T:MpT«pa?el  to nj 
ho  AT  ;:;;c  he  w:U  o,^:iU£iie  td  hold  it. 

XU  MA.^NKIL:.:  Has  it  not  been 
a'!«f  AX*  ;;r.,^o.r«;.\>a  tiai  the  reappoint- 
n.i^r.t  of  a  Osv.-.T.-!al  cV-reTuor  eanaot 
tA^ie  T.'»ft,v»  i:  hf  is  .-^Tw  f^;"^  timts  of  age, 
Ar,.-.  ■.  r,  ;\^s  ;jwaf  is  iM   tte   G^Tvmor 


.»■« 


X 


I   k 
.« 


1 


^T^,~X 

i 


h*  o,vv 


s.vo-'s** 


t%v*»T.  ,•-.    V .,  ■  :«■    r    -i/^N.    ,  -.;    v>-.  \-^     •   s 

« 


m  A..-..    ..... 


.  'I 


■:    tir    '■■■■.    * 


':^^i:.x    1-,    vv   W.v^3^S:  I  do  not 
:>*tA  :h^-r/  >s  arv  ri,.f  ;o  i-ha: 

Vt  VV.^NV::.:  Mar  I 
•»h^i.;  y.^  r-.vr-r:c  :'  tj>*  Falkland 
*  N  jk ?n'  V  . . : 7,^ -*  i:.'^.\ .  f.f^T, \  i L  ^ar.  in  Ida 
\  v,v  1.   \v  V  .-•  I .  J ■ .'.  ■  Ji ^i: .,  rV«r :hf  abolilioa 


x.'.M  .«k.  :siv-7*^:*r?-,  wiii>  is  alao 


■  hr  \\<^.t   Vfci-;srT«i>  an£ 


hr.f.  hii<  hnA  r.>-  ««^rai  :?a^tiin{: ; 
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the  effect  of  the  Bill  is  to  enable  the 
Colonial  Secretary  to  act  in  oases,  which 
under  the  former  system  would  have 
come  before  him  with  a  jury,  without 
the  intervention  of  a  jary;  whether,  on 
Mr.  Brandon,  one  of  the  Members  of 
the  Executive  Oouncil,  recording  his 
vote  against  the  Bill,  the  Governor 
stated  his  Council  should  support  him 
in  all  things  and  dare  not  vote  against 
him;  whether,  on  a  meeting  of  the 
Legislative  Council  to  consider  this  Bill, 
at  which  some  of  the  public  were  pre- 
sent, the  Governor,  in  his  opening 
speech,  stated  that  the  Falkland  Islands 
were  a  Crown  Colony,  and  that  the 
people  had  no  rights  or  privileges ;  and, 
whether  the  Colonial  Secretary  will,  on 
receipt  of  a  Petition  from  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  Falkland  Islands,  about  to 
be  forwarded  to  him  by  the  honourable 
Mr.  Cobb,  a  non-official  Member  of  the 
Legislative  Council,  consider  the  pro- 
priety of  vetoing  this  measure  ? 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS:  The 
Governor  of  the  Falkland  Islands 
recently  introduced  in  the  Legislative 
Council  an  Ordinance  to  abolish  the 
office  of  Coroner,  which  was  no  doubt 
previously  considered  by  the  Executive 
Council.  The  offica  of  Coroner  is  held  by 
the  Colonial  Secretary,  who  is  also  Police 
Magistrate  and  Postmaster,  and  has  had 
no  legal  training.  The  effect  of  the 
Ordinance  would  be  as  stated  in  the 
third  paragpraph  of  the  question  as 
regards  inquests  in  the  town  and  Port 
of  Stanley — in  other  parts  of  the  Colony 
the  inquisitions  would  be  held  by  two 
Justices  of  the  Peace.  The  Secretary 
of  State  has  no  information  as  to  what 
todk  place,  either  in  the  Executive  or 
Legislative  Council,  with  respect  to  the 
Ordinance,  except  that  Mr.  Cobb,  an 
unofficial  Member  of  the  Legislative 
Council,  voted  against  the  Second  Bead- 
ing. In  view  of  the  strong  objection  to 
the  Ordinance,  which  appears  to  be 
entertained  by  many  of  the  inhabitants, 
the  Governor  has  withheld  his  assent  to 
it  pending  instructions  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  who  has  decided  to  direct 
him  not  to  assent  to  it,  although  a 
measure  of  this  kind  has  worked  well  in 
other  colonies. 

Mb.  MAO  NEILL:  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  on  account  of  the  unsatis- 
factory answers  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
I  will    take    an  early   opportunity  of 


bringing  before  the  House  the  state  of 
the  Falkland  Islands. 

BENARES— THE  MAHARAJA  AMRIT 

RAO. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Indi^  (I)  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  in  1837,  Maharaja  Amrit  Rao,  of 
Kirwi,  placed  two  lakhs  of  rupees  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government  of  India,  that 
the  interest  might  be  paid  in  perpetuity 
to  certain  temples  he  had  built  in 
Benares ;  and  that  his  successor, 
Yenayak  Rao,  deposited  with  the 
Government  the  further  sum  of  three 
lakhs  of  rupees  for  a  like  object,  stating 
in  his  will — 

'*  My  desire  is  that  even  the  Eaglish  Govern  * 
ment  should  not  make  use  of  a  single  farthing 
(cowrie)  of  the  five  lakhs  of  rupees  which  I 
have  devoted  solely  to  the  Temple  and  Chatra 
of  Benares  ; " 

(2)  whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  fact  that,  in  1855,  without  any 
reason  assigned,  the  Government,  hay- 
ing undertaken  the  administration  of 
the  estate  and  will  of  Yenayak  Rao, 
the  payment  on  the  three  lakhs  was 
stopped;  that,  in  1857,  Notes,  Nos.  74 
ana  75,  for  the  three  lakhs  of  rupees 
were  forcibly  taken  from  the  temple  by 
an  order  of  the  Judge  of  Benares ;  and, 
in  January  and  February,  1858,  the 
sacred  vessels,  jewels,  and  furniture  of 
the  temples,  to  the  value  of  Rs.  40,765, 
were  seized,  and  other  property, 
amounting  to  Rs.  100,000,  taken,  on 
account  of  the  alleged  treason  of  Mad- 
hava  Rao,  a  child  nine  years  of  age; 

(3)  whether  the  Government  is  aware  that 
the  property  in  question  was  never  part 
of  the  MadhavaRao's estate;  (4)  whether 
Mr.  F.  0.  Mayne,  Special  Commissioner, 
in  his  Report,  dated  8th  September, 
1858,  absolved  Madhava  Rao  from  all 
blame  of  participation  in  the  mutinous 
proceedings  of  1857;  and,(5)whetherthe 
Government  will  make  inquiries  into  the 
facts,  as  alleged,  giving  the  Trustees  of 
the  Temple  the  opportunity  of  being 
heard  in  support  of  their  claim  ? 

*TnB  UNDER  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst, 
Chatham)  :  As  to  (1),  (2),  and  (3),  the 
Secretary  of  State  has  no  information 
upon  the  facts  alleged,  nor  can  he  dis- 
cover, after  very  careful  search  into  the 
archives  of  the  India  Office,  that  any 
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THE  SCOTCH  TTNIVERSITIES  BILL. 

Mb.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  he  will  state  the 
maximum  of  the  increase  which  be  is 
prepared  to  recommend  the  Government 
to  make  to  the  annual  sum  of  £42,000 
proposed  to  be  voted  to  the  Scottish 
Universities  in  the  Universities  (Scot- 
land) Bill,  so  as  to  enable  the  proposed 
Commissioners  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  compensation  to  professors  and 
others  ? 

*TiiB  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  GoscHBN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  It  is  from  combined 
motives  of  benevolence  and  prudence 
that  I  would  prefer  not  to  name  any 
maximum.  If  I  named  a  maximum  it 
would  be  highly  probable  that  there 
would  be  a  temptation  on  the  part  of 
the  Commissioners  to  work  up  to  it. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  I  named  a  maxi- 
mum it  might  be  found  that  it  was  not 
enough  to  deal  with  the  particular 
emergency  with  which  I  am  anxious  to 
deal.  Under  these  circumstrnces,  I 
think  it  best  not  to  name  any  particular 
sum  until  the  Commissioners  have  had 
an  opportunity  of  examining  the  whole 
case.  I  can  assure  hen.  Members  that 
the  Government  have  a  bond  fide  inten- 
tion of  being  able  to  give  some  sub- 
stantial assistance  to  the  Commissioners 
in  dealing  with  this  matter. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  ■  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling  Burghs) :  May  I  ask  whether 
the  intention  of  the  Government  would 
bo  embodied  in  any  instrument  or  re- 
corded in  any  way ;  because  there  may 
be  a  change  of  opinion  or  a  change  of 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ? 
*Mk.  GOSCHEN  :  I  will  endeavour 
to  provide  for  that  emergency  to  the 
best  of  my  ability  by  putting  on  record, 
in  some  form  or  other,  the  intentions  of 
the  Government  with  regard  to  this 
matter. 

Mu.  WALLACE  :  In  consequence  of 
the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  (ientleman, 
1  beg  to  give  notice  that  1  ehall  move 
the  n»joction  of  the  Universities  Bill,  on 
the  ground  of  the  inadequacy  of  tlie 
pecuniary  arrangeinonts. 


on  the  appropriation  of  a  grant  of  £15,000  for 
University  Colleges  in  Great  Britain;  (3) 
Memorandnm  of  the  Lord  Fjreadent  of  tiie 
Council  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
dated  the  Ist  day  of  March,  1889,  on  the  same 
subject ;  (3)  Report  of  the  Committee  thereon ; 
and  (4)  Treaniry  Minute,  dated  the  let  day  of 
July,  1889,  on  the  same  Bubject."— (Ifr.  jiuk" 
son,) 

Copy  presented  aocordingly;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed  [No. 
250.] 

TOWN  HOLDINGS. 

Eeport  from  the  Select  Committee 
brought  up,  and  read. 

Minutes  of  Proceedings  to  be  printed. 

[No.  251.] 

Beport  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  251.] 

PASSENGERS  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL 

[LORDS.] 

Bead  the  first  time;  to  be  road  a 
second  time  upon  Thursday  next,  and 
to  be  printed.     [Bill  327.] 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  ap^reed  to  the  Be- 
gistration  of  County  Electors  (Extension 
of  Time)  Bill,  witbout  Amendment; 
Weights  and  Measures  Bill,  with 
Amendments. 

MOTION. 


(JUANT  TO  TNlVKltSirY  C'OLl.lMKS  IN 
IJKKAT  lUMTAlN. 
(\)py  ordorod, 
"OfO)'rivjisury  Minutr.iiatnl  ih- 1  Itlulayo 


SEA   FISUERIES     (SCOTLAND)     BBGUIATia27 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Morjoribanks,  Bill  to 
make  provision  for  the  better  Res^lation  of  the 
Sea  Fisheries  of  Scotland,  and  for  the  ertabliih- 
ment,  improvement,  and  maintenanoe  of  raniBe} 
scalps  or  beds  on  the  coasts  of  Sootland,  otdered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Marjoribanks,  Mr. 
Duff,  and  Mr.  Shiress  WiU. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time  [Bill  330.] 

BANN  DRAINAGE  [GRANTS,  to] 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  it  is  expedient  to  make  a  free  Qranfc, 
not  exceeding  the  sum  of  £20,000,  outof  mpBSys 
to  be  provided  by  Parliament,  for  defrayinga 
part  of  the  costs  of  any  works  to  be  a^ceontod 
under  any  Act  of  the  present  Sewon  ft»  fte 
improvement  of  the  Drainage  of  Lttdi  and  tor 
the  prevention  of  Inundations  within  the  paloa- 
mont  area  of  Lough  Neagh  «d  the  i|piw 
Bann,  and  also  to  authorise  the  Board  of  AYortrt 
in  Ireland  to  make  advances,  outof  mwieyito 
Iw  provided  by  Parliament,  for  the  purposes  or 
the  said  Act.** 
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Mb.  storey  (Sunderland) :  I  object 
to  this  Besolution,  which  proposes  to 
make  a  grant  of  £20,000  out  of  moneys 
to  be  provided  by  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment to  defray  part  of  the  works  to  be 
executed  in  virtue  of  the  passing  of  the 
Bann  Drainage  Bill.  The  objection 
which  I  had  at  first  to  this  grant  is 
intensified  by  the  fact  that  it  is  no  longer 
part  of  a  general  scheme.  Further,  it  is 
proposed  to  give  the  grant  to  a  part  of 
Ireland  which  admittedly  does  not  stand 
in  need  of  it.  I,  therefore,  feel  it  my 
duty  to  object. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.): 
My  hon.  Friend  after  having  done  his 
best  to  prevent  a  general  grant  being 
made  now  objects  to  a  local  grant. 

Mb.  COSSHAM  (Bristol,  E.) :  I  shall 
oppose  the  ResolutioD,  because  I  have 
the  greatest  possible  objection  to  the 
application  of  Imperial  money  to  local 
purposes.  I  think  it  is  opening  the 
door  very  wide. 

The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes  79; 
Noes  72.— (Div.  List,  No.  199). 

Resolved,  That  it  Lb  expedient  to  make  a 
free  Grant,  not  exceeding  the  sum  of  £20,000, 
out  of  moneys  to  he  provided  hy  Parliament, 
for  defraying  a  part  of  the  costs  of  any 
works  to  he  executad  under  any  Act  of  the 
present  Session  for  the  improvement  of  the 
Drainage  of  Lands,  and  for  the  prevention 
of  Inundations  within  the  catchment  area  of 
Lough  Neagh  and  the  Lower  Bunn,  and  also 
to  authorise  the  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland  to 
make  advances,  out  of  moneys  to  he  provided 
hy  Parliament,  for  the  purposes  of  *  the  said 
Act. 

Kesolution  to  be  repoirted  upon  Mon- 
day next. 

CRUELTY  TO  CUILDREN  PREVENTION 

[EXPENSES.] 

Besolution  reported. 

**  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  pay- 
ment, out  ot  moneys  to  he  provided  by  Parlia- 
ment, of  the  expenses  of  the  prosecution  in 
Scotland  or  Ireland  of  a  misdemeanour  under 
any  Act  of  the  present  Session  for  the  better 
Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children." 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

ORDERS    OF  TUB  DAY. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL  (No.  187)  AND  LOCAL  GOVERN- 
ilENT  (SCOTLAND)  SUPPLEMENTARY 
PROVISIONS   BILL  (5Jo.  188). 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee). 


Clause  19. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
I  beg  to  move,  in  line  34,  after ''Par- 
liament," to  insert — 

^'Provided  always,  that  no  portion  of  such 
halance  shall  \^  paid  to  any  school  hoard, 
or  to  the  managers  of  any  state-aided  school, 
in  respect  of  any  school  in  which  any  fees  are ' 
charged  for  the  teaching  of  any  standard  of  the 
Education  Code  for  Scotland  the  passing  of 
which  may  he  compulsory  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Education  Acts  operative  from  time  to 
time." 

The  object  of  the  Amendment  is  to  se- 
cure that  we  shall  have  free  education 
in  Scotland.     It  is  necessary  that  this 
should    be   done  after  the  declaration 
of    the    Chief    Secretary    for    Ireland 
last    night.     The  right    hon.    Gentle- 
man   told    us    that    it    is    proposed 
to    give     £220, COO  by  means    of  an 
arrangement    which  is   to  go    in    the 
direction  of  relieving  the  poorer  classes 
in  Scotland,  and  he  added  that  this  con- 
cession is  not  giving  free  education.  The 
declaration    made  by  the   right    hon. 
Gentleman  only  emphasizes  declarations 
to  a  similar  effect  which  have  been  made 
by  the  President  of  the  Ijocal  Govern- 
ment   Board    and    the    Secretary    for 
Scotland.     As  the  matter  stands,  it  is 
pretty  clear  that  when  we  get  the  money 
we  shall  not  have  free  education,  or  any- 
thing like  it.    The  amount  of  the  school 
pence  a  year  ago  was  £316,000,  and  it 
is  increasing  at  the  rate  of  £7,700  a 
year.    Last  year  it  would  therefore  be 
something  like  £323,000,  and  in  the 
present  year  £330,0U0,  while  the  whole 
amount  to  be  granted  is  £220, 000,lea  ving 
a  deficit  of   £110,000.     We    are  told 
that  £50,000    is    to  be  given  by  the 
Parochial  Boards ;  but  there  is  no  provi- 
sion in  the  Bill  for  transferring  that  sum 
to  the  general  purposes  of  the  schools, 
so  as  to  meet  a  portion  of  the  deficit  in 
the  school  fees.    As  a  matter  of  fact, 
we  have  to  face  a  deficit  of  more  than 
£100,000.      It  is    therefore    necessary 
that  some  such  proviso  as  that  which  is 
proposed  in  this  Amendment  gliould  be 
inserted.     We   have  not  yet  been  told 
what    mode    of    distribution  is    to   be 
adopted ;  but  I  pre&ume  tbbt  the  only 
fair  mode  will  be  a  grant  for  average 
attendance.     But  the  result,  if  that  plan 
is    followed,   will  be  very  different  in 
different  districts.     In  some  districts  the 
average  amount  of  fees  paid  for  attend- 
ance is  only  4s.  or  os.  a  year.     That  is 
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the  case  in  a  considerable  number  of 
the  Highland  School  Board  districts; 
and  if  the  grant  amounts  to  Ss.  or  93. 
for  average  attendance,  such  schools  will 
have  a  considerable  surplus.  But,  on 
the  other  hand,  in  a  number  of  the 
School  Board  districts  the  fees  are  very 
much  higher.  For  example,  in  Glasgow 
the  average  fee  amounts  to  10f>.  9d.  per 
child,  and  in  Govan  to  Us.  l}d.,  so  that 
in  those  districts  the  highest  sum  re- 
ceived from  the  grant  will  be  insufficient 
to  secure  free  education;  or  anything  like 
it.  We  are  told  that  the  grant  is  to  bo 
employed  in  freeing  the  lower  standards ; 
but  the  result  will  be,  I  fear,  to  takeaway 
the  free  education,  which  now  exists  to 
a  large  extent  in  some  of  the  districts. 
From  a  Eel  urn  issued  by  the  Glasgow 
School  Board,  I  find  that  when  two 
children  from  the  same  family  are  at 
school  they  pay  the  school  fees;  if 
there  are  three,  the  third  is  only 
charged  half  fees ;  and  where  there 
are  four  or  more,  all  except  three 
receive  their  education  free.  The 
result  will  be  that  6,000  children 
in  the  upper  standards  will  be  deprived 
of  the  free  education  which  they  at 
present  get.  The  proposal  has  been 
made  to  free  the  upper  standards  first ; 
but  I  do  not  think  it  met  with  any 
acceptance.  If  we  are  going  to  free 
only  a  certain  number  of  standards, 
they  should,  from  a  practical  point  of 
view,  be  the  lower  standards.  But  it  is 
quite  different  from  an  educational  point 
of  view.  From  that  point  of  view  you 
should  free  the  higher  standards  first. 
If  you  allocate  the  grant  to  the  different 
parties  concerned  on  the  basis  of  average 
attendance,  the  result  will  be  that  in 
those  districts  where  the  School  Board 
have  done  their  duty,  where  they  have 
levied  a  considerable  rate  and  only  ob- 
tained a  small  amount  by  fees,  the 
Board  will  be  in  a  position  to  reduce 
their  rates ;  but  where  they  have  neg- 
lected to  do  their  duty,  and  have  got  as 
much  as  they  possibly  could  from  fees, 
and  as  little  as  they  could  from  rates,  the 
result  will  be  that  the  population  will 
be  debarred  from  the  benefit  of  free 
education  altogether.  Why  do  we  ask 
for  the  allocation  of  this  money  to  the 
purposes  of  free  education?  Because 
the  people  of  Scotland  want  free  educa- 
tion. If  they  find  that  in  place  of  free 
education  they  are  only  getting  half 
of  it,  they  will  be  dissatisfied  with  the 
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conduct  of  their  friends  ia  assent- 
ing to  such  an  arrangement.  I 
do  not  ask  the  Gtivemmenfc  to  give 
us  any  more  money — they  oannot 
give  us  more;  bat  I  protest  against 
what  is  being  done  with  the  grants 
under  this  Bill.  If  a  grant  is  given 
from  the  Imperial  or  National  Exchequer 
it  should  be  given  for  the  purpose  of 
promoting  some  object,  and  there  is  no 
object  or  consideration  attached  to  the 
grants  given  under  the  Bill.  In  the 
case  of  the  roads  we  might  hare  mads 
a  bargain  with  the  Boad  Tmsteee  that 
they  should  improve  their  roads — that, 
in  fact,  they  should  give  a  guid  pr%  fiM. 
Now  it  is  proposed  tc  give  £220,000  for 
education  without  making  any  bargain 
or  stipulation  as  to  the  conditions  on 
which  it  is  to  be  granted.  We  propose 
to  leave  the  whole  matter  in  the  hands 
of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  for  this 
year,  and  then  in  the  hands  of  the  ESdu- 
cation  Department.  I  do  not  at  all  like 
that.  The  Government  have  said  they 
do  not  consider  this  giving  free  educa- 
tion :  they  give  us  the  money  in  snoh  a 
way  that  we  shall  not  have  free  ednea- 
tion.  I  propose  we  shall  h;ive  it.  and 
therefore  move — 

<^  That  no  portion  of  sach  hslance  shall  be 
paid  to  any  School  Board,  or  to  the  managers 
of  any  State-aided  schoolt  in  respect  of  any 
school  in  which  any  fees  are  ohaiged  for  tihta 
teaching  of  any  standard  of  the  Edacatiim  Code 
for  Scotland  the  paa&ing  of  which  may  be 
compulsory  under  the  proTigions  of  the  Bdaoa- 
tion  Acts  operative  from  time  to  time." 

What  will  he  tho  effect  of  that  Amend- 
meat  if  carried  ?  It  would  be  in  exact 
accordance  with  the  principle  which  has 
hitherto  governed  grants  in  aid  of 
education  from  the  Imperial  Exchequer. 
We  now  pay  to  Scotland  from  the  Im- 
perial Exchequer  the  sum  of  £450,000. 
That  amount  is  distributed  amongst 
various  School  Boards  and  managers  on 
condition  that  they  g^ve  efficient  ednoa- 
tion  which  is  tested.  I  ask  that  this 
grant,  which  we  have  wrung  from  the 
Govern  ment  for  the  purpose  of  free 
e  lucatior,  shall  be  given  on  the  condition 
of  free  education  being  provided.  It 
has  been  objected  that  my  Amendment 
does  not  go  far  enough  ;  that  it  would 
allow  Board  Schools,  if  they  choee^  to 
keep  up  fee- paying  schools,  provided 
they  were  content  to  forego  the  g^rant  I 
do  not  think  that  is  a  matter  with  whieh 
this  House  has  anything  to  do.    That 
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is  a  matter  for  the  ratepayers  who  elect 
the  School  Board.  I  cannot  see  why  if 
the  electors  choose  to  allow  their  School 
Boards  to  have  special  selected  schools 
they  should  not  do  so. 

♦Mb.  E88LEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) : 
I  am  sorry  to  interrupt  my  hon.  Friend ; 
but  if  I  am  in  order  I  should  like  to 
move  an  Amendment  in  line  31. 

Thb  oh  airman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  be  precluded  from  moving  an 
Amendment  to  lino  31  after  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  College 
Diyision  is  disposed  of.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  College  Diyision  is 
addressing  the  Committee,  and  it  is 
within  his  discretion  to  allow  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  move  the  Amendment  he 
desires. 

*Mr.  ESSLEMONT  :  I  desire  to  move 
that  the  words  *^  State  aided,"  in  line 
31,  be  omitted,  in  order  to  insert  the 
word  **  public."  By  the  Amendment  I 
propose  to  raise  the  question  of  denomi- 
national schools.  While  wishing  to  do 
everything  possible  to  promote  free 
education,  but  still  recognizing  that 
there  may  not  be  sufficient  money  at  our 
disposal  to  free  the  five  standards  in  all 
schools  which  are  '*  State  aided,"  I 
think  it  is  only  the  duty  of  Parliament 
to  make  arrangements  for  freeing  those 
schools  which  are  public  schools,  and 
which  are  under  the  control  of  the 
School  Boards,  and  have  the  enforcement 
of  the  compulsory  clauses  in  our  Educa- 
tional Code.  I  quite  admit  that  there 
are  difficulties  in  moving  an  Amendment 
such  as  this.  I  recognize  the  fact  that 
in  Scotland  the  question  of  denomina- 
tional schools  is  a  much  smaller  question 
than  in  England.  Yet  in  Scotland  we 
have  obtained  public  sanction  for  ''use 
and  wont,"  and  the  principle  has  worked 
fairly  well.  It  is  right  the  sense  of 
the  Committee  should  be  taken  on  this 
point,  and  therefore  I  move  this  Amend- 
ment. 

Clause  14,  page  10,  line  31,  leave  out 
"  State  aided,"  and  insert  **  public."— 
{ifr,  Etdemont.) 

Question  proposed,  *' That  the  words 
'  State  aided  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  LOBD  ADVOCATE  fMr.  J. 
P.  B.  BoBERTsoN,  Bute):  This  is 
an  important  Amendment,  and  one 
which  deserves  serious  consideration. 
The  Committee  will  remember  that  the 
proposal  drawn  as  the  labours  of  the 


Committee  have  advanced,  to  confer  a 
certain  sum  in  relief  of  school  fees,  is 
a  proposal  more  or  less  limiting  to  a  cer- 
tain   class   of  ratepayers    the    benefit 
which  was  originally  designed  for  the 
whole.     I  do  not  complain  of  that  limit- 
ation, but  this  is  a  proposal  whicb  will 
limit  to  a  class  the  benefit  which,  in  our 
judgment,  ought  to  be  universal  and 
catholic.      The  hon.    Member  for  the 
College  Division  has  stated  very  truly 
that  in  Scotland  there  is  a  larger  pro- 
portion   of   children    attending  Board 
Schools  than  in  England,  and  in   that 
sense  it  is  quite  true  that  the  strength 
of   the    voluntary    or    denominational 
schools    is    proportionately  less.     But 
the  sentiment  which    leads  parents  to 
keep    away  their    children    from    the 
Board  Schools  and    to    send  them    to 
denominational  schools  is  a  very  strong 
one,  especially  among  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics, a  body  which  has  not  proved  it- 
self inattentive  to  the  educational  wants 
of  its  own  people,  and  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Aberdeen 
would  practically  deprive  of  a  share  of 
the  Probate  Duty  grant  the  whole  of 
the  Eoman  Catholic  poor  in  Scotland. 
There  are  other  bodies  also  in  Scotland, 
among  whom  are  the  Episcopalians,  who 
withhold  their  children  from  the  Board 
Schools.     On  what  pretence,  I  ask,  can 
they  deprive  those  bodies  of  any  partici- 
pation in  that  grant  ?    I  stand  on  the 
broad  ground  of  equality  and  fair  play, 
and  I  say  that  no  one  can  justify  a  vote 
for  tbis  Amendment  unless  he  has  made 
up  his  mind  that  the  poorest  class  in 
Scotland — namely,  the  Koman  Catholics 
— are  to  receive  not  a  farthing  from  this 
grant.     I  protest  against  such  a  propo- 
sal.   The  Government  can  be  no  party 
to  imposing  a  penalty  on  the  very  class 
who  ought  to  receive  the  largest  pay- 
ments. 

♦Me.  THORBURN  (Peebles  and  Sel- 
kirk) :  I  am  surprised  at  the  quarter  of 
the  House  from  which  this  Amendment 
has  emanated.  The  hon.  Member  for 
East  Aberdeenshire  is  one  of  the  apostles 
of  what  is  called  <*  Religious  Equality," 
and  at  the  same  time  he  moves  an 
amendment  against  educationale  quality. 
I  hope  the  Government  will  firmly  resist 
this  Amendment,  which,  I  think,  strikes 
at  the  very  root  of  the  benefits  conferred 
by  this  part  of  the  Bill. 
«Mb.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  South) : 
There  is  no  one  more  strongly  in  favour 
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of  the  noliomo  of  free  education  than  I 
am.  but  1  must  insist  upon  t)io  position 
of  the  ilonominational  snhools  being  in 
no  way  whatever  prejudicially  interfered 
with.  I  oaruestly  hope  the  Government 
will  stand  tirmly  by  the  decision  they 
have  annouYiced  in  this  respect. 

Mu.  IirNTKR  vAberdeon,  N.^ :  The 
Amendment  is  not  an  A'uendmout 
dirtvte.i  Aifainst  denominational Si'hov>ljt, 
but  one  whii^h  merely  prop  ^St»s  to  sub- 
stitute for  \\\i^  worls  •*  State  aided  '*  t!ie 
woH  '*puM:i\"  The  result  v^f  its 
a.K^ptiou  would  be  that  alls  hioUwhiih 


desirable  that  all  scbooli  in  Scotland 
should  be  brought  under  popolar 
manag^ement,  and  while  I  entertain  the 
hope  that  at  some  future  time  thej  wiD 
be,  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  right 
suddenly  to  attack  these  schools  by  what 
must  be  described  as  an  unfair  mode  cf 
competition.  Therefore,  while  I  agree 
with  my  hon.  Friend  in  the  broad 
prim.-iple  of  his  Amendment^  I  think 
it  would  be.  perhaps,  unjust  on  the 
present  occasion  to  apply  that  principle 
to  the  Toluntarv  schools  in  Sootland. 
«Mr.    CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
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♦Me.  D.  CRAWFOBD (Lanark,  N.E.): 
I  join  with  my  right  hon.  Friend  who 
has  jnst  apoken  in  urging  my  hon. 
Friend  not  to  press  his  Amendment.  I 
also  do  so  with  a  clear  conscience,  he- 
cause  I  am  entirely  with  him  in  prin- 
ciple. More  than  10  years  ago  I  stood 
as  a  candidate  for  a  School  Board  upon 
the  principle  of  confining  State  aid 
to  schools  under  State  management. 
But  I  think  that  until  our  system  re- 
ceives some  further  reform,  some  volun- 
tary schools  would  he  placed  at  a  very 
great  disadvantage  hy  the  adoption  of 
this  Amendment.  The  Boman  Catholic 
schools,  for  instance,  in  my  own  con- 
stituency are  numerous,  and  they  do  the 
work  well ;  hut  I  suppose  the  effect  of 
snch  an  Amendment  as  this,  if  it  were 
carried  now  without  any  alteration  of 
circumstances,  would  he  to  ki.U  those 
schools.  I  think  that  would  he  hardly 
fair.  That  heing  so,  I  hope  the  Amend- 
ment will  not  now  he  pressed. 

♦Mb.  8.  BUXTON  (Tower  Hamlets. 
Poplar) :  I  am  afraid  that  the  proposal 
of  the  Government  of  a  grant  in  aid 
from  the  rates  to  voluntary  schools — for 
the  Probata  Duty  is  exactly  the  same 
as  a  rate — may  form  a  precedent, 
and  may  lead  to  certain  evil  con- 
sequences in  England.  I  quite  agree 
that  if  you  are  going  to  frse  the  schools 
vou  ought  not  to  use  the  proposal 
in  order  in  any  way  to  injure 
the  voluntary  system.  I  am  one  of 
those  who  think  that  when  the  State 
frees  the  schools  it  ought  to  do  it  all 
round,  and  to  do  it  on  fair  terms.  But  I 
do  not  think  that  we  ought  to  allow  this 
proposal  to  pass  without  entering  a  pro- 
test against  it  as  a  principle  to  be 
applied  to  England.  I  am  sure  that  if 
the  principle  of  rate  aid  to  voluntary 
schools  were  attempted  to  be  extended 
to  this  country  it  would  arouse  all  the 
old  denominational  feuds,  and  greatly 
retard  the  progress  of  education. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Bollox):  When  it  ^as  diccussed  in 
1872  whether  religious  education  should 
be  given  in  the  Board  Schools,  or  whe- 
ther certain  children  should  be  with- 
drawn while  religious  education  was 
being  given,  the  voice  of  the  people  of 
Scotland  was  strongly  in  opposition  to 
that  of  the  great  majority  of  their  Re- 

Eresentatives  in  this  House.     When  the 
rst  School  Boards  were  elected,  a  cry 
was  got  up  in  favour  of  secular  educa- 


tion, but  those  who  supported  it  were  con- 
siderably in  the  minority.  It  is  notorious 
that  the  whole  feeling  of  the  people  of 
Scotland  is  against  the  doing  away  with 
religious  education  in  the  Board  Schools, 
and  in  favour  of  its  retention.  But  as 
the  Scotch  people  insist  on  having  Pro- 
testant worship  in  their  Board  Schools, 
it  is  only  fair  that  the  Homan  Catholics 
should  have  their  religion  taught.  It 
is  not  a  matter  which  will  touch  the 
pockets  of  the  ratepayers,  because 
20,000  Homan  Catholic  children  in 
Scotland  are  being  at  present  educated 
in  schools  built  and  maintained  at  the 
expense  of  Homan  Catholic  benevolence. 
If  these  schools  were  abolished,  accom- 
modation in  the  public  schools  would 
have  to  be  found  for  the  children,  and 
the  public  would  be  saddled  with  an 
enormous  charge.  At  the  present 
moment  the  Boman  Catholics  are  pay- 
ing for  the  education  of  their  own  ( hU- 
dren  without  any  help  whatever  from 
the  ratepayers.  The  Government  ought 
not  to  ask  more  than  that  the  children 
should  be  educated  in  properly-inspected 
schools,  undergoing  regular  examina- 
tions. 

♦Mr.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  (Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities) :  I  can  cor- 
roborate what  the  hon.  Member  for  St. 
EoUox  (Mr.  Caldwell)  has  said  with 
regard  to  the  opinion  and  feeling  of  the 
people  of  Scotland  on  this  subject,  but 
the  question  before  the  House  is, 
whether  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Aberdeenshire  (Mr.  Esslemont) 
is  or  is  not  an  unfair  one.  I  think  the 
Amendment  is  most  unfair,  in  attempt- 
ing to  exclude  any  schools  which  con- 
form to  the  i^tate  regulations  from 
their  fair  share  of  the  grant  in  aid. 

♦Mb.  ESSLEMONT:  I  would  remind 
hon.  Members  that  the  25th  clause  was 
originally  introduced,  not  as  a  matter  of 
principle,  but  of  policy,  and  the  same 
question  of  policy  will,  I  believe,  come 
up  again  and  again,  until  we  place  our 
system  of  education  on  clear  grounds, 
basing  it  upon  religion,  or  excluding  the 
religious  element  altogether.  Notwith- 
standing the  lecture  we  have  received 
from  our  superior  Friend  the  Member 
for  St.  Hollox,  I  do  not  think  we  shall 
have  the  slightest  difficulty  in  maintain- 
ing the  principles  we  hold.  So  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  I  have  always  contended 
that  we  have  no  right  to  extract  money 
from  persons  of  a  different  faith  or  of  no 
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fidzh  at  ail.  for  tke  porpoae  of  midiitain- 
u,g  our  relizioos  principles. 

Thz  CHAIRMAN:    Does  the  hon. 
Member  withdraw  the  Amendment  ? 
♦Ma.    ESSLEMONT:     Yes;    I    ask 
IcATe  to  withdraw  it.  I     Amendment  moved,  Claan  19,  pag» 


people  of  Seodaad  at  uta—t 
I  certainly  tanmiLrr  taia  A» 
easentiaL  and  sluU  go  to  a  DiTiaioii 
npon  it  if  tha  GovatBaMot  an  03  Uind 
as  to  oppoae  it. 


Amendment,  br  leav».  withdrawn.       j  10,  line  M.  after  "  Parfiamwit, 


Da.  CAMERON :  I  propose  now  to    udMice  OuJl  be  pud  toasj  Stbcol  Baud. 


comp:iI»^7T    standards.       In    order    to    which  m*y  be  caapaIiaK7 

sapifir  free  edocition.  it  wiU  be  neces-    ^'  ^^  BiacadM  Aea  opaatiTe  iwvm  time  to 

.„-^, ;j^i^:o-.  f.-A  -.-.^...'.^~,,^    time.--  &r.  C«Mrm. 

'^Thatdioaewarda 

The  aT»ra;r»  fee  for  pablic  school  eda- 1  Ma.  J.  P.  B.  BOBEBTSON  :  I 
cation  in  S»?Iand  is  12s.  lOd.  per  h«a«i  hare  been  in  some  donbt  aa  to  what 
ht,  Board  .Schools  and  somewhat  Ie««  blot  in  the  Bill  this  Anaodmant  ia 
in  Tolan t&rj  schools.  The  £220,000  intende<i  to  strike.  I  had  thought^  and 
proxiOft^  Vj  be  giyezi  in  aid  of  educa-  so  had  some  of  mj  friends,  that  it  was 
tz/m  win  cz.lj  afford  ab<:iL:  S«.  4j.  per  ,  intended  to  raise  the  qneatioaof  what 
hea^.  so  th^t  there  will  be  a  large  de-  j  are  called  graded  schoola,  bat  the  hon. 
&i«c.cT.  I:  wouli  be  great  waste  to  ;  Gentleman  haa  di^rniBwd.  the  genacal 
gzre  a  grant  o-i  r.f  the  pablic  fucds  question  whether  or  not  we  ahul  give 
iml^Ji  3ozie  dUcinct  retim  is  to  be  ob-  what  is  called  free  edocmtion  in  all  the 
talced  fro:n  i:.  As  the  Scottish  people  ,  compulsory  standardsL  The  qoeatioii  of 
d»ann  to  Lare  free  ed-icatios,  I  ask  the  what  we  shall  do  is  at  preaent  ander  the 
Cocj:.itree  :o  laj  down  as  an  essential  considerauon  of  the  GoTcmmeaty  and  it 
prinef pie  that  the  grant  shall  not  be  is  impoesible  to  determine  at  onee  what 
giTen  :o  school?  which  are  not  prepared  shall  be  done  in  regard  to  it. 
to  make  etlicatic::  free  in  all  the  cozi-  j  Da.  CAMERON  :  I  onlj  ask  that 
p>-^«orT  5taL.iu^i«.  If  the  Bill  passes  whaterer  maj  be  the  amount  of  th'<> 
as  it  ^t^nis.  the  res-ilt  m^isz  ce  that  if  grant,  care  will  be  taken  that  it  will  W 
TO  a  on  It  gire  a  grant  of  Ss.  4-1.  per  made  etfectlTe  for  the  porpoae  of  ae» 
head,  the  p::pils:n  the  higher  standards  curing  free  educahoa. 
mas:  contin-^e  to  pay  fees.     At  present  -      Ma.  J.  P.  B.  KOBESTSON:  Aoeoid* 


any 

only  pay  two- thirds  of  the  cost  of  the  ^  aided  school  in  reepecc  of  any  achool 
e«iucarion  supplied,  the  people  of  Soot*  in  which  fee«  are  charged  for  Inerhing 
land  pr:TMic^  the  res:.  I  am  quite  any  of  the  compulsory  standaxda.  The 
prepared  to  t^ke  the  principle  at  present  effect,  therefore,  of  the  Amoidment  ia 
adopted.  w\:ch  :<.  tha:  the  public  *«>  secure  that  no  school  shall  xeeetTe 
schools  shill  be  subc^iiized  out  of  the  anything  unless  all  the  atandaida  aie 
rates,  bu:  when?  ve  haTe  to  deal  with  free.  But  that  is  the  Texy  qneation 
Imperial  Crr;i!:::ik  the  grants  should  b«  '  which  is  at  present  under  conaidfltation, 
allocated  :.'  ail  ^I'luvU  which  cv^mply .  and  i;  i»  tmpv>«ible  for  the  Gommittae 
with  ctr:^:!!  cc:i-.Mtious  and  are  :>ub-  atthissta^to  come  t ^  a  determinatioa 
jected  to  a  certain  aiuouut  of  iu^^^'cc*  iu  the  absence  of  the  Goremment  ealea* 
tion.  I  a-.u  ^  crtectly  vOutvuit  to  Avvept  I  at  ion  4^  I  wouli  take  it  for  granted 
this  rogulativ>:i  iu  iN«nj'^('^*''**o:\  wi:K  tho  that  under  the  existing  ciicaniatanoee 
new  w;:uJta!l  whivK  i*  |»i>*^\>«t^\l  !o  bo  the  hoa  Member  for  the  College  Divl- 
gtven,  an  I  i:i  t!ia:  \%a\  Uio  iio\vrii:v.on\  mou vlv'e«uo:ae«: re  to  raise  that  qiieatiOB» 
if  thoy  v'l^vvsv*.  \\:1;  Vi»  aM»»  t»*  !«\vut>»  atul  I  (eel  it  my  duty  to  oppoee  the 
free  evluv-ativ'n.  It'  ;h;ii  ^mmu  n»!v»  tji  no:  Vmouumout  oa  jteueral  groanda. 
Aslopcta.  lUo  ivHu;*  >*iil.  I  IV *i.  Is*  n*  "Uh  v\VMr5FXL>BANNERMAN: 
destr\\v  tlio  uvo  oUuoHtiou   whivlt    ihii»  |  I  vvu>uot  hei^«  th;akitt^  that  the  Amend* 

^f\  A»\i'i  *ii'>»** 
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ment  is  open  to  the  objection  which  has 
been  raised  by  the  Lord  Advocate,  and 
that  that  objection  id  reasonable.  If 
the  object  of  my  hon.  Friend  is  to  see 
that  before  any  school  receives  the  g^ant 
all  the  standards  taught  are  free,  then 
his  proposal  does  have  the  appearance 
at  this  stage  of  the  proceeding  of  being 
an  attempt  to  force  the  hands  of  the 
Goyemment,  ud graciously,  and  at  the 
yery  moment  when  they  are  considering 
the  best  means  of  applying  the  money. 
I  do  not  think  that  my  hon.  Friend 
quite  understands  the  important  differ- 
ence between  free  education  and  the 
proposal  of  the  Government — between 
education  that  is  free  and  education  with 
reg^ard  to  which  no  fees  are  charged. 
That  is  the  distinction  drawn  by  the 
Government.  As  the  G-overnment  are 
engaged  in  bridging  the  chasm  which 
divides  those  two  principles,  I  would 
ask  my  hon.  Friend  not  to  interfere  with 
them  at  this  dizzy  moment. 

Db.  CAMERON  :  Then  all  I  would 
ask  is  when  the  Minute  of  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  ? 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  After 
the  passing  of  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land Act ;  but  the  House  is  already  in 
full  possession  of  the  proposals  of  the 
Goyernment  on  the  subject. 
♦Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN  : 
Oan  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man g^ve  us  any  idea  how  it  is  proposed 
to  apply  the  money  now  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Government  ?  Will  it  be  done  at 
this  stage  of  the  Bill  or  will  it  be 
deferred  ? 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  do 
not  think  it  can  be  done  at  this  stage  of 
the  Bill.  There  arc  a  number  of  Amend- 
ments on  Clause  23,  which  raise  various 
questions  of  importance,  but  I  do  not 
think  they  can  be  usefully  discussed  in 
the  absence  of  information  as  to  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Government.  I  pro- 
pose to  proceed  on  the  assumption 
that  everything  will  be  left  open  for 
Report. 

Db.  CAMERON  :  I  have  no  wish  to 
appear  to  slight  the  advice  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Stirling 
Burghs  (Mr.  Campbell  Bannerman), 
who  has  so  ably  watched  the  progress  of 
this  measure  on  the  part  of  the  Opposi- 
tion. At  the  same  time  I  must  confess 
that  I  do  not  see  the  force  of  his 
present  position.  Supposing  the  Go- 
yemment give  128.  lOd.,  which  is  the 


average  rate,  it  would  not  secure  free 
education.  All  I  want  is  a  statutory 
enactment  that  the  money  to  be  given 
should  be  given  for  the  purpose  of  pro» 
viding  free  education.  If  my  right  hon. 
Friend  adheres  to  his  advice  I  will  not 
divide,  but  I  think  he  is  mistaken,  be- 
cause I  think  that  the  more  we  can  din 
into  the  people  of  Scotland  that  on  every 
point  where  there  is  a  difference  of 
opinion  between  us  and  the  Government 
the  Government  always  carry  their 
point  against  the  overwhelming  majority 
of  the  Scotch  Members,  the  better. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  Clause  20,  page 
11,  line  14,  after  **  Zetland,"  add— 

*'  Provided  that,  if  any  question  shall  arise 
as  to  the  application  of  the  expression  *  larger 
burgh,*  the  same  may  be  determined  by  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland." — (ifr.  /.  P*  B, 
Roberticn.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  21. 

Mb.     J.     C.     BOLTON    (Stirling): 
I  beg  to  move,  in  lines  23  and   24,  of 
page  II,  after  '*  in,"  to  leave  out  "  each 
country  and   larger    burgh   in."     The 
object  of  this  and  a  subsequent  Amend- 
ment is  to  provide  for  an  equitable  ad- 
justment of  the  local  licenses  account  as 
between  burghs  and  counties  being  in- 
serted in  the  Bill  itself  instead  of  being 
delegated    to    the   Boundary  Commis- 
sioners or  an  arbitrator  to  be  appointed 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  or  the  Secre- 
tary   for    Scotland.    If    my    proposal 
be    accepted   the   whole  of   the  duties 
allocated  in  Scotland  will  be  paid  into 
one  fund  and  be  divided  amongst  the 
counties  and  burghs  in  proportion  io 
the  value  appearing  on  the  valuation 
roll.     If    it  be  rejected  a    permanent 
arrangement  will  have  to  be  made  by 
the  Boundary  Commissioners,   or  the 
arbitrator  failing  an  agreement  being 
arrived  at  between  the  two  authorities* 
The  Bill  provides  that  the  arbitrator 
shall  pay    due    regard    to  the  value 
appearing  on  the  valuation  roll  of  the 
counties  and  burghs.     I  think  I   am 
right  in  stating  that  this  may  be  taken 
as  a  direction  to  him  respecting  the 
course  he  must  follow  in  the  event  of 
the  burghs  not  coming  to  an  arrange- 
ment voluntarily.    I  am  satisfied  that 
the  voluntary  arrangement  will  not  be 
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arrived  at.  I  should  like  to  refer  for  a 
moment  to  a  Eeturn  made  to  this  House 
in  the  month  of  May  last,  showing  the 
amount  of  business  done  by  each  county 
and  larger  burgh  in  Scotland  under  the 
grants  from  Parliament,  and  the 
amount  they  will  receive  from  the 
License  Duties.  Taking  my  own  county 
of  Stirling,  I  find  that  the  whole 
amount  received  by  that  county  was 
£8,3f>8  from  the  old  grants,  and  that 
its  share  of  the  new  License  Duties  will 
be  £9,748,  an  increase  of  over  £1,300. 
When  I  come  to  the  distribution  of  this 
sum,  I  find  that  whilst  the  county  ob- 
tained £7,001  ,  it  will  only  receive  £6,084, 
a  loss  of  £917  ;  whereas,  Stirling  burgh 
which  received  £1,002  from  the  grant 
will  receive  £2,066.  I  find  that  if  the 
money  be  divided  according  to  the  value 
appearing  on  the  valaation  roll,  the 
county  will  receive  £7,809  instead  of 
£7,001,  a  gain  of  \2^  per  cent,  and 
Stirling  burgh  will  receive  £1,153  in 
place  of  £1,002,  an  increase  of  14  per 
cent.  I  find  that  the  County  of  Ayr,  as 
a  whole,  received  £16,550  from  the 
grant,  and  that  from  the  licenses  it 
will  receive  £17,718.  The  county  re- 
ceived £13,363,  and  it  will  receive 
£11,770,  a  deficiency  of  £1,600;  the 
town  of  Ayr  which  roceived  £1,681  will 
receive  £2,905,  and  Kilmarnock  which 
received  £1,370  will  receive  £2,069.  The 
same  irregularity  runs  through  all  the 
counties.  I  am  not  quite  sure  upon 
what  principle  the  Heturns  are  made. 
The  temporary  adjustment  provided  by 
the  Bill  states  that  for  the  purposes  of 
the  distribution  of  the  duties  on  local 
taxation  licenses,  the  amount  of  such 
duties  paid  by  the  council  of  each 
county  on  the  Town  Council  of  each 
larger  burgh  shall  be  the  amount  of  the 
duties  certified  to  have  been  collected 
therein.  Now,  I  cannot  understand  on 
what  principle  this  Return  is  made  up. 
Certainly  it  cannot  be  made  up  on  the 
principle  laid  down  in  the  Bill.  If  my 
information  is  accurate  the  great 
bulk  of  the  licenses  paid  by  the 
county  are  actually  collected  in 
one  or  other  of  the  larger  burghs. 
If  that  be  so,  I  am  quite  confi< 
dent  that  the  amount  stated  to  have 
been  collected  in  the  County  of  Stirling 
is  much  overstated.  It  must  be  evident, 
therefore,  to  the  House  that  if  this  Bill 

E asses  as  it  is  drafted,  and  the  licenses 
e  distributed  according  to  this  return, 

J/r. ,/.  C.  Bolton 


a  great  injustice  will  be  done  to  the 
counties  themselves.  It  may  not  be. 
generally  known  to  English  Members 
that  we  have  in  Scotland  a  system  of 
valuation  which  we  find  to  be  an 
admirable  one.  It  is  uniform  throneh- 
out  Scotland .  It  shows  the  actual  vuue 
of  all  the  subjects  valued,  if  they  are 
let.  If  they  are  not  let,  means  are 
taken  to  ascertain  what  would  be  paid 
for  the  subject  as  a  going  concern,  and 
that  amount  is  entered  in  the  valaation 
roll.  Consequently  we  may  expect  that 
if  the  proposal  I  have  Tentared  to 
make  is  accepted  by  the  Government, 
the  amount  collected  throuffhout  the 
Kingdom  will  be  fairly  distributed. 
There  is  another,  and  to  my  mind  a 
good  reason  why  this  proposal  should 
be  adopted.  Hon.  Members  from  Soot- 
land  are  all  aware  that  there  is  great 
uneasiness  amongst  those  who  support 
the  temperance  movement,  as  to  the 
inclusion  in  the  funds  to  be  disbursed 
by  the  counties  the  amount  of  the 
licenses  for  the  sale  of  alcoholic 
liquors.  I  confess  I  share  that  un- 
easiness. I  cannot  conceal  from  myself 
that  the  fact  that  the  more  licenses  sold 
in  a  county,  the  less  will  be  the  call 
upon  the  rates,  may  influence  some  of 
those  bodies  which  are  now  entrusted 
with  the  duty  of  granting  licenses.  I 
also  think  that  if  these  licenses,  or  the 
amounts  collected  from  them  are  paid 
into  one  general  fund,  the  incentive  or 
stimulus  to  grant  more  licenses  than  axe 
actually  necessary  will  be  altogether 
wanting.  For  these  reasons  I  beg  to 
move  the  Amendment. 

Amendment    proposed,  Clause    21, 

page  11,  lines  23  and  24,  after  '<in" 

leave    out    ''each  county  and   larger 
burgh  in." 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'' 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  l^OBERTSON :  I  can 
well  suppose  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
is  well  founded  in  his  statement  that  a 
minute  examination  of  the  Betums  mMSf 
disclose  anomalies,  and  require  rectifi- 
cation. At  present  the  Returns  which 
are  before  Parliament  are  founded  upon 
the  Heturns  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Inland  Kevenue  for  their  own  pur- 
poses. They  are  made  up  necessarily 
without  a  very  complete  ascertainment 
'  of  the  source  from   which  the  money 
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aotuallj  comes,  because  it  is  really  for 
the  purposes  of  the  revenue  not  of  pri- 
mary importance  to  know  whether  a 
licence  taken  out  in  a  town  is  or  is  not 
taken    out    by    a    dweller     in    the 
country.     At  the  same  time  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  Commissioners,  for  their 
owb  purposes,   have  a  certain  amount 
of  information  as  to  the  source  from 
which  the  money  comes  to  pay  for  the 
licence  as  well  as  the  mere  fact  of  where 
the  licence  is  taken  out.     I  quite  admit, 
however, that  the  Beturnsare  not  framed 
with  regard,  in  the  first  instance,  to  the 
question  on  which  he  is  very  properly 
so  much  interested.     But  we  propose  to 
take  primd  facie  these  Returns  of  the 
Inland  Revenue  Commissioners.     Ques- 
tions may  of  course  arise  upon  them,  and 
we  propose,  in  the  first  place,  that  any  two 
communities  which  are  concerued  in  the 
question  may  by  agpreement  adjust  the 
account     and    settle      any     difference 
between  them.     We  propose,  secondly, 
that,  failing  an  agreement  between  the 
parties,  tne  Boundary  Commission  shall 
be  the  tribunal  for  settling  any  differ- 
ences.     This  is    one  of  the  questions 
which  the  Boundary  Commission  will  be 
a  very  appropriate  authority  to  settle. 
The  Committee,  on  referring  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  will  see  that  we  have 
had  steadily  in  view  all  through  the  va- 
rious stages  of  the  hietoryjof  this  system, 
the  raising  and  recurrence  of  the  ques- 
tion which  the  hon.  Member  suggests. 
I  put  it  to  the  Committee  whether  the 
mere  ascertainment  of  how  much  valua- 
tion there  is  in  a  county  and  how  much 
in  a  burgh  forms  a  proper  criterion  for 
settling  the  question  how  many  of  the 
licences  which  are  as  a  matter  of  fact 
taken  out  in   a  burgh,   are  likely  to 
belong  to  the  rural  parts  of  the  county.  I 
should  have  thought  that  the  geographi- 
cal situation  of  the  town  was  something 
to  be  considered.     We  say  in  the  Bill 
that  due  regard  shall  be  had  to  the 
annual   values  which    appear    on    the 
valuation  roll.  The  effect  of  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  that  no  regard  should 
be  had  to  anything  else.     That  seems  to 
me  to  be  completely  unreasonable.    The 
hon.  Gentleman's  plan  would  in  some 
cases  work  adversely  to  the  interests  of 
the  community  which  really  paid  the 
licences,  and  I  think  our  plan  is  much 
the  best  adapted  for  obtaining  justice  in 
the  very  varying  circumstances  that  are 
likely  to  arise. 


*Mr.   CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 

Can  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
Advocate  say  whether,  in  the  Return, 
there  has  been  a  rigid  description  of  the 
geographical  domicile,  as  it  were,  of  the 
licenses  that  are  taken  out.  As  I  under- 
stand it  in  certain  instances,  such  as  in 
the  case  of  the  town  of  Stirling,  which 
is  a  most  happily  situated  town,  because 
it  sucks  the  blood  of  several  counties  all 
round  it,  in  making  up  the  Return  I 
believe  an  honest  attempt  was  made  to 
ear- mark  each  particular  license  so  as 
to  show  the  locality  with  which  it 
is  connected,  and  they  are  not  all 
credited  to  the  town  of  Stirling.  Can 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
say  whether  that  was  the  principle  acted 
upon  in  making  up  this  Return  ? 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  would 
rather  speak  of  the  practice  than  the 
principle,  because  the  Commissioners  of 
Inland  Revenue  have  only  incidentally 
to  deal  with  the  question  of  whence 
comes  the  license;  but  there  are  ma- 
terials at  the  disposal  of  tho  Inland 
Revenue  by  which,  in  some  cases,  they 
can  ear-mark  the  licenses  in  the  way 
suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy): 
My  only  objection  to  the  plan  of  the 
Government  is  that  it  seems  to  be  a 
great  deal  too  flexible.  Regard  is  to 
be  had  to  valuation,  to  the  real  locality 
of  the  licenses,  and  other  things  accord- 
ing to  the  opinion  of  the  Commissioners. 
The  rule  proposed  by  my  hon.  Friend 
would  be  intelligible  ;  but  I  must  say  I 
think  that  some  stringent  rule  should 
be  adopted. 

♦Mr.  J.  WILSON  (Lanark,  Govan) :  I 
am  sure  I  speak  the  sentiments  of  the 
Scutch  Members  when  I  say  the  temper- 
ance party  in  Scotland  are  feeling  very 
much  aggrieved  by  the  idea  that  they 
are  to  have  any  hand  whatever  in  deal- 
ing with  the  question  of  public-house 
licenses.  I  hope  the  Lord  Advocate  will 
see  his  way  to  keep  the  licenses  in  the 
hands  of  the  Imperial  Government.  I 
am  sure,  if  he  could  see  his  way  to  give 

the  Scotch  people  an  equivalent 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  travelling  away  from  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  Committee. 
*Mr.  J.  WILSON :  I  was  just  desirous, 
Sir,  of  pointing  out  that,  if  the  Lord 
Advocate  could  see  his  way  to  give  ub 
the  Inhabited  House  Duty  instead  of 
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the  License  Duty,  it  ^o  ild  be  agreeable 
to  the  Scotch  people. 

Me.  HUNTER:  This  Amendment 
raises  a  very  important  question,  and 
I  hope  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will,  before  the  Keport  stafi^e,  seriously 
consider  what  arrangement  they  are 
able  to  make  upon  the  subject.  The 
scheme  provided  by  the  Bill  is  one 
by  which  the  licenses  will  be  collected 
by  the  Imperial  authority  and  banded 
over  to  a  certain  fund  for  distri- 
bution by  the  County  Council ;  and  I 
trust  the  Government  will  endeavour  to 
ascertain  whether  the  entire  plan  will 
not  be  needlessly  complex  and  embar- 
rassing. Would  it  not  be  much  better 
to  pay  over  the  whole  amount  derived 
from  these  licenses  to  the  Scotch 
Department,  and  allow  it  to  hand  to  the 
various  county  and  burgh  authorities 
the  requisite  sums  governed  by  the 
principles  that  have  heretofore  prevailed? 
The  result  of  splitting  up  the  fund  and 
paying  the  County  Councils  in  the  way 
proposed  will  be  the  raising  of  exceed- 
ingly^ difficult  questions  as  between 
counties  and  burghs.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Stirlingshire  (Mr.  Bolton)  has  pointed 
out  some  of  the  difficulties  that  may  be 
anticipated,  and  the  Lord  Advocate  is 
well  aware  that  the  principle  on  which 
this  clause  proceeds  must  give  rise  to 
questions  of  extreme  complexity — 
questiono  as  to  which  it  is  impossible 
to  arrive  at  anything  but  a  rough  and 
approximate  conclusion.  Another  result 
I  desire  to  point  out  is  that  not  only 
will  difficulties  arise  as  between  county 
and  burgh,  but  also  as  between  the 
northern  counties,  which  have  but  sparse 
populations,  and  counties  in  which  the 
populations  are  more  dense;  and  the 
result  will  be  to  create  a  doubt  in  the 
highland  counties  as  to  the  £8,000  which 
the  Government  propose  to  take  from 
the  Probate  Duties.  It  would  simplify 
the  collection  with  respect  to  the  Probate 
Duty  and  the  School  Board  rules,  and 
the  general  finances  of  the  counties  if 
the  status  quo  were  reserved,  at  least  for 
a  time.  If  the  Government  would  only 
hand  over  the  whole  of  the  License 
Duties  to  the  Scotch  Department  that 
would  greatly  simplify  the  question ;  and 
if  the  School  Boards  were  allowed  to 
charge  fees  in  graded  schools  that  would 
put  the  finances  of  the  School  Boards 
on  a  satisfactory  footing,  and  would  give 
a  balance  instead  of  a  deficiency.    It 

Hr,  J.  IFilion 


may  be  said  that  the  Eoglish  Act  has 
introduced  the  principle  of  taking  the 
county  as  the  unit ;  but  it  ahoold  be  re- 
membered that  one  of  the  coantieB  of 
England  is  the  County  of  London,  which 
is  practically  as  populous  as  the  whole 
of  Scotland.  This  being  so,  I  ask  why 
should  you  not  treat  Scotland  as  you 
treat  London  ?  No  doubt  you  will  find 
immense  objections  raised  to  giving  the 
licenses  to  the  County  Councils;  but, 
on  the  other  hand,  if  the  licenses  are 
dealt  with  as  a  separate  fund  the  tem- 
perance party  will  have  no  objection. 
Taking  all  these  things  into  account^  I 
think  the  Government  would  be  well 
advised  if  they  were  to  take  the  matter 
into  serious  consideration,  with  a  view 
to  some  modification  of  their  present 
proposal. 

*Mr.  ESSLEMONT:  For  mj  own 
part,  I  am  disposed  to  accept  with  all 
possible  gratitude  the  concessions  made 
by  the  Government ;  first,  in  the  mat- 
ter of  simplicity,  and  then  in  deterenoo 
to  the  claims  of  justice.  I  think  the 
Amendment  would  efifect  a  great 
improvement  in  point  of  8implioity, 
while  nothing  would  be  sacrificed  on  the 
score  of  justice.  The  question  as  to 
which  the  largest  amount  of  diffioulty 
exists  is,  undoubtedly,  that  of  the 
licenses  for  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the 
local  interest  in  these  licenses  would 
form  a  temptation  on  account  of  the 
revenue  they  yield ;  but  I  think  that 
this  proposal  would  remove  that  temp- 
tation and  prove  satisfactory  to  all 
parties  concerned.  I  hope,  tnereforey 
the  Government  will  consider  this  pro- 
posal in  a  serious  manner,  because  if 
there  is  no  disadvantage,  while  it  evi- 
dently tends  to  promote  simplidtj  and 
j  ustice  without  raising  diflioult  questicmi 
as  between  counties  and  burghs  or  one 
county  and  another,  much  good  may 
be  gained  by  the  adoption  of  such  ^ 
course 

«Mb.  M*LAGAN  (LinUthgowshiie) : 
There  seems  to  be  no  doubt  that  some 
rough  justice  may  be  secured  under  the 
plan  proposed  by  my  hon.  Friend  (lb. 
Bolton) ;  but^  at  the  same  time,  it  msj 
also  involve  a  considerable  amount  of 
error  and  some  degree  of  injustice.  For 
my  own  part,  I  shall  support  it,  bocams 
it  will  enlarge  the  area  over  which  the 
money  for  licenses  in  Scotland  will  be 
obtainable ;  and  I  hold  that  it  wenld  be 
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a    good  plan  to   pat    all  the  Lioense 
Duties    into  the  hands  of  the  Scotch 
Department  for  distribution  among  the 
County  Authorities,   The  Scotch  farmers 
would,  I  think,  prefer  that  the  Excise 
Duties    for    the    sale    of   intoxicating 
liquors  should  be  taken  out  of  the  sche- 
dule altogether,  and  that  something  else 
should  be  substituted ;  and  in  this  view 
I  have  placed  an  Amendment  of  my  own 
upon  the  Paper.    With  regard  to  the 
Amendment  now  under  consideration  I 
give  it  my  support,  on  account  of  its 
simplicity  and  justice. 
♦Mb.  D.  CRAWFORD  (Lanarkshire, 
N.E.) :     It    appears    that    the     Lord 
Advocate  attaches  weight  to  the  prin- 
ciple that   the  money  derived  from  a 
particular  area  or  place  should  go  back 
to  the  source  whence  it  comes.    That 
might  be  a  fair  and  advantageous  plan 
under  certain  circumstances ;   but  the 
reason  why  I  think  it  would  not  be  ad- 
vantageous under  such  a  Bill  as  this  is 
that  you  do  not  give  to  the  different 
localities  any  power  or  interest  in  the 
management    and    economy   of   these 
licenses.    If  you  did  that  I  should  be 
entirely  with  the  Lord  Advocate.      If 
you  were  able  to  hand  over  a  source  of 
public  revenue  to  the  counties,  and  say, 
''  You  may  reduce  or  increase    these 
licenses  as  you  please,"  there  would  be 
a  stimulus  to  providence  and  economy ; 
but  there  is  no  such  stimulus  when  the 
amount  is  fixed  by  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment,  and  consequently  the  return  of 
the  money  to  the  derivative  source  is  an 
object  of  no  moment  whatever.     When 
we  are  discussing  how  these  arrange* 
ments    are    to    be    made,     Her    Ma- 
jesty's Government  ought  to  consider 
what,  in  previous  portions  of  the  Bill, 
they  have,  I  think,  so  little  recognized, 
and    that    is,   what  we    want    to  ar- 
rive at  is  an  arrangement  that  will  be 
acceptable  to  the  people  of  Scotland.    I 
say  that  if  the  money  is  put  into   a 
common  fund,  and  is  divided  as  my  hon. 
Friend  has  proposed,   not  a  voice  in 
Scotland  would  be  raised  against  such  a 
system.     It  would  be  found  perfectly 
satisfactory;  whereas  a  settlement  as 
between  county   and  burgh   would  in 
many  cases  be  most  difficult,  while  it  is 
hard  to  say  that  on  such  a  plan  justice 
would  in  the  end  be  arrived  at.     No 
doubt    this    is    to    be    done    by    the 
Boundary  Commissioners,  who,  I  hope, 
will  be  put  out  of  the  Bill ;  but,  in  the 


meantime,  with  all  their  labours,  we 
shall  get  no  security  for  arriving  at  a 
satisfactory  result  such  as  may  be 
effected  if  this  Amendment  be  accepted. 

♦Colonel  MALCOLM  (Argyllshire) : 
Sir,  the  clause  would  be  perfecdy 
certain  to  lead  to  conflicts  between  the 
boroughs  and  counties,  as  regards  the 
distribution  of  licences — I  do  not  mean 
simply  licences  for  the  sale  of  intoxica- 
ting liquors  ;  there  are  agpreat  many  other 
licences  which  are  to  be  handed  over  to 
the  County  Council.  The  mere  fact  that 
the  distributor  of  stamps  lived  in  the 
burgh  where  these  licences  are  mainly 
taken  out  might  lead  to  dispute.  There 
will  be  considerable  difficulty  in  tracing 
the  exact  spot  where  these  licences 
originated  —  whether  they  properly 
belonged  to  the  county  or  to  the  burgh. 
I  am  afraid  that  the  clause  as  it  stands 
would  lead  to  considerable  friction 
between  the  counties  and  the  burghs. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  No 
doubt  a  number  of  questions  may  be 
raised;  but,  as  I  have  already  pointed 
out,  we  have  anticipated  their  occurrence 
and  provided  tor  their  settlement  in  a 
way  which  would  avoid  any  undue 
friction.  The  alternative  proposal  to 
that  of  the  Government  has  undoubtedly 
the  merit  of  simplicity.  And  why  have 
we  not  chosen  the  easy  and  the  lazy 
path  of  massing  the  whole  and  distribut- 
ing one-fourth  ?  The  plan  of  the  Go- 
vernment has  the  merit  of  assigning  to 
each  locality  what  has  been  taken  out 
of  it  There  might  be  incidental  ques- 
tions as  to  one  particular  licence 
or  different  licences,  but  we  have 
provided  the  means  of  settling 
those  questions.  In  tue  earlier  stages 
of  the  Bill  we  considered  all  those 
objections,  and  the  Government  thought 
the  balance  was  in  favour  of  the  plan 
embodied  here.  But  as  our  financial 
proposals  are  under  consideration,  we 
will  give  attention  to  this  proposal. 
Frankly  speaking,  however,  I  do  not 
think  the  evidence  preponderates  in 
favour  of  the  Amendment. 
♦Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
I  am  very  glad  to  hear  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  a  somewhat  open 
mind  on  the  question,  because  I  think 
there  is  a  great  feeling  in  Scotland 
against  the  proposal  that  the  localities 
should  receive  the  results  of  their  own 
public  house  licenses,  and  thus  have  a 
direct  interest  in  the  increase  of   the 
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revenue  derived  from  that  source.    That       ''In  the   construction   of  flob-section  6  of 

isreallytherootofthematter.aBtheBill  '*®^'^°'^,^  ®MJA®  Oustoms  and    Inland  Eo- 

i.  -.i.  -4»«^«      TP  4kA  ra^«A««t.«tAnf  venue  Act,  1889,    the  reference  therein  to  sec- 

at  present  Btands.     If  the  Government  ^-^^  ^  ^^  \  The  Probate  Duties  (Scotland  and 

could  find  their  way  to  a  reconsideration  Ireland)  Act,  1888,'  shall  be  z«ad  as  if  it  wew 

of  this  matter,  and  to  avoiding  the  diffi-  a  reference  to  this  section."— (Jfv*  J-   P-  S- 

culty,  I  am  sure  that  it  would  give  very  RoberUon,) 

great  satisfaction  throughout  Scotland.         Question,  "That  those  words  be  there 

Mr.    hunter  :    I   should  like  to  added,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,        Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
m  reference  to  the  principle  of  not  giv- 
ing the  revenue  to  the  place  where  it       Clause  28. 

arises,  that  the  £10  000  out  of  Probate       Amendment  proposed,  page  13,  Une 

Duty  8^0"}<i  ff«  ^o  the  Highland  towns^  3  ^  j^^^^  ^^^  ^H  jj^^  ^^^3  ^fter  the  word 

Mr.  J.  C.  BOLTON:  I  desire  to  thank  u^ppiied,"  to  the  word  "towards,"  page 

the  Lord  Advocate  for  the  course  he  has  j  ^  ^{^^^  22.-(  ifr.  ITunUr.) 
intimated  he  will  pursue.     But  I  should       ^      ,.  j   *irru  t  4U         ^ 

like  to  point  out  that  the  very  reasons       Question  proposed.  "That  the  words 

which  he  gives-namely,  having  pro-  proposed  to  be  left  cut  stand  part  of  the 

vided  for  the  settlement  of  disputes,  to  Question. 

me  are  strong  reasons  in  favour  of  my        j)^,  CAMERON :  Before  that  Qaes- 

Amomlmont.     It  is  exactly  because  I  tion  is  put.  Sir,  I  suggest  that  thia  clause 

anticipate    a   recurrence  of  difficulties  be  postponed,  and  that,  in  the  meantime, 

that  I  do  not  wish  this  clause  to  stand,  ^he     Government     should      reoonsider 

T  think  the  lA>rd  Advocato  has  exactly  ^^eir    financial  proposals.      They    are 

hit  tho  mark  in  the  last  paragraph  of  bound   to   give  us  some  indication    of 

the    sub-section,     wherein    he    says—  ^beir  proposals,  and  if  the  clause  were 

"makinjf  such  final  adjustment    with  postponed,  we  would  have  timetooon- 

due  rojjard  to  the  annual  value.**  What  sjj^i.  thom,  and  would  not  be  required 

is  the  moaning  of  **  due  regard  ?  "  Is  it  ^^^  gj^e  them  a  Mank  cheque  in  regard 

not  to  bo  a  guide  to  those  gentlemen  in  to  their  plans.     We  are  now  totally  in 

arriving  at  their  awards  ?  .  I  am  not  the  dark  as  to  their  financial  propossls, 

we^ldiHi  to  my  own  pi\^pi^sal  if  a  better  ^i^b  the  exception  of  the  £10,000  to 

one  ortu  bo  suggt^Mo.l ;  but  1  urge  upon  ^be  Hikrhlands.    It  appears  to  me  totf 

the  U^nl  .\av.vAte  thAt  whatever  plan  nj„,>h  to  be  desired  that  we  should  know 

be  t4ikoii,  lot  that  plan  form  a  iwrtion  of  somothinc  about  them  before  this  Bill 

tho  BilK  and  do  not  lot  us  have  to  apply  j^^ves    Committee.      It    is    not   aatis- 

to  an  arbitrator  (or  tho  sottlemont  of  factorv     to     vield    these    matters    in 

ditSouhios,     Those  arbitrations  aro  very  Oommitieo.  acd  take  them  on  Bepori— 

oxponsivo  and  extravagant  thing*,  and  ^bich  will  come  on  at  a  late  penod  of 

I    do   not   think   thoy  suit    the    Uval  ,be  Session,  when  our  proceedings  are 

AttthoriTiw  or  tho  taxpayow.     I  bog  to  :uarkoi  bv  lassitude,   and  when  manj 

withdraw  my  Amor.dnunt.  bon.  Members  are  absent.    I  withdrew 

Air.ondnunt,  Vy  1o,^to,  w;:hdrawn.  «iT  Amendment  on  the  temporsrj  elanse 

in  deference  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 

Tho    foV.ow:r.g     .\r.;or.dr.\onts    wore  tr.an  :  but  1  am  perfectly  certain  that  a 

agr*\\i  to  :  ~  «TaighTfv>rward  DirisiiUi  upon  it  would 

^a^^^  r..  >;r.o  C>.  '.oaro  out  *' V^r*:  "  havo  afForiod  the  Government  an 

--  .V  .  .'.  :\  ^   Ki^hr^- fr^<\  oAtion  of  v^ur  opinivm.  whoi  they 

race    .:.    :;r.rs   ^  ar..i  ;'.    :o,^.v.   .;;i  ^^  ^>^v^^:^^t  their  dnandal  proposals. 

...vT^v  •<     ♦■  -vno    •   **  i    .<-.rf  ■  :^  <  ^  *"*"  **^^  '^^^  n*oe«iiT  for  pushing  on 

V:"-     ^      /    r    ^^    .■.iV-.^r.t,  '  :>.:*  iv*r::,'^;;,ar  o.aise  at  this  parucnlar 

\   "'  ;         '  r.io:r.orJ      We  here  two  Bills  befoTO the 

I^ajT^    •  •  ■    •  •  •"  »*    •   ■     ^  ■  "**  T      '  p'*'  "*.*••  Oo:v. r.;  t  :^- ,  th : $  ar  d  t^ e  Su pplessentaij 

^'^!:^/,  /'"''^^v"  •'"'^**^'-^^^  •  iVor;s;,-.5    l^,.!.     Tiie    Committee  has 

•^  .^   .'.  '    ''V»  iv-^fc-r-  r,*^  o."r5»,V,ji*ri    tbotse    Kils.  and 

0*  ft  \:  ?.* .  .'.  Ji  Av.-.  f  r  .\ ,'  .1  ajrr;>o»;  r«"'-  »":.*^"-;  ^t "  '^*  « :  .  ^  »'*  s."^ :  i  :he  G-orsmmsot 

V -. ; >. .: Tj^ «  ; h '5  .Ca a«i^.  ani  bring  forwaid 

V  .s.,-,iBJ'-  iL  :>;o-r  v-r.'.-^.-kSAi*  :£  t.^e  fom  of  anew 

A r.'.^r ,^  r;  ;■  r :  ,•  r,*  ;v^  *^»' .    .  r    . ' .  a: :?*"  C  C  . '. a i;?»e  * iNi  : r.«>«  ;t  ;i:  tbe  Oottsjlidaftad 

'..T.*  i^V  fcV^o;  •  ,;i^:.f1^     a,^*;    -  "i^  *       Wf    «r;\i;U    :i«:    have  aapk 
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meant  of  knowing  what  they  are  going 
to  do  before  this  Bill  passed  from  Com- 
mittee. I  cannot  see  the  use  of  putting 
in  the  clause  as  it  stands.  It  does  not, 
we  are  told,  embody  the  ultimate  view 
of  the  Oovemment,  and  the  clause  will 
require  to  be  remodelled.  Let  us  have 
an  opportunity  of  considering  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  in  a  tangible 
form.  If  we  were  to  introduce  Amend- 
ments on  Report,  the  public  would  not 
understand  their  meaning,  as  they 
would  in  Committee,  when  they  would 
be  able  to  gather  their  continuous 
meaning.  I  move  that  the  clause  be 
postponed. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  Clause 
be  postponed." 

♦Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  am  not  altogether  surprised  at  my 
hon.  Friend  taking  this  course,  because, 
at  all  events,  it  offers  us  an  opportunity 
of  asking  the  Government  when  they 
will  be  able  to  give  us  the  information 
he  desires.  It  was  at  one  time  sug- 
gested that  the  details  of  the  new 
scheme  should  be  explained  on  the 
Report  stage;  but  I  agree  with  my 
hon.  Friend  that  if  we  are  not  to  have 
them  till  then,  and  if  we  are  not  to  know 
how  the  money  is  to  be  applied,  we  shall 
be  placed  in  considerable  difficulty.  The 
Government  will  also  be  placed  at  a  dis- 
advantage, because  they  will  not  have  a 
fair  chance  of  knowing  what  the  opinion 
of  Scotchmen  is.  I  would  appeal  to  the 
Government  whether  or  not,  before  the 
Bill  leaves  Committee,  they  cannot  give 
us  information  on  this  subject  ?  If  they 
cannot  give  details  they  might  make  a 
general  statement  of  the  outline  of  their 
proposals  in  order  to  enable  us  to  judge 
of  their  nature.  I  think  it  would  be 
better  to  reserve  the  discussion  on  this 
clause  until  we  know  what  is  intended. 

♦Thb  first  lord  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY, (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster)  :  I  think  the  House 
is  entitled  to  have,  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment,  an  outline  of  the  new 
proposals  of  the  Government,  and  I  will 
undertake  it  shall  be  given  before  the 
Committee  stage  is  closed.  But  I  think 
it  would  be  inconvenient  to  postpone  the 
consideration  of  the  clause ;  and  I  hope 
the  Committee  will  accept  my  assurance 
that,  if  before  the  Debate  is  closed,  we 
are  unable  to  g^ve  the  minute  details  of 
the  scheme,  the  general  scope  of  the  new 


proposals  shall  be  indicated  to  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  If  we 
pass  this  clause  now,  and  the  in- 
formation is  communicated  to  us  after- 
wards, are  we  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
discussing  it  in  Committee  ?  If  not  we 
shall  be  placed  at  a  great  disadvantage. 
In  regard  to  the  transfer  of  certain 
licence  and  other  duties,  I  have 
drawn  out  a  few  Ggures  which  show  the 
position  of  Scotland.  I  find  that  in 
England  the  total  of  Parliamentary 
grants  hitherto  received  has  been 
£2,615,412.  The  licences  transferred 
amount  to  £2,986,134,  so  that  England 
gains  £370,722,  or  about  13  per  cent. 
In  Scotland,  however,  the  Parliamen- 
tary grants  amounted  to  £329,709,  and 
the  total  of  the  licences  transferred  to 
£323.341,  or  a  loss  of  £6,368,  about  2 
or  3  per  cent. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  Govern- 
ment will  consent  to  postpone  this 
clause. 

Question,  *'  That  this  Clause  be 
postponed,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  24  agreed  to. 

Clause  25. 

Amendment  proposed,  page  Id,  line 
39,  to  leave  out  after  ''authority," 
to  ''Act,"  inclusive  in  line  42,  and 
insert — 

*'  A  sum  equal  to  one-teDth  of  the  cost  of  the 
materials  and  labour  employed  in  the  mainten- 
ance of  roada  (excepting,  in  the  case  of  a  burgh, 
streets  or  roads  which  were  not  turnpike  roads 
or  roads  maintained  by  statute  labour  or  bv 
rates  levied  under  a  County  Road  Act)  by  such 
authority  during  the  preceding  year." — {The 
Lord  Advocate.) 

Ma.  CALDWELL :  The  effect  of  this 
Amendment  is  to  leave  the  county  rate- 
payers paying  six  times  as  much  as  the 
burgh  ratepayers.  I  recognize  that 
in  this  matter  the  Government  have 
taken  away  one- half  of  the  grievance ; 
and  as  I  do  not  wish  to  put  any  obstacle 
in  the  way  of  the  progress  of  the  Bill  I 
will  content  myself  with  a  mere  pro- 
test. 

Amendment  put,  and  agreed  to. 

The  following  Amendments  were 
agreed  to: — 

Page  16,  line  1,  after  ''Act,"  insert 
"  and  of  Section  76  of  *  The  Police  Act, 
1867.'  ''—{Mr,  J.  P.  B,  Robertson.) 
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Page  16,  Une23,lesve  oat  "assessor, 
and  insert   "county  clerk   and   town 
o\ttA."—{Mr.  ir<wiV.) 

Page  16,  line  27,  leave  out  "aneeS' 
SOT,"  and  insert  "  clerk." — {Str.Bnier.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  Clause 
as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 
(Mr.  J.  P.  B.  liviirlion.) 

Me.  CALDWELL:  I  wish  to  point 
oat  that  while  according  to  the  Bill  the 
aom  payable  to  the  Local  Authority  was 
to  be  a  fixed  sum,  now  it  ia  a  Taiiable 
sum.  I  quite  admit  the  Lard  Advocate's 
ooatention  on  this  point;  but  there  is  the 
danger  that  the  expenditure  oo  the  roads 
will  go  on  increasing,  and  the  amounts 
payable  to  the  Local  Authorities  will 
rise  in  a  correspoadiag  degree.  I  fear 
the  QoTernment  are  not  carrying  out 
the  arrangement  made  last  night  that 
the  sum  paid  should  be  £35,000. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON ;  This  ie 
a  matter  which  will  hare  to  be  adjusted 
when  the  oew  scheme  is  decided  upon. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  23,  aa  amended,  added  to  the 
Bill. 

Clause  26. 

Amendments  made. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause, 
ns  amended,  be  added  to  the  Bill." 

Ma.  ANGUS  SUTHERLAND 
(Sutherland) :  I  beg  at  this  stage  to 
enter  my  protest  against  the  police 
being  under  the  Secretary  for  Scotland. 
I  think  the  County  Councils  in  the 
oountiea  and  the  Town  Councils  in  the 
boroughs  are  the  best  authorities  for 
dealing  with  them.  I  suppose  the 
excuse  for  this  arrangement  ia  that  the 
police,  under  this  Bill,  are  paid  entirely 
out  of  the  proceeds  of  the  Probate  Duty. 
I  think  it,  however,  my  duty  to  eater  a 
protest  against  the  continuance  of  a 
system  which  aims  at  centralization  and 
DO  other  object. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Glauses  26  and  27  added  to  the  BUI. 

Clause  28. 

Amendments  made. 
*Mr.  HOZIER  :  I  beg  to  propose  the 
eubstitution   of  the    words    "  Commia- 
eionersof  Supply"  for  "Justices  of  any 
county."    I  may  mentioa  that  the  only 
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property  possesaed  by  JqstioM  of  any 
Scottish  county,  in  their  oorpotato 
capacity,  is  an  official  copy  of  the  Aaia 
of  Parliament. 

Question  propoied,  Claase  38,  page 
18,  line  30,  leave  out,  "  Justieaa  of  any 
county,"  and  insert  "  Gommiaaionets  «K 
Supply." 

Mn.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  oau- 
not  accept  the  Ameadment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdnwn. 


Amendments  made. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Olaiud  29, 
as  amended,  be  added  to  the  Bill." 

Mb.  CALDWELL :  May  I  point  out 
that  as  the  clause  stands  it  may  liappen 
that  while  one  account  at  tha  bank  is 
overdrawn  and  a  heavy  charge  bwng 
made  for  interest  on  the  overdraft, 
another  account  would  have  a  lam 
balance.  Could  not  an  arrangsment  be 
made  to  prevent  a  county  ia  aoob  OUM 
being  saddledwitha  charge  for  iaterest* 

Ma.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  I  wiU 
consider  that  point  before  the  Bepoit 
stage. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  added. 


for  which  it  is  reepoadblQ  ia  irbbla  or 
in  part." 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Db.  CAMERON:  I  have  to  man  a 
further  Amendment  to  thit.  At  piaMBt 
the  clause  reads  "  the  rate  ahallDS  Bui- 
form  on  all  rents  within  the  county."  I 
shall  move  the  addition  after  "  BhaU"  rf 
the  words  "  subject  to  the  prOTiwna  of 
"  Act."  What  I  wish  to  oall  attai- 
tion  to  ia  the  effect  whiob  this  elaHi 
will  have  on  the  uodeigroand  waka 
of  water  companies  and  gaa  oo^ 
paaiea.  The  people  of  Olaagov  an 
greatly  interested  in  tfaia  idlffMt 
If  the  Bill  paases  as  at  prninii!  teall 
the  result  will  be  to  introdBoa  •  MV 
mode  of  rating  for  theae  gaa  aad  wtttt- 
works  under  ground.  1  boUav*  aav 
they  are  only  rated  at  a  fimtt  «(  ttik 
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value  for  every  other  purpose.  Under 
this  clause  they  will  be  rated  at  their 
full  value.  The  learned  Lord  Advocate 
knows  perfectly  well  that  this  is  a  sub- 
ject upon  which  a  g^eat  deal  of  feeling 
exists  in  Scotland.  Last  year  a  Com- 
mittee was  appointed  to  consider  this 
subject,  and  I  believe  they  took  a  great 
deal  of  evidence,  protracting  their 
labours  so  far  into  the  Session  that  there 
was  not  time  enough  left  for  a  Beport. 
The  Committee  has  been  appointed 
again,  I  understand,  but  no  action  has 
been  taken  in  the  way  of  having  the 
Members  called  together,  so  I  do  not 
see  how  it  is  possible  to  have  a  Report 
on  the  subject  considered  this  year. 
However  this  may  be,  gas  and  water 
companies  will  with  cause  consider 
themselves  very  harshly  treated  if  they 
have  the  case  decided  against  them  as 
in  the  Bill,  and  find  themselves  placed 
on  a  less  favourable  footing  than  they 
have  had  hitherto  in  connection  with 
other  rates.  For  the  purpose  of  giving 
the  Lord  Advocate  the  opportunity  of 
making  some  explanation  as  to  the 
Government  intention  on  this  matter  of 
rating  gas  and  waterworks,  which,  as 
he  knows  are,  in  Scotland,  chiefly  in 
the  hands  of  municipalities  and  towns, 
I  move  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  line'4],  to  in- 
sert after '*  shall"  the  words  ** subject 
to  the  provisions  of  this  Act." 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  I  am 
not  quite  sure  whether  the  raising  of 
the  point  involved  is  not  inconsistent 
with  the  decision  we  arrived  at  two 
or  three  nights  ago,  on  the  invitation  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dumbartonshire, 
who  made  a  proposal  affecting  certain 
words  in  regard  to  rating,  and  that 
Amendment  was  not  adopted  by  the 
Committee. 

The  chairman  :  It  was  with- 
dr&wn 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  The 
statement  I  was  about  to  make  will,  I 
think,  meet  the  case.  The  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  this,  that  in  re- 
gard to  the  Public  Health  Act  we  should 
introduce  a  change  in  the  incidence  of 
rating.  As  the  hon.  Gentleman  says, 
the  underground  property  of  these 
undertakings  is  at  present  rated  for 
Public  Health  purposes  at  a  quarter 
of  its  value  on  the  valuation  roll,  and 
the  effect  of  the  Bill  would  be  to  do  away 
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I  with  that  abatement,  and  this  property 
would  accordingly  be  rated  at  its  full 
value.  Representations  have  been 
made  to  us  on  this  question.  I  am 
bound  to  say — and  here  I  may  be  con- 
sidered, I  am  afraid,  a  backslider  from 
the  principle  I  have  laid  down  on  other 
occasions,  not  to  introduce  charges  not 
strictly  for  the  purposes  of  this  measure— 
I  thought  this  clause  did  afford  a  desir- 
able opportunity  for  the  simplification 
of  the  collection  of  the  rates,  and  on  that 
ground  our  proposal  was  made.  It  is 
difficult  to  justify  the  difference  in  the 
system  of  rating  in  one  part  of  the 
country  to  another.  But  the  substantial 
objection  is  that  the  theory  of  this  Bill 
is  that  we  are  not  g^ing  to  alter  the 
incidence  of  rating  except  so  far  as  that  it 
is  indispensable  for  themachinery  we  are 
establishing  by  the  Bill.  Now  I  cannot 
say  that  this  change  is  indispensable, 
and  it  would  create  or  continue  an 
anomaly.  At  the  same  time  it  is  quite 
fair  to  those  interested  to  say  that  we 
did  not  give  notice  in  the  Bill  that  we 
were  going  to  revise  the  incidence  of 
rating.  Therefore,  I  think,  it  would  be 
better  to  leave  the  Public  Health  Act 
rates  to  fall  as  they  have  fallen  previously 
to  this  change.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
will  remember  that  the  Committee  made 
a  copious  examination  int)  the  inci- 
dence of  rating,  and  the  evidence  sug- 
gested to  our  minds  that  there  might  be 
reforms  perfectly  easy  of  adjustment. 
But  I  think  we  ought  to  do  the  whole 
thing  at  once,  to  undertake  it  as  a  sub- 
stantial question,  not  in  incidental 
pieces. 

♦Mr.  J.B.  BALFOUR  (Clackmannan, 
&c.)  :  I  am  glad  to  hear  this  statement 
from  the  Lord  Advocate,  for,  on 
more  careful  consideration  of  this 
clause  and  the  subsequent  clause,  it 
certainly  does  appear  to  me  that  a 
good  deal  of  practical  difficulty  would 
arise.  I  rather  gather  from  the  earlier 
part  of  Clause  30,  that  it  was  not  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  affect 
the  incidence  of  the  consolidated  rate, 
because  there  are  some  words  that  pro- 
vide that  the  separate  rates  which 
g )  to  make  up  the  rate  shall  be  dealt 
with  under  the  particular  Acts 
which  authorize  their  being  levied. 
But  line  20  does  not  agree  with 
that,  and  I  am  afraid  it  wbuld 
be  held  to  have  completely  altered 
the  incidence  of  taxation.    Now,   that 
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would  certainly  be  a  larg;e  subject  ti  I  poor  rate,  bet  what  I  hare  said  mppliea, 
introduce  into  the  Bill,  and  I  am  glad  i  and  that  we  xc:25t  leare  tliea  ms  thej 


the  Gofomment  do  not  propose  to 
do  this.  I  do  not  know  that 
any  of  us  are  prepared  with  Amend- 
ments to  prevent  that  being  done,  but 
perhaps  the  Lord  Advocate  will  consider 
the  matter  between  this  and  Report,  and 
will  suggest  some  saving  clause,  to  be 
introduced  into  the  ^^uppl<>mentaryBill. 
with  reference  to  a  nnmbf'r  of  Acts  that 
apply  to  different  purposes.     I  have  a  i    ♦Mb.  DONALD  CRAWFORD :    TIm 


stand. 

Da.  CAMERON:  I  tiiiak  die  atofte- 
ment  of  the  Lord  Advoeste  is  most 
satisfactoiT.  I  am  aan  it  will  g;ive 
great  satisfaction  in  Glasfgov, vhera  this 
is  a  matter  of  considerable  impoituiee. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Other  Amendments  made. 


list  of  Acts  here  that  deal  with  the  i  Amendment  I  have  to  piopoao  is  a  aoiall 
incidence  of  rating,  which  is  to  be  left  |  gtep  in  a  direction,  in  whieh,  I  think, 
untouched  by  the  Bill.  This.  I  think,  '  the  Government  might  have  gone  far- 
will  be  a  simple  and  satisfactory  coarse.  |  ther  than  they  have.  I  ahaU  more  it. 
As  the  result  of  the  evidence  taken  by  ■  but  shall  judge  by  the  reoeptioB  it  maelB 
the  Committee  on  Rating  and  Valuation  ^th  whether  I  ought  to  peniat  in  the 
in  Scotland,  I  hope  we  may  before  long  |  Amendment.  I  propose  that  tt«  oon- 
consider  this  marter  in  a  sc^parate  j  solidated  rates  shall  be  eolleetad  with 
measure.  ;  the  poor  rates,  and  that  SeeticnL  44  of 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  think  ;  the  Education  Act  shall,  with  tfaeaeeea- 
the  clause  as  it  stands  would  give  rise  :  gary  alterations,  applv  to  the  eoDaetion 
to  questions  we  desire  ti  avoid.  It  i  of  the  consolidated  rates.  It  ia  impor- 
would  be  better  to  put  an  explicit  j  tant  to  the  ratepayers  that  thoty  ahonld 
declaration  into  the  clause  that  the  j  know  from  the  one  sheet  presented  to 
incidence  of  rating  under  the  Public  « them  what  it  ia  they  have  to  pny,  and  it 
Health  Act  should  not  he  altered.  That  •  is  also  important  that  the  ataff  of  eolkct- 
will  be  the  "-Tip'est  course,  and  if  hon.  i  ing  officials  should  be  redneed  to  a 
Members  will  confer  with  me,  we  will  [  minimum.  It  is  true  the  arana  of  the 
on  Report  insert  an  Amendment,  making  I  consolidated  rates  are  not  identical,  as 
the  intention  clear  that  the  rates  shall  J  is  nearly  the  case  in  the  aehool  rataa 
faU  exactly  as  >,efore  except  where  they  j  and  parochial  rates,  though  tha  aehool 
are  expressly  altf^red  districts  are  nat  unf^qnently  in  diflbraat 

*Ma.  J.  B.    BALFOUR  :    I  shall  be    parishes,  but  I  think  the  plan  I  pmpoaa 

flad  to  communicate  with  my  right  hon.    will  be  attended  with  considerable  eon- 
riend.  and   give   him   the  list  of  the    venience  anl  ecmomv.      Without   en- 
other  AcU  to  which  I  refer.  larging  upon  it  I  beg  to  more. 

6ia    ARCHIBALD    ORR   EWTNG ,      f       ^  , 

Dumbarton;  :    What   the    liijht    hon.        Amendment  proposed,  page  20,  line 
Gentleman  has  said  refers  also  to  the  ,      '  »"»«" 
•'  Roads  and  Bridges  .\ct."  :    ,  "  *\""J*  con«oUi*tedr.teiihaUbeoolleclBd 

Ma.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSOX  :  Yes.         S,r"?l..^^r«ti  ""^^  SS' 

Ma.  CALDWELL  :  In  the  Police  proTidinjr  for  th*  eolWtioa  of  KhmOaftaB  W 
burghs  under  7.000  inhabitants  the  !  parochuJKi&nif.  shall  apply,  with  the  aeoeaBBiy 
police  rate  is  assessed  on  the  pioperty  '  *^tOTtiopg.  to  the  collectjcin  of  the  nowanlidateil 
of  ns  and  water  companies  at  a  fourth  i  '^^^'^ 

of  the  Talue.  but  according  to  the  words  !  Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  This 
of  the  Bill  it  would  be  assessed  on  the  ■  Amendment  certainly  raiaee  a  aabjeei  of 
full  value.  '  oonsiiierable  interest,  and  I  am  awaie 

Mr.  firth  , Dundee^ :  I  wouLi  ask  that  there  has  been  much  diacnaaicm  ia 
whether  it  is  intended  that  the  alteration  S«vtland  as  to  the  be»t  meanaof  airiviny 
shall  extend  to  the  pixwisions  of  the  .^th  at  that dMirable rssult — the eoUeetienof 
aub-aei  tion  ?  '  rate*,  as  far  as  pondble*  br  the 


Mr.  j.  1\  IV  KOBKRTSON  :  The  otfioers.  I  hare  jieen  many  aoggeetioiu 
deductions  are  under  the  87 ih  ne^tton  of  in  this  dirtvtion.  The  moat  nmbitioue 
the  Poi^r  Law  .V«'t.  The  onlv  r.-ite  we  reK^rmers  would  d<«ire  to  aee  all  ntee 
touch  or  trannfer  fi\>m  the  Par^s^hial  ^^UiS'^te*!  bv  one  vvtHoer.  and  as  Ihr  aa 
Board  is  the  PuMu'  Health  A«'t«  thovN'  |x^M;Me  the  demand  for  payment  made 
fore  these  abatementH  applv  oith  to  (he  ^  u|\^n  one  streets  and  thei^iaaoqaeatioB. 
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this  would  hare  the  advantage  of  siin- 
plioity.  Somethingr  of  the  kind  has,  I 
oelieye,  in  America,  been  redaced  to  a 
working  system.  No  doubt  if  such  a 
.mtem  could  be  applied  it  would  save 
the  ratepayers  from  all  uncertainty  as 
to  the  total  amount  of  their  liability  for 
rates  and  from  the  constant  worry  of 
several  officials  calling  at  different  times 
for  different  rates,  all  of  the  same  class. 
I  am  altogether  at  one  with  the  hon. 
Member  in  his  aspiration  towards  sim- 

Elicity.  But  we  find  ourselves  faced 
y  practical  difficulties.  We  shall  have 
to  obtain  more  or  less  the  assent  and 
co-operation  of  different  Boards  and 
different  officials  with  real  or  supposed 

Srivileges,  we  should  have  so  many 
ifferent  opinions  to  reconcile,  so  many 
and  diverse  interests  to  harmonize  that 
we  judged  it  more  prudent  to  abstain 
from  conjuring  up  a  host  of  enemies 
and  difficulties.  But  to  return  to  this 
particular  Amendment,  I  do  not  think 
this  specific  reform  is  a  good  one.  My 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  compre- 
hensive statistics  of  collection,  which 
show  the  amount  of  arrears  left  under 
a  system  of  parochial  collection  and  of 
county  collection  in  different  localities, 
and  these  seem  to  point  to  the  advantage 
of  the  collections  being  made  upon  a 
wider  area  than  the  parochial.  One 
would  suppose  that  the  balance  of  con- 
venience would  be  with  the  smaller 
area,  but  I  suspect  that  the  fact  of 
the  arrears  being  incomparably  larger 
in  the  smaller  area  is  due  to  the  fact 
that  the  collector  in  the  smaller 
area  is  the  personal  acquaintance  of  his 
debtors,  and  shows  an  amount  of 
difference  to  their  reluctance  to  make 
prompt  payment  that  does  not  contribute 
to  the  efficient  financial  administration 
of  the  locality. 

Mr.  OHILDEBS  :  I  was  on  a  Com- 
mittee some  years  ago  which  inquired 
into  this  subject;  but,  unfortunately, 
except  in  the  Metropolis,  Parliament 
has  not  done  much  towards  the 
consolidation  of  the  collection  of  rates. 
The  information  I  gathered  leads 
me  to  make  the  suggestion  that 
the  collectors  who  represent  the  larger 
areas,  not  the  smaller  areas,  should 
undertake  the  whole  collection,  and  that 
power  should  be  taken  by  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland,  or  some  Department  of 
Oovemment,  to  prepare,  after  consulta* 
tion    with    the    different    officials,    a 


schedule  of  regulations  for  the  collection 
of  all  rates.  This  is  too  complicated  a 
piece  of  work  for  Parliament  to  under- 
take in  a  Bill,  but  it  is  not  too 
intricate  for  the  Government  to  arrange 
in  accordance  with  some  general  rules, 
which  might  be  expressed  in  the  Bill. 
I  would  suggest  the  Government  might 
draft  some  such  clause,  to  provide  for 
the  collection  of  all  rates,  and  I  should 
say  taxes  also,  through  one  channel, 
under  regulations  to  be  framed  by 
Government.  It  is  difficult  to  express 
in  the  Act  the  minute  regulations 
necessary  for  the  purpose ;  but  it  would 
not  be  difficult  for  the  Government, 
after  consultation  with  the  officers,  to 
prepare  a  scheme. 
♦Mr.  DONALD  CRAWFORD:  Before 
asking  leave  to  withdraw  my  Amend- 
ment, I  should  like  to  make  two  obser- 
vations. With  regard  to  the  interesting 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  spoken,  I  may  say  that 
naturally  in  approaching  this  subject  I 
was  anxious  to  make  the  collection  of 
the  rates  apply  to  the  larger  rather  than 
the  smaller  area,  but  in  consequence  of 
the  way  in  which  the  Bill  is  framed, 
unfortunately  as  I  think,  and  as  I  said 
on  the  Second  Heading,  I  believe  I 
should  not  have  been  in  order  in  pro- 
posing that  the  parochial  and  educational 
rates  should  be  collected  by  the  County 
Authorities,  or  I  would  have  taken  that 
course.  As  to  what  the  Lord  Advocate 
has  said  as  to  the  larger  amount  of 
arrears  in  the  smaller  areas,  I  attribute 
the  difference  to  the  fact  that  in  the 
counties  the  rates  are  levied  upon  the 
owners  exclusively,  whereas  the  paro- 
chial rates  are  levied  upon  owners  and 
occupiers,  some  of  the  latter  being  very 
poor  men. 

Mr.  CALDWELL :  Something  also 
is  due  to  the  mode  of  collection.  It  is 
also  to  be  considered  that  for  the  poorer 
classes  it  might  be  very  inconvenient  to 
have  the  rates  collected  all  at  the  same 
time.  It  is  the  rule  to  combine  the 
rates  in  London,  but  then  the  collections 
are  made  half-yearly,  or  even  quarterly. 
If  you  combine  the  rates  in  one  total, 
you  should  have  the  collections  at  half- 
yearly  intervals  at  least. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN:  With  the  sug- 
gestion of  my  right  hon.  Colleague,  per- 
haps the  Lord  Advocate  will  also  take 
into  consideration  another  part  of  the 
subject  which  I  have  before    brought 
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under  bis  notice.  There  is  not  only  the 
inconvenience  of  the  rates  being  col- 
lected by  the  authorities  at  different 
times*  but  there  is  also  this  grievance, 
that  the  collection  is  made  at  the  most 
inconvenient  time  of  the  year  for  the 
exigencies  of  the  poorer  classes.  Their 
work  is  often  not  continuous,  and  they 
are  much  better  able  to  pay  in  the 
summer  than  in  the  winter. 

*Mr.  OHILDERS  :  I  quite  concur  in 
the  remarks  of  my  hon.  Colleague. 
The  point  is  not  so  much  collection  of 
the  whole  rates  at  one  time,  as  that  one 
notice  should  contain  all  the  demands. 
The  actual  collection  could  take  place 
at  such  times  as  may  be  most  con- 
venient. I  hope  the  Lord  Advocate 
will  take  my  suggestion  into  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  Cer- 
tainly ;  I  am  very  much  obliged  for  the 
useful  suggestion  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  made.  But  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  is  possible  to  confer  such  a 
general  power  without  going  somewhat 
iato  detail  to  enable  the  Secretary  of 
Sta!e  to  oust  the  various  interests  now 
existing.  However,  I  will  consider 
whether  such  a  provision  can  be  intro- 
duced into  the  Bill. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  page  20,  line 
23,  after  *'.any,"  insert  *' ordinary 
normal." — (Mr,  I''ra4^  Mach'ntoih.) 

Mr.  J.  r.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I 
have  given  this  Amendment  the  con- 
sideration it  undoubtedly  deserves, 
but  I  am  bound  to  say  it  is  not 
one  I  am  prepared  to  adopt.  The 
scheme  we  proposo  is  that  a  purely 
ministerial  duty  shall  be  performed  by 
the  Sheriff,  that  he  shall  ascertain,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  what  has  been  the 
amount  of  each  of  the  several  ratos 
during  a  period  of  five  years,  that  he 
shall  not  do  more  than  find  out  the 
facts.  Now,  this  Amendment  proposes 
that  the  Sheriff  shall  consider  not  only 
the  facts  but  the  circumstances  that 
gave  rise  to  the  amount  being  assessed. 
The  hon.  Member  desires  to  arrive  at 
the  normal  rate,  and  that  is  a  very 
legitimate  object  to  have  in  view.  We 
dcbire  to  stereotype  what  has  been  the 
normal  expenditure,  but  when  we  come 
to  put  into  a  clause  of  the  kind  such 
words  as  these,  we  impose  on  the 
Sheriff  an  amount  of  examination  and 

}ir.  Buchanan 


consideration  thatmnstiorelj  lead  to  end- 
less  questions  upon  thecircumstaaoes that 
would  be  laid  before  him,  questions  thai 
I  think  it  would  be  undesirable  to  raise 
unless  we  provide  some  prooeas  b j  which 
they  may  be  determined.  Beluctenily 
I  must  refuse  assent  to  the  Amendment, 
but  I  think  that  the  five  years  average 
will  be  the  best  means  by  which  the 
normal  expenditure  can  be  ascertained. 
If  it  can  be  shown,  however,  that  ten 
years  or  any  other  number  of  years  will 
more  correctly  represent  the  truth  of  the 
matter,  I  am  willing  to  adopt  an  Amend- 
ment in  that  direction.  My  objection  to 
this  Amendment  is  that  it  introduces  an 
element  of  doubt  and  discretion,  which 
should  not  be  left  to  the  determination 
of  the  official  in  question,  while  an 
appeal  would  make  the  provision  use- 
less. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

*Mr.  M'LAGAN  :  The  object  of  the 
Amendment  of  which  I  have  given  notice 
is  to  render  more  simple  and  uniform 
the  incidence  of  rating  in  counties  and 
towns.  Whatever  the  division  of  the 
rates  in  the  first  instance,  it  isimmaterisl. 
The  rates  must  ultimately  fall  upon  the 
landlords.  The  objections  I  have  to 
this  is  that  it  will  stereotype  tlie  rates, 
and  I  would  suggest  that  you  should 
assess  both  landlord  and  tenant,  and 
allow  the  tenant  to  demand  back  from 
the  landlord  every  year  during  the 
currency  of  the  lease  what  he  pays. 
There  is  no  saving  for  the  tenants  intiie 
present  proposal.  One  reason  I  have 
for  favouring  this  Amendment  is  that  it 
will  enable  us  to  dispense  more  readily 
with  the  Commissioners  of  Supply.  If 
the  Committee  wish  to  come  to  a  deci- 
sion upon  it,  I  am  prepared  to  move  it, 
otherwise  I  do  not  wish  to  take  up  ihe 
time  of  the  Committee,  but  T  consider  it' 
of  great  importance  that  the  inddenoe . 
of  the  rating  should  be  as  uniform  and 
simple  as  possible.  I  will  move  the. 
Amendment  standing  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  Clause  80. 
page  20,  after  line  25,  leave  out  to  IM 

of  Clause,  and  insert — 

"  The  occupiers  shall  have  a  right  of  nUsf 
during  the  currency  of  their  leases  sgaiinHhi^ 
owners  for  the  proportion  of  the  rate  paid  Vj. 
them  each  year.  — {Mr,  M*Lagmn) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  c^.tha 
Question." 


■     ^  A  ■ 
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♦Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERM  AN : 
If  that  had  beoQ  done,  which  I  wish  had 
been  done  in  the  Bill— that  is  to  say,  if 
the  Commissioners  of  Supply  had  been 
put  an  end  to,  and  the  County  Councils 
had  been  entirely  in  charge  of  the  whole 
affairs  of  the  county,  I  should  have  sup- 
ported willingly  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend.  I  am  quite  aware  that 
an  attempt  has  been  made  in  certain 
quarters  to  treat  this  as  a  matter  in  which 
a  little  party  damage  might  be  done  to 
one  side  rather  than  to  the  other.  I  do 
not  think  much  would  be  made  in  reality 
of  any  such  attempt.  I  do  not  think 
the  Scotch  tenants  are  so  confused  in 
their  minds  as  not  to  see  that  in  reality 
they  would  not  be  injured  one  bit  by 
the  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend.  But 
while  I  would  have  supported  it  willingly 
if  we  had  abolished  the  Commissioners 
of  Supply,  I  can  see  no  reason  for  dis- 
turbing the  proposal  of  the  Bill  if  the 
Commissicners  of  Supply  are  retained. 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  Generally 
speaking,  if  any  privilege  is  given 
to  the  farming  class,  the  existing 
leases  are  always  exempted  from 
the  privilege;  but  when  any  burden 
is  to  be  placed  on  them,  the  land- 
lords do  not  generally  exempt  exist- 
ing leases.  I  think  tha^,  until  exist- 
ing leases  expire,  the  tenants  should 
be  exempt  from  the  rates  and  the  burden 
should  remain  on  the  landlords.  My 
hon.  Friend  knows  very  well  that,  when 
die  School  Board  rate  was  imposed  by 
a  Liberal  Government,  they  did  not 
carry  out  this  principle  of  exempting 
existing  leases,  and  that  the  new  burden 
was  imposed  upon  leaseholders.  In  the 
Highlands  a  Liberal  Government  ex 
empted  leaseholders  from  all  the  benefits 
they  were  giving  to  everybody  else,  and 
the  result  has  been  much  agitation  and 
violence.  I  think  that  the  present 
Opposition  Leaders,  when  they  were  on 
the  Treasury  Bench,  were  generally 
wrong  on  this  subject  and  that  they 
are  again  wrong.  I  trust  my  hon. 
Friend  will  insist  on  a  Division  on  this 
point,  upon  the  principle  that  men  who 
nave  entered  into  bargains  should  be 
exempted  from  new  burdens. 

Mb.  duff  (Banffshire):  I  do  not 
think  my  hon.  Friend  who  has  just  sat 
down  preciseljp  understands  the  nature 
of  the  Amendment.  My  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  M'Lagan)  wishes  merely  to  simplify 
the  Bill  and  to  get  rid  of  the  OommiB* 


sioners  of  Supply.     I  must  take  notie^ 
of   one    remark    that    fell     from    the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland    the    other    evening. 
The    right   hon.   Gentleman    said    ho 
was  not  prepared  for  the  violent  pro- 
posal I  advocated — namely,  the  divi- 
sion of  the  rates.     I  would  like  to  ask 
to  whom  it  does  violence.      It  is  per- 
fectly obvious  that  it  will  do  no  injustice 
to  tenants  under  existing  leases,  and  I  do 
not  see  how  it  can  do  injustice  to  tenants 
who    enter    into  leases   in  the  future. 
The  whole  amount  of  this  rate  amounts 
to  £15  3,000,  but  in  that  is  included  the. 
amount  attributable  to  the  Contagious 
Diseases  (Animals)  Acts,  whioh  is  leviable 
on  both  landlords  and  tenants.     If  you 
deduct  that  amount  the  sum  payable  by 
landlord  and  tenant  is  £151,000.     The 
whole  rateable  value   for  agricultural 
purposes  is  £13,000,000.     The  £75,000 
put  upon  tenants  as  an  additional  rate 
would,  I  think,  very  much  simplify  this 
Bill,  and  would  really  relieve  the  Govern- 
ment from  the  very  embarrassing  posi- 
tion in  which   you  will  place   county 
government  by  this  dual  control  of  Com- 
missioners    of    Supply     and     County 
Council.     I  must  repudiate  any  charge 
that  in  doing  this  we  arc  imposing  any 
injustice  on  the  tenants  of  Scotland. 
♦Ma.    M*LAGAN:     My    r.ason    for 
putting  down  this  Amendment  was  to 
enable  us  to  dispense  with  the  Cjmmis- 
sioners  of  Supply.    The  hon.  Member 
for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark)  spoke  of  the 
burdens  on  the  tenants;  but  he  forgot 
to  say  that  if  the  landlords,  who  used  to 
pay  all  the  school  rates,  were  relieved  of 
those  rates,  they  were  also  deprived  of  the 
power  of  managing  the  schools,  and  that 
power  was  given  to  the  ratepayers.  The 
tenants  formerly  paid  the  road  rates, 
which  were  afterwards  laid  on  the  land- 
lords.   It  must  not  be  supposed,  there- 
fore, that  Parliament  makes  any  distinc- 
tion in  this  matter  between  landlords 
and  tenants.  We  try  to  do  j  ustioe  to  both. 
After  what  has  passed,  I  think  it  scarcely 
necessary  to  divide  the  Committee. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  Clause  30, 
page  *20,  line  28,  leave  out  *'  of  the 
county,''  and  insert  ''excluding  his  sub- 
8titutes."—( i/r.  J,  P.  B,  BoberUon.) 

Dr.  CLABK:  I  think  the  meaning 
of  this  Amendment  is  to  prevent  the 
Sheriff  Substitute  acting.    I  think  it 
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would  be  Tery  much  better  to  leave  the 
matter  iu  the  hands  of  the  Sheriff  or  his 
fiubstitute.  I  know  that  in  some  of  the 
Northern  counties  there  is  every  confi- 
dence in  the  Sheriff  Substitutes,  but  very 
little  confidence  in  some  of  the  Sheriffs. 
The  appeals  from  the  Sheriff  Substitutes 
are  not  generally  overturned  at  the 
Quarter  Sessions,  whilst  the  decisions  of 
the  Oounty  Sheriffs  are  very  frequently 
upset,  and  the  Judges  frequently  express 
their  contempt  for  those  gentlemen.  I 
think  it  would  be  far  better  to  have  the 
clause  as  it  was.  I  shall  oppose  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  OALDWELL  :  I  do  not  see  any 
necessity  whatever  for  excluding  the 
Sheriff  Substitutes.  It  is  quite  usual 
that  in  cases  where  the  Sheriff  is  author- 
ised to  act  his  substitute  may  act,  and 
it  is  well-known  that  in  Scotland  the 
substitute  is  the  more  important  judicial 
functionary.  There  are  great  complaints 
in  Scotland  about  the  Sheriffs,  who 
probably  hold  office  for  the  sake  of 
drawing  a  salary.  The  Sheriff  Substi- 
tute is  the  local  man  who  does  the 
whole  practice  in  the  county,  and  who 
is  resident  in  the  county.  The  whole 
judicial  administration  is  under  his 
charge,  and  he  does  the  whole  of  the 
work  with  the  exception  of  an  occasional 
appeal  to  the  Sheriff.  We  all  know 
perfectly  well  in  Scotland  that  the 
object  of  keeping  up  the  position  of 
Sheriff  is  to  give  salaries  to  a  certain 
number  of  Advocates  in  Edinburgh.  I 
think  it  is  casting  an  aspersion  on  the 
Sheriff  Substitutes  to  preclude  them  from 
exercising  this  jurisdiction,  which  they 
are  equally  well  able  to  carry  out  as 
the  Sheriffs. 

♦Mr.  CAMPBELL- BANNERM an  : 
On  the  ground  of  English  grammar  will 
not  the  clause  read  better  as  it  is  ?  In 
the  definition  clause  the  word  **  Sheriff" 
is  said  to  include  Sheriff  Substitutes. 
The  one  word  may  include  or  exclude 
the  other  word ;  but  surely  we  can- 
not speak  of  the  Sheriff  himself  as 
''excluding"  his  substitutes. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  I 
shall  be  quite  prepared  to  alter  it  to 
**  but  not  his  substitute." 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not  think 
it  is  a  matter  of  very  much  importance. 
I  can  quite  understand  what  has 
prompted  the  introduction  of  the 
Amendment,  as  this  is  not  a  judicial 
but  a  ministerial  office,  to  be  exercised 

Dr.  Clark 


once  and  no  more.  I  should  imagine 
that  in  general  the  Sheriff  would  him- 
self undertake  this  duty,  but  in  case  of 
illness  or  absence  some  latitude  might 
be  allowed. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  This  is 
a  more  or  less  responsible  duty,  and  has 
to  be  done  once  for  all.  The  Sheiiff 
Substitute  is  resident  on  the  BDot,  and 
as  there  might  be  some  local  differeness 
it  would  be  more  suitable  to  have  a  non- 
resident Sheriff,  a  man  of  independent 
position,  and  one  altogether  me  from 
local  bias.  Ifc  is  not,  howeyer,  a  matter 
of  very  great  importance.  It  is  to  be 
observed  that  the  Sheriff  will  have  it  in 
his  power  to  determine  whether  he  or 
his  substitute  should  do  the  work,  and 
I  think  the  Amendment  maj  be  left  as 
it  stands.  It  will  probably  be  the  ease 
that  the  Sheriff  will  regard  it  as  a 
matter  of  such  importanoe  that  he  will 
do  the  work  himself. 

Question,  '^  That  *  of  the  oounty ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and 
negatived. 

Question,  '*  That  '  excludine  hie 
substitutes'  be  there  inserted,''  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  OALDWELL:  I  beg  to  move 
the  Amendment  standing  in  the  name  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Invemeesahira 
(Mr.  Eraser  Mackintosh). 

Amendment  proposed,  Glanse  30»  line 
29,  to  leave  out  <<five"  and  insert 
'*ten." 

Question  proposed,  '<  That  the  word 
'  five '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  Theie 
may  be  anomalies  arise  which  ought  to 
be  corrected  by  a  longer  ezperieneeihan 
five  years,  and  I  am  prepared  to  aooept 

the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  <<That  <ten'  be  there  in- 
serted," put,  and  agreed  to. 

Another  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed.  Clause  50, 
page  20,  line  29,  after  *'  years,"  insert— 

"PreviouB  to  the  term  of  Whitsonday  im- 
mediately preceding  the  pasfing  of  this  Aot" 

{Mr,  J,  P,  B,  Jtobertton.) 

Agreed  to. 

Mr.  J.  C.  BOLTON :  I  beg  to  mora 
the  Amendment  standing  in  the  namo 
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of  mj  hon.  Frieod  the  Mdmber  for  In- 
verneMshire  for  the  pnrpose  of  asoer' 
taiiuRfc  from  the  Lord  Advocate  what 
re&lly  ia  the  meaning  of  the  dame. 

Ameadmeat  proposed.  Clause  30, 
page  20,  line  3',  after  "  rato,"  insert— 

"Ezoluding  therefrom  toani  for  bdUdiD^ 
ujlnma  uid  oiher  conDty  bmldiagt,  ftlio  regis. 
tratioD  eipenaei." — (Xr.  J.  C.  Bolton.) 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  The 
oriterioD  aooordinK  to  which  a  rate  ia  to 
be  at^reotjped— that  is  to  eay,  accord- 
ing to  which  it  ia  or  is  not  to  fall  solely 
npoa  owners,  ia  whether,  aa  a  matter  of 
law  or  fact,  that  particular  rate  is  J<f 
facU  leviable  from  owners  as  owaera. 
The  only  qaeatiua  the  hon.  Member  hae 
to  put  to  himself  to  ascertain  whether  a 
rate  ie  to  be  stereotyped  or  not  is,  doen 
it  fall  at  present  on  the  owners  ?  If  so, 
it  is  to  be  stereotyped ;  it  not,  it  is  not 
to  be  stereotyped.  I  would  suggest  to 
th«  hon.  Member  that  he  should  with- 
draw the  Amendment,  aa  it  is  really 
oorered  by  subsequent  Amendmente 
nufling  thft  more  general  question. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR:  I  hare  put  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  for  the  pur- 
pose of  inviting  the  attention  of  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Lord 
Advocate  to  a  case  which  does  not,  I 
think,  vary  frequently  occur.  In  the 
oonnty  I  represent  (Clackmannan)  there 
baa  been  no  lunacy  assessment  for  some 
years,  and  there  may  be  other  oases  of 
the  same  kind.  I  do  not  know  whether 
it  is  thought  that  to  years  would  be  a 
■uffloient  time  for  averaging  the  assess- 
ment. 

Hs.J.  P.B.ROBERTSON':  Isbould 
hope  that  the  adoption  of  10  yeara 
would  remove  the  difficulty ;  but  if  not, 
pOThaps  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  will 
raiae  the  question  again. 
*Mk.  HOZIER  :  X  beg  to  move  the 
Ameadment  standing  in  my  name,  with 
the  addition,  after  the  word  "  roads,"  of 
the  worda  "  or  bridges." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  30, 
page  20,  line  43,  after  "  demanded," 
biHtt — 

"  Provided  always,  that  ia  aacertaiDiDg  and 
detamuniag  the  average  rate  the  iheriff  of  the 
coasty  shall  not  take  into  account  any  rate  or 
pcwtioa  thereof  levied  in  napect  of  (1)  any 
capital  eiMnditare  ia    eomieotiaa    with    the 

""t   lU    ooaaty    bnildlDga,    aherilt    court 

WDDty  polica  statioi)  honaes,  prisona, 


luoatic  aij' lam  I.  or  with  roada,  or  1)ridgal,'Dr 
aay  other  similar  apecial  ezpeaditDre  of  Oapital, 
and  intereit  thoreoD  ;  aad  (2)  the  annual  cost 
of  nmlcing  up  the  roll  of  parliamentary  voters.' ' 
-[Mr.  iUtier.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  thoee  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Me.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  have 
carefully  considered  the  several  quea- 
tione  raised  in  the  Amendment,  and  to 
deal  tirst  with  the  least  important, 
though  certainly  the  clearest — namely, 
the  making  up  of  the  roll  of  Parliament- 
ary voters— I  am  bound  to  say  I  can  see 
nothing  to  justify  the  Committee  in 
faking  it  out  of  the  stereotyping  clause. 
I  am  bound  to  carry  out  impartially  the 
principle  embodied  in  the  clause.  As 
to  the  other  casea,  no  doubt  a  large 
amount  of  money  has  been  spent  on 
capital  expenditure  from  the  rates,  and 
there  is  much  to  be  said  for  not  takingit 
into  account  in  determining  what  shall 
be  the  perpetual  burden.  On  the  other 
hand,  1  cannot  help  seeing  that  audi 
abstention  from  taking  it  into  aooonat 
might  be  carried  too  far,  and,  on  the 
whole,  I  cannot  recommend  the  Com- 
mittee to  assent  to  the  Amendment. 
The  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stirlingshire  stands  in  a  different 
position  when  you  oome  to  the  case  of 
rates.  Where  rates  are  levied  for  this 
purpose,  I  am  bound  to  say  there  u 
room  for  distinction.  There  you  have 
the  rate  carried  on  for  a  course  of 
years,  and  I  think  it  ia  much  open 
to  question  whether  it  is  fair  that  tnat 
ihnuld  be  a  burden  included  in  capital 
axpenditure.  I  think  on  the  whole  it 
«houid  be  excepted,  and  I  have  framed 
words  which  will  give  effect  to  that  view 
><rhich  I  wilt  move  later  on.  I  have 
anxiously  considered  thia  matter,  and 
feeling  it  Incumbent  on  me  to  act  witih 
the  strictest  impartiality,  I  think  the 
dlauae  I  propose  affords  the  proper 
mode  of  solving  the  problem.  If  the 
Committee  desire  it  I  will  move  this 
clause  in  preference  to  the  Amendment 
of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Hosier}. 

Hb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR :  This  is  a 
very  important  question,  and  I  think  it 
would  be  better  to  defer  it  to  the  Report 
stage. 

Sib  a.  CAMPBELL  (Renfrew,  W.): 
I  have  an  Amendment  following  thia, 
and  in  precisely  the  same  terms ; 
therefore,  I  may,  perhaps,  be  allowed 
to  say  a    few  woras    on     the   ques- 
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tion.  I  muBt  say  I  am  somewhat 
disappointed  at  the  statement  of  the 
Lord  Advocate,  because  in  my  own 
county  if  the  stereotyping  clauses 
remain  as  they  are  in  the  Bill,  some 
injustice  will  be  done.  In  the  first 
instacce  we  have  provided,  by  a  rate  on 
owners  only,  for  a  new  Sheriff  Court 
House,  and  new  county  buildings,  that 
are  nearly  finished.  We  have  com- 
pleted during  the  last  five  or  six  years 
a  large  police  station  that  we  thought 
necessary  for  the  county,  and  that  ex- 
penditure will  not  have  to  be  incurred 
again.  In  this  way  a  large  burden  has 
been  placed  on  the  rates.  I  contend 
that  these  things  should  have  been  done 
in  the  county  for  the  g<>od  of  the 
county,  and,  at  all  events,  the  expendi- 
ture should  not  be  called  normal,  but 
•hould  be  taken  into  consideration,  and 
not  stereotyped.  If  you  stereotyped  the 
rate  at  this  moment  in  the  County  of 
Senfrew  you  would  be  stereotyping  a 
rate  of  £1,500  more  than  any  normal 
rate  it  has  even  been  necessary  to  raise 
for  the  county.  Would  that  be  fair  ?  I 
do  not  think  so.  We  have  paid  for 
these  things  year  by  year  as  we  found 
it  necessary,  and  have  not  borrowed 
money.  I  must  press  this  Amendment, 
as  I  think  the  principle  involved  a  most 
serious  one.  You  propose  now  to  stereo- 
type for  those  counties,  which  have  done 
their  duty,  a  larger  rate  than  those 
counties  which  have  not  carried  out  the 
works  that  were  necessary. 

Mr.  duff  :  I  think,  to  a  certain 
extent,  the  I/>rd  Advocate  in  the  Amend- 
ment to  which  he  has  referred  has  met  the 
objections  to  this  clause  ;  still  I  am  not 
dear  as  to  the  effect  of  the  Amendment. 
In  my  county  we  have  spent  £18,000  on 
a  lunatic  asylum,  and  the  whole  of  that 
amount  has  been  paid  off  except 
£3,000.  If  I  understand  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  correctly,  by  the  pro- 
posed new  clause  the  remaining  year's 
assessment  will  be  included  in  the  stereo- 
typed average  rate. 

♦Mr.  mark  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) :  I  could  give  a  somewhat 
similar  illustration  to  that  mentioned 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  ju»c 
sat  down,  where  thrt^o  cv^uuties  jointly 
incurred  considerable  expenditure  for 
Militia,  and  also,  in  lWx»  ca:fte«,  tor 
county  buildings.  That  d«>bt  i«»  prai'U> 
cally  extinguished,  but  if  vou  go  back 

10  years  tJ  ascertain  that  exp<*udilun» 
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you  will  find  the  Bom  yoa  will  haTO  to 
take  as  "the  averaga  rate"  wnOl  be  a 
very  large  one,  and  Tery  nnCur  in  its 
incidence. 

Mr.  SHAW-STEWABT  (ReD&ew, 
East) :  I  beg  to  support  the  Amend- 
ment, and  I  hope  the  Oommittee 
will  understand  that  the  case,  at 
any  rate  in  the  county  I  haTe  the 
honour  to  represent,  is  a  partioolarly 
hard  one  if  the  clause  ia  enrried 
through  as  it  stands.  To  defraj  the 
cost  of  new  county  bnildinga,  police 
stations,  and  other  neceesaiy  bnildingt, 
we  have  imposed  a  rate  which  eomee 
altogether  to  2d.  in  the  £1,  and  that 
it  is  proposed  to  stereotype.  I  tniat  the 
Lord  Advocate  will  give  ua  some  hope 
that  this  expenditure  which  has  not 
been  made  out  of  borrowed  monej  will 
be  exempted  from  the  atereotyping 
cl&usfi 

«Mb.'e3SLEM0NT  :  I  think  U  would 
be  only  fair  to  have  the  worda  pvopoeed 
by  the  Lord  Advocate  pot  upon  the 
Paper  before  assenting  to  them.  A  little 
while  ago  we  agreed  to  an  extenaion 
of  time  from  five  yeara  to  ten  yean. 
and  it  now  appears  more  than  it  did 
before  that  this  is  a  daoca  in 
favour  of  the  landlord  ratepayer.  Per- 
sonally, a.s  the  Committee  knowsi  I  have 
no  liking  for  this  stereotyping  elanse.  I 
have  already  stated  that  1  much  preler, 
in  the  interest  of  economy,  that  the  rate 
should  be  divided,  and  that  eziatiag 
leases  should  obtain;  but  having  ex* 
tended  the  period  to  10  yeara  I  deprecate 
that  we  should  be  asked  oflfhand  to 
agpree  to  an  Amendment  wluoh  would 
raise  the  whole  question  again.  I 
would,  therefore,  submit  to  the  Imd 
Advocate  that  if  he  deairea  to  meet  the 
views  of  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me  by 
a  new  proposal  it  should  be  done  on 
Report.  In  the  mean  time  I  would  oppoae 
the  acceptation  of  the  Amendmentt 
though  I  admit  the  faimeas  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  (Sir  A.  Campbell)  haM 
shown  in  all  these  discussions. 

Mr.  J.  C.  BOLTON  :  I  truat  the  Loid 
.\dvocate  will  give  further  oonaidara* 
I  tion  to  this  subject,  which  haa  had 
;  hardly  as  much  as  it  deservea.  Take 
the  case  of  rv>ads.  A  dozen  yeara  ago 
the  »tato  of  the  n>ad8  in  Scotland  waa 
such  as  to  lead  to  the  passing  of  the 
Koada  and  Bridge  Act.  The  oonao 
queu^^>  of  tha;  .\ot  was  tha:  the  proprie- 
tv>rs   of   the    rvads    found  thomaelTaa 
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depriTcd  of  those  bonds  for  the  making 
of  the  roads  granted  to  them  previously. 
Where  there  was  any  value  in  the  bonds 
they  were  purchased  up.     Debts  on  the 
bonds  are  now  beiog  paid,  but  the  source 
from  which  the  counties,  or  the  owners 
of  the    roads,    derived    the   necessary 
money,  was  taken  away  in  the  toll.     If 
you  include  the  value  of  the  road  debt 
in  the  amount  of  stereotype,  you  are  in- 
oluding  the  sum  which  has  become  pay- 
able by  the  county  individually,  and  you 
are  stereotyping  that  for  ever  and  ever, 
while  you  take  away  from  the  county 
the  revonue  which  was  derived  from  the 
roads  previously  in  the  shape  of  toll. 
Surely  that  is    not    quite   fair.     Then 
lunatic  asylums,  prisons,  and  all  the  rest 
of  it  have  in  the  past  been  paid  for  by 
the  proprietors.     That  was,  I  think,  in 
consequence     of     the    counties    being 
entirely  and  exclusively  in  the   hands 
of    the    owners.     But    now    that     is 
changed.       The    government    is    too 
nominally  elective,  not  so  elective  as  I 
should  like,  but  still  that   is  to  be  the 
character  of  the  government,  and  that 
government  will  be  enabled  to  tax  to  a 
very  large  extent  some  interests  which 
are  not  represented  at  all,  such  as  incor- 
porated bodieSt     Railways  and  water- 
works in  some  counties  pay  a  very  large 
proportion  of  the  rates,    but  they  will 
aave  no   vote  or   representation.      So 
that  not  only  do  you  charge  on   the 
owner    all     that    has    been    charged 
in  the  past,  but  you  carry  forward  an 
average  amount  of  what  has  been  done 
in  the  past,  and  you  make  them  liable 
for  hall  the  excess  which  may  in  the 
future  be  required  as  capital  expendi- 
ture.   I  should  like  the  Lord  Advocate 
to  reconsider  the  matter. 

Ma.  J.  P.  B.  B0BEET80N :  There 
is  no  doubt  much  to  be  said  for  the  view 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  but  I  would 
remind  him  of  the  history  of  the  road 
debts.  They  were  found  in  existence 
in  1878,  and  at  that  time  were  valued, 
and  made  a  debt  of  the  county.  It 
aeems  to  me  a  strong  step  to  say  of 
that  debt  that  it  is  to  be  considered  in 
the  manner  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  go  further  than  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  think  that  the  laying  of 
a  great  many  of  the  burdens  on  the 
landlords  which  we  are  now  going  to 
continue  was  not  fair.  I  think  tbat  they 
thould  have  been  laid  on  the  tenants 
too.     But  we  take  things  aa  we  find 


them.  I  am  bound  to  say,  I  think  the 
case  of  the  road  debts  is  not  a  strong 
one,  but  when  we  come  to  the  counties 
that  have  economically  managed  their 
affairs  there  is  much  more  to  be  said 
for  them.  One  county  which  has  built 
a  county  hall  or  a  police  station  may 
borrow  the  money  on  a  terminable  loan 
whilst  another  may  pay  for  it  out  of 
the  annual  rates.  I  have  great  difficulty 
in  resisting  an  appeal  on  behalf  of  the 
former.  Take  the  case  of  Banffshire. 
The  burden  there  is  of  a  temporary 
character,  and  id  running  out.  It  should 
not  be  stereotyped,  and  consequently 
would  fall  under  the  words  of  the  clause 
I  suggest.  What  we  should  do  would 
be  to  make  the  owner  pay  the  actual 
amount  of  the  charge  until  it  ran  out.  My 
difficulty  is  with  my  hon.  Friend  behind 
me.  What  we  are  aiming  at  is  to  find 
a  sum  which,  one  year  with  another, 
will  represent  the  normal  expenditure 
which  may  be  stereotyped.  In  a  case 
where,  say,  a  Sheriff  Court-house  has 
been  built,  and  an  extraordinary  expen- 
diture incurred,  such  as  will  not  occur 
again,  probably,  for  a  century,  there 
will  be  no  difficulty  in  the  matter ;  but 
when  we  go  closely  into  the  facts  I  do  not 
find  that  the  abnormal  expenditure  has 
been  of  such  a  formidable  character 
as  to  render  it  necessary  to  go  into  very 
fine  distinctions.  I  think  the  proposal 
I  made  forms  a  fair  compromise.  If  it 
is  open  to  objection  it  cannot  be  on  the 
ground  of  undue  liberality  to  the  land- 
lords. I  am  afraid  I  cannot  accept  the 
Amendment. 

♦Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
Do  we  understand  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  say  that  he  will 
move  his  Amendment  on  Heport  ? 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  Yes; 
this  is  a  matter  we  cannot  deal  with 
offhand. 

Mb.  duff  :  I  think  the  explanation 
the  Lord  Advocate  has  given,  so  far  as 
the  case  I  brought  forward  is  concerned, 
is  quite  satisfactory. 

Sib  a.  CAMPBELL:  When  the  road 
debts  are  paid  off^as  they  are  being 
paid  off — the  amount  charged  to  the 
landlord  will  not  be  stereotyped,  I  take 
it. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  :  Yes. 

Sib  a.  CAMPBELL :  But  the  amount 
is  a  large  one,  and  when  the  landlords 
have  paid  these-  debts  they  will  have 
left  the  roads  over  to  the  County  Ooun- 
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Nevr  Glaiiss  (Disqualifioatioiu  for 
beiog  Oo\iacil\ax,)—{2^»Zord  Advocutt,) 
— brought  Dp,  and  read  tha  fint  tiin«. 

*Mk.  FIBTH  ;  I,  Sir,  haTfl  the  foUow- 
iag  Amendmeat  ou  tho  Paper  dealing 
with  this  matter:— Clanse  31,  page  31, 
liae  6,  at  beginning  of  daiue,  insert — 
"Tha  Purlismentwy  i«gut«r  liiall  1m  tlw 
iG^stei  for  Ihs  clsctjon  of  conntj  cowuiUIcn, 
with  the  addition  of  Tomon   latapayen  Kiid 

Perhaps,  howerer,  it  will  be  the  more 
convenient  course  to  deal  with  the  matter 
by  the  negative  propoeal  of  the  Lord 
Advocate  than  by  the  afflrmatiTe  <me  I 
have  proposed. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  ICembw 
can  move  to  amend  the  danee  hj 
striking  out  the  first  part,  bnt  it  murt 
lirst  be  read  a  second  tune. 

QueetioD  put,  and  agreed  to. 

*Us.  FIRTH:  I  move  to  leare  out  the 
first  part  of  the  claoee,  "  (1.)  No  woman 
■hall  be  eligible  for  electioa  aaa  oonn^ 
councillor ;  and."  The  QoTORUuait 
moat  have  made  np  their  mindi  ObUm 
question  of  women  Oooaoillon,  or  tibey 
would  not  have  takmi  np  ■•  Bboa^* 
negative  position.  For  my  owa  pU^T 
regard  the  question  as  by  no  immata 
settled.  The  tioTcrnmei^  have  struck  i 
an  entirely  new  note,  there  being  no  | 
ether  Act  of  Parliament  in  which  a  die-  j 
^aalifiea 

tinctly  stated  as  i:  ia  here.     Tber  have 
raised  tho  standard  of  dlequaJificatlott;    j 
bat  I  hope  the  question  w  ill  not  bedecided   I 
Q«est»nprop«ed.^Th«(^««*).    ^^JS^S^t^  *""  '^'''"^'^*^' 
aa  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bdl."         ^  ^(^  ^^^  g.-y  .^^  ^  b««i_thrt  i^  J 
Db.  CLABE:    I  will  not  now  oppose    of  gei  eral  utility  and  adrantage.     TiMl] 
the  danse,  bnt  I  will  try  on  the  Report    qnei     m  of  the   rights  c' 
stage  to  get  a  Division  on  the  principle  '    ' 

by  which  the  burden  of  a  landlord,  or  a 

portioa  of  it,  is  placed  on  the  tenant.  It  j  tion  t  I'an  it  is  ifoirable  to  1 
la  time  to  pat  a  stop  to  this  process  of  ■  Bill  wnich  is  going  t 
traaafeinng  the  boHena  on  land  to  in-  ed  as  this,  and  with  ■ 

dostry.  and  time  we  shonld  enJeavoor  .  «  rer  aa  obetacieiBf 

to  toll  tLeu  back  to  ihe  shoulders  on    quB      'nil 
which  they  should  lie.  ,  Uie  i 


oils  free  of  debt — completed  and  paid 
for.  It  will,  therefore,  not  be  fair  to 
stereotype  the  rates  at  the  time  when 
the  last  instalments  are  being  paid. 

Me.  j.  p.  B.  ROBERTSON:  The 
hon.  Baronet's  last  observation  illus- 
trates the  inconvenience  of  discussing 
what  is  only  partially  understood. 

Hb.  HOZIER  :  I  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawo. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  20, 
line  4S,  after  the  word  "  demanded,"  to 
insert  the  words  :  — 

"  Provided  alwsf  a  that  occupiers  under  lease 
shall  havetherightof  relief  during;  the  cnnnicy 
of  thai  lesBca  agunit  the  ownera  in  the  pro- 
portion of  the  rate  paid  by  them  for  each 
yesr."— (Dr.  Ckirt.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Ur.  j.  p.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  can- 
not accept  the  Amendment.  There  can 
be  no  doubt  whatever  that  affairs  in  the 
Scottish  oonntiee  have  been  veiy 
economically  managed.  I  hope  and  be- 
lieve that  they  will  continue  to  be 
economically  managed,  and  if  that  is 
•0,  there  wiU  be  no  excess  to  which  this 
Amendment  could  apply.  The  occu- 
piers will  have  a  greatly  preponderating 
voice  in  the  administration. 

Da.  CLARK :  That  is  a  matter  of 
|viaciple,  and  I  must  take  a  Dividoa  on 


Question  put.  and  agreed  ti 
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Tne   remaining  Clauses    of  the  Bill :  a 
'from    31    lo    Ai\    de«ling  principallr    a  i 
with  r^istradoa.  were  aegatived ;  and  ; 
the  postponed  Clanse.    23.    was  again  !  ww 
poatpined  until   the   new  rlsnum  have  i 
DeBe(»Bd«cd.  i 


921  Loeai  Ontnttumt 


lilDLT  12,  1889|  (ScotiMMd)  j-c  SiU. 


322 


Ootmtj  Ooimoil  of  a  kind  which  tha 
Coiintj  CounoiU  under  this  Bill  are  to 
have  to  diuharsie.  I  am  not  alluding 
to  tho  whole  of  the  funotiona  of  the 
London  County  Council.  So  far  as  I 
Me,  the  County  Councils  in  Scotland 
will  not  have  tho  control  of  babj  farms ; 
bat  under  Section  11  they  will 
hare  to  appoint  visitors  to  lunatic 
BsylaniB,  and  it  is  just  in  respect  of  that 
joriadiotion  that  I  would  illustrate  what 
BMma  to  me  to  be  the  true  poeition  in 
this  matter,  and  why  women  should  be 
admitted  to  the  County  Councils.  It 
must  be  recolleotad  that  unless  a  large 
ntunber  of  the  electors  come  to  the  oon- 
idiuion  that  a  woman  can  usefully  dis- 
oha^e  functions  on  the  County  Co  nnoil, 
•he  will  not  be  elected ;  but  if,  in  the 
opinion  of  a  Scotch  electorate,  there  are 
ranotioos  on  the  Scotch  County  Councils 
which  nu«ht  be  usefully  disoharged  by 
womoi,  then  in  conscience  is  this  House 
to  take  on  itself  the  strong  negatiTs 
poaition  which  the  Lord  Advooate  would 
adopt  of  saying  that  nnder  no  circum- 
■tanoea,  so  long  aa  time  shall  last,  shall 
women  render  those  serrices  which  they 
hare  ahown  themselTes  so  fitted  to 
render  f  Inthematteroflonatic  asylums 
thwa  are  certain  difficulties  met  with, 
in  r^ard  to  which  it  ia  in  the  highest 
degree  desirable  that  an  opportnni^  for 
invealigation  should  be  given  to  per- 
finUy  independent  persons.  On  the 
London  Oonntj  Council  we  have  under 
tiie  eontnrf  of  a  single  committee  10,200 
,  half  of  which  number  are 
and  the  advantage  which 
to  the  Council  &om  a  know- 
lodge  of  tho  existing  state  of  things  at 
the  aaylums  amongst  the  female  part 
of  the  patients  from  having  them  visited 
by  competent  ladies,  was  so  great  that 
it  oonld  only  be  appreciatod  by  those 
who  had  experience  of  it.  In  regard  to 
lylami 


regard  t 
able  thai 


able  that  there  should  be  in  positions  of 
anthori^  ladies  able  to  invesLigato 
tfaeae  inatitationa.  Everybody  knows 
that  there  are  many  things  that  female 
patieots  will  not  confide  to  their  ordin- 
ai7  offloera,  or  to  other  persons,  except 
members  of  their  own  sex  visiting 
them  with  the  power  and  position  of 
•otbority  which  ought  to  be  confided 
to  tbem.  It  is  impossible  without 
ttte  ■ssietance  of  ladies  to  know  posi- 
tmif  that  all  the  regulations  laid  dowD 


I  are  properly  carried  out,  or  that  difficult 
'  and  complex  systems  are  properly 
I  worked.  C>n  the  London  County  CouncU 
we  have  arrived  at  the  conclusion  tliat 
!  the  assistance  of  women  in  these  matters 
ia  most  essential ;  and  I  think  it  is  to  be 
regretted,  from  a  public  point  of  view, 
that  the  Oovemment  should  have  token 
up  a  negative  line  of  this  kind.  I  hope 
the  Lord  Advocate  will,  with  that  skill 
which  characterised  him,  indicate  to  the 
House  how  these  difficulties  can  be 
better  or  equally  well  mtt  by  the  absence 
of  ladies  from  County  Coandls, 
90  far  as  lonatic  asylums  are  con- 
cerned. I  hope,  also,  he  will  tell 
oa  whether  or  not  it  is  on  the 
ground  of  the  simple  disqualification 
of  sex,  or  on  some  sentimental  ground, 
that  he  boa  put  this  Motion  on  the 
Paper;  and  whether  he  is  able  to  de- 
fend his  Uotion  on  the  only  ground 
upon  which  such  a  proposition  can  be 
rightly  defended — namely,  the  practical 
ground  of  otilitf,  I  move  to  omit  the 
first  part  of  the  clause. 

Amendment  proposed  at  beginning 
of  Clause  to  leave  out  the  words  "  (1) 
No  woman  shall  be  eligible  for  election 
08  a  County  Councillor,  Ac."  —  {Mr. 
Firth.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

*U.R.  CUMINOHAUE  OBAHAU 
(Lanark,  N.W.);  I  wish  to  support 
in  the  strongest  manner  what  hoa 
been  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dundee,  ond  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  deecriptioa  he  has  been  able  to 
give  of  the  work  done  by  women 
who  had  seats  on  the  London  County 
Council  should  induce  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate to  withdraw  his  proposal.  What 
argument  con  there  be  in  favour  of 
women  sitting  upon  School  Boards 
which  does  not  equolly  apply  to 
their  sitting  upon  County  Counoila? 
This  is  a  matter  which  touches  the 
interests  of  the  working  classes  vei; 
keenly,  as  there  are  60,000  quesdons 
which  may  come  before  County  Gouncila 
on  which  women,  and  women  alone,  are 
able  to  give  proper  opinions.  I  would 
put  it  straight  across  this  House  to  the 
iiord  Advocate,  whether  he  thinks  that 
the  functions  of  women  in  Scotland 
are  to  be  confined  to  their  ball  of  thin 
cotton  and  No.  8  ae«4\e,  and  the  pro* 
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and   found  to  work   wvU  in    anothw 
country. 

Notice  t&ken,  thai  40  Hemben  not 
preseat ;  Hoase  oounted,  and  40 
Uembers  being  found  proMnt^ 

Dr.  OLA.RK  :  I  am  veiy  mucb 
afraid  that  the  Lord  Advooate,  in 
attempting  tn  solve  t'nii  queation,  over- 
looked some  of  the  arguments  vhioh 
would  otherwise  have  had  ioma  woight 
in  his  mind,  and  I  truat  he  will  reoon* 
Bidar  the  matter,  and  allow  the  peopla 
a  Utile  more  liberty  io  regard  to  it.  I 
was  under  the  impression  that  the  hoa. 
Member  fur  St.  BoUoz  would  be  a 
strong  supporter  of  the  clause  asit  stBadB 
on  the  ground  of  liberty  ;  but,  curiouilj 
enough,  he  says  heisgoiogto  support  the 
Ameadment  so  as  to  prerent  the  people 
from  GiprRssing  their  views  on  the 
question.  For  my  own  part  I  am,  on 
every  ground,  opposed  to  the  Amend- 
ment, because  I  thiuk  the  qaeatioa  ii 
one  far  the  people  themielvaa  to  deterr 
mine  ;  and  we  ought  not  to  prevent  the 
electors,  if  they  l£ink  fit,  irom  aleoting 
any  lady  who  may  be  eligible,  who  hai 
plenty  of  time  on  her  hands,  and  who 
would  like  to  perform  the  work  to  which 
the  people  of  the  county  chose  to  call 
her.  By  passing  the  Lord  Adrooate'a 
Amendment  the  Committee  will  ba 
arbitrarily  tying  the  hands  of  the 
electors  in  this  matter ;  and  it  ia  not  as 
if  the  proposal  to  allow  women  to  b* 
elected  were  without  precedent  for  ia 
Scutland  we  have  had  both  Fuor  Iaw 
Ouardiaos  and  lady  membara  of  tha 
Suhool  Boards  who  have  performed  varj 
useful  functions  with  referenoa  to  Pom 
Law  administration  and  edueational 
matters.  In  point  of  fact,  ao  benefioal 
have  these  services  been  that  in  one  of 
the  largest  towns  in  Sootland— the  fiftb 
in  point  of  population — the  Bohool 
Board  actually  elected  a  lady  m  ohaii- 
woman.  Apart  from  my  objeotiona  t> 
this  attempt  at  restricting  tha  libarfy  at 
the  electors,  I  regard  it  as  a  wf  btf 
portant  point  that  we  should  have  the 
advantage  of  obtaining  the  valuable 
services  which  many  women  of  talent 
and  eduoatlou  are  able  to  render.  I  like  ] 
to  trust  the  people  and  let  them  eiercis* 
free  ohoioe  in  these  queatituu 
looking    at    the    growing  i 


duction  of  little  sinners,  or  whether  he 
does  not  think  that  women  are  capable 
of  expressing  opinions  as  well  as  men 
on  such  small  mittors  ai  the  Govern- 
ment have  left  to  the  Councils?  The 
proposal  of  the  Government  is  the  most 
reactionary  and  rati'O^rade  proposal  in 
this,  which  is  th^  most  reiictionary  and 
retrograde  Bill  of  Ihfl  kind  wo  have 
been  favoured  with  from  the  other  eide 
of  the  House.  If  the  question  were  uot 
ripsaiag  both  in  England  and  Si'otland, 
I  could  understand  that  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate might  have  had  some  grounds  for 
his  proposal,  but  oa  every  sido  we  see 
women  asserting  their  right  to  interfere 
in  public  matters.  As  I  have  said,  they 
have  seats  on  the  School  Boards,  and  I 
would  ask  the  eminent  Member  of  thi 
London  Schuol  Board  whom  I  sei 
opposite  (Sir  R,  Temple)  whether  he 
Bees  anything  in  the  way.  Hia  col- 
leagues, Mrs.  Ashtoa  Dilke  and  Mrs. 
Besant,  have  done  their  duty,  which 
ehould  induce  him  to  vote  fur  this  ex- 
traordinary proposition  of  the  Qovern- 
ment.  I  really  think  we  have  a  right 
to  expect  some  explanation  from  the 
Lord  Advocate  as  to  why  he  proposes 
this  insult  to  the  intellect  of  the  women 
of  Scotland. 

Mr.  CALDWELL:  I  thiuk  a  ques- 
tion of  this  nature  should  be  determined 
by  the  feeling  of  the  people  of  i^cotland 
themselves.  I  am  bound  to  say  I  have 
found  no  desire  on  the  part  of  the  ladies 
of  Scotland  to  sit  on  the  County  Boarils, 
any  more  than  I  have  found  any  desire 
on  their  part  to  sit  on  Parochial  Board°, 
for  which  I  believe  they  are  qualified. 
There  is  the  greatest  difference  between 
School  Boards  and  County  Councils,  as 
the  first  relate  to  education,  where  the 
services  of  ladies  may  be  of  the  greatest 
ralue;  but  the  work  of  the  Councils  is 
of  a  highly  administrative  nature,  which 
will  he  best  performed  by  people  who 
have  had  business  experience.  Then, 
again,  what  ladies  would  be  got  to 
sbtnd  as  candidates  in  Scotland?  You 
would  require  ladies  of  leisure  and 
ability;  but  I  venture  to  say  that  in 
Scotland  you  would  not  get  such  ladies 
to  devote  their  time  to  these  matters. 
Altogether,  in  t)ie  absence  of  any  ex- 

{iression  of  a  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
tdies  of  Suotland  to  have  seats  on  the 
County  Councils,  I  thiuk  it  would  be 
premature  to  admit  a  principle  merely 
because  it  is  said  that  it  has  been  tested 
3fr.  CunittghnKit  Graham 
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this  tort  of  legislation.  In  these  demo- 
cratic times  I  should  have  thought  hon. 
Hemben  on  both  sidea  of  the  Houae 
would  hare  agreed  to  trust  the  people 
on  such  a  point.  I  might  here  refer  to 
the  important  consideration  which  was 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee 
(Mr.  Firth),  who  spoke  of  his  ex- 
perience with  regard  to  certain  lunatic 
asjlums  over  which  the  Couutj  Oounoils 
will  in  future  have  the  oontrol.  In  those 
asylums  no  female  inspectors  or  visitors 
are  allowed,  for  although,  on  diETerent 
occasions,  attempts  hare  been  made  to 
get  lady  inspectors  appointed,  the  Local 
(^Temment  Board  has  always  opposed 
the  proposition.  If  the  electors  were 
allowed  to  havn  female  County  Council- 
lors they  could  then  be  appointed  as 
asylum  inspectors,  and  would  thus  be 
eaabled  to  have  matters  brought  before 
them  by  the  female  patients  that  are 
not,  and  cannot,  be  brought  before  in- 
spectors of  the  other  sex.  This  would 
be  an  improvement  of  the  present  con- 
dition of  things  that  would  be  of  great 
value  to  the  unfortunate  female  inmates 
of  the  asylums.  Upon  d  priori  grounds 
— on  the  groundsof  liberty  and  desira- 
bility— I  oppose  this  unjust  limitation 
of  the  freedom  of  the  electors. 

*Mh.  M.  STEWART;  Having  had 
upon  the  Paper  an  Amendment  very 
similar  in  point  of  principle  to  that 
now  under  diaeussion,  it  gives  me 
great  satisfaction  to  witness  the  course 
the  Qovernment  are  taking  on  this 
matter,  and  I  trust  they  will  adhere 
to  their  proposal.  My  hon.  Friend  who 
has  just  sat  down  seems  to  think  we  are 
limiting  the  privileges  of  future  genera- 
tions as  well  as  of  the  present  by  deny- 
ing them  the  right  to  elect  lady  County 
Gouncillots.  For  my  part,  I  consider 
that  we  who  sit  this  aide,  and  I  may 
say  un  both  sides,  of  this  Ilouse 
represent  the  people  geneially,  and 
have  trust  in  the  people,  and  that 
in  regard  to  these  questions  we  indicatt^ 
what  is  the  opinion  oF  the  people.  This 
being  so,  we  are  satisfied  that  it  is  not 
the  desire  of  the  people  that  ladies 
shonld  sit  on  the  County  Councils.  With 
regard  to  one  statement  made  by  t!ie 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Dr.  Clark),  I 
thtok  I  have  bad  as  much  experience  of 
pablio  basinMa  in  Scotland  as  the  hon. 
lbnb«r.  aad tt  Al  mav  hare  attended 
unu&j,  Paroch     I  hool  Boardaaa 
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TT.any  asylums ;  and  I  must  say  that  I 
never  even  heard  it  suggested  that 
ladies  ought  to  be  placed  on  either  of 
the  Boards  he  has  alluded  to.  I  can 
imagine  that  ladies  would  be  very  com- 
petent to  act  as  vieilors  to  the  female 
patients  in  the  asylums ;  but  as  regards 
their  being  made  members  of  the 
County  Boards.  I  cin  see  no  real  use 
that  would  be  served  by  dragging  them 
from  the  privacy  of  their  homes  and 
obliging  them  to  travel  long  distaaoea 
to  and  from  the  places  of  meeting,  which 
in  the  country  districts  frequently  in- 
volve very  lengthy  journeys.  Very 
often  I  have  had  to  travel  as  much  as 
100  miles  to  attend  a  Board  meeting. 
With  all  respect  for  their  powers  of  en- 
durance, I  should  not  like  to  subject 
ladies  to  such  an  experience  ;  and  I 
think  it  would  be  unfair  to  ask  them  to 
undergo  it.  Beyond  all  this,  I  cannot 
soe  the  use  of  putting  ladiss  on  Paro- 
chial Boards  ;  and  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  that  ladies  aro 
well  fitted  for  the  discharge  of  such 
dutiesisaltogether  foreign  to  my  own  ex- 
perience, and  I  have  never  even  heard 
of  their  attending  country  School 
Boards,  as  to  which  matter  I  very  ::iuch 
question  whether  the  hon  Gentleman 
can  give  me  an  illustration.  Ladies  are 
much  better  at  home,  discbarg-ing  the 
numerous  domestic  duties  they  bare  to 
perform  in  their  peculiar  sphere. 
For  these  reasons,    I    think   Her  Ma- 

y'  isty's  Qovernment  ought  to  hold  fast 
y  the  Amendment  they  have  placed 
upon  tho  Paper. 
niH.  CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN: 
I  thiuk  that  so  ue  of  the  argu- 
ments employed  by  the  hon.  OenUe- 
man  who  lias  just  spoken  can  hardly 
bo  regarded  as  very  strong.  To  my 
mind  his  argument,  based  on  the 
distances  lady  Councillors  would  have  tu 
travel  and  their  relative  powers  of  en- 
durance as  compared  witii  those  of  the 
other  sex,  falls  to  the  ground  when 
we  remember  that  no  one  proposes  to 
compel  women  to  become  members  of 
County  Councils,  and  that  they  ought  to 
be  the  best  judges  ot  their  own  powers 
of  endurance.  If  I  were  to  give 
utterance  to  the  first  criticism  that  occurs 
to  me  with  regard  to  the  proposal  of  the 
Government,  I  should  say  it  is  some- 
what peremptory,  if  not  brutal,  in  its 
tone.  It  says  that  "  no  woman  shall  be 
aligiUe  for  election  as  a  Cotuty  Coun- 


327 


JjOcoI  Oovernment 


{ COMMONS  (  iSejtUmi)  Spe.  Bill.        828 


cillor."  But,  on  the  merits  of  the 
question,  there  are  good  reasons 
why  ladies  should  sit  on  the  School 
Boards  and  Parochial  Boards  which 
do  not  apply  to  County  Councils, 
and  I  may  add  that  I  am  not 
aware  that  within  the  limits  of 
Scotland  any  desire  has  been  expressed 
by  the  Scotch  people  that  women  should 
be  elected  on  the  County  Councils. 
Much  has  been  said  with  regard  to  the 
usefulness  of  their  services  on  the 
School  Boards  and  Parochial  Boards, 
and  there  are  obvious  reasons  why  it  is 
desirable  that  they  should  discharge 
those  functions;  but  these  Boards  do 
not  afford  the  true  analogy  to  the 
County  Council.  The  real  analogue  to 
the  County  Council  is  the  Town  Council, 
and  what  I  wish  to  ask— and  I  merely 
ask  the  question  for  the  purpose  of  ob- 
taining information — is  this :  has  any 
public  desire  been  expressed  that  ladies 
should  be  made  meaibers  of  Town 
Councils?  Let  us  settle  this  question 
before  we  determine  whether  they 
should  be  made  County  Councillors.  Let 
us  do  all  things  decently  and  in  order. 
We  are  now  conferring  on  the  counties 
tho  municipal  authority  we  have  hitherto 
given  to  the  towns.  That  system  has 
so  far  worked  well  without  the  presence 
of  ladies.  Wh}',  then,  should  we  be  so 
anxious  all  of  a  sudden  to  have  ladies 
on  tlio  County  Councils  ?  That  is  really 
the  point  at  issue ;  and  unless  I  learn 
that  there  is  something  in  the  County 
Councils  which  altogether  alters  the 
aspect  of  the  case  and  makes  it  more 
desirable  that  we  should  have  women 
among  those  bodies  than  that  they 
should  be  on  the  Town  Councils,  I 
shall  be  prepared  to  say  that  the  County 
Councils  shall  be  placed  in  the  same 
lateg^r}'  as  the  Town  Councils,  and 
that  tho  work  of  tho  County  Councils 
shall  bo  done  exclusively  by  men. 

Sir  a.  CAMPBELL:  I  am  very 
glad  that  the  Government  have  sub- 
mitted this  issue  in  a  clear  manner, 
that  it  may  be  decided  one  way  or  the 
nthor.  My  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  C.  Gra- 
ham >  has  given  the  very  reasons  which 
induiH^  me  to  take  tho  other  course.  He 
says  that  all- ri>und  women  are  seeking 
and  praying  to  interfere  with  political 
matters,  'i'hat  is  just  why  I  oppose 
tho  ;\  mend  men  t.  \Vo  want  a  defence 
M gainst  tho.«o  aggrei>sive  women.     The 


mass  of  women  cannot  and  do  not  want 
anything  of  the  kind.  It  is  only  a  cer- 
tain number  of  aggressive  women  who 
are  advancing  upon  us  in  a  most  danger- 
ous way.  I  admit  it  may  be  diffionlt  to 
draw  the  line  at  whether  they  are  to  set 
upon  School  Boards  or  upon  Ooxmij 
Councils.  But  you  must  draw  the  line 
somewhere.  And  if  we  have  them  in 
the  County  Councils,  the  next  thing  will 
be  that  we  will  have  them  here ;  and  if 
we  have  them  here,  then  I  prophecy 
that  our  independence  would  be  g^ne. 
I  admit  I  have  the  pleasure  of  the  ac- 
quaintance of  some  of  the  most  charming 
women  who  are  now  of  the  London 
County  Council ;  but  what  I  am  afraid 
of  is  this,  that  if  they  come  among  ns 
we  would  either  succumb  to  the  charm 
of  their  influence  or  we  would  be  forced 
to  treat  them  as  ''  the  women "  to  be 
hated.  Let  women  behave  as  women, 
and  let  men  perform  the  functions  of 
men.  I  want  to  draw  the  line  at  the 
County  Council.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  mentioned 
Town  Councils .  These  women  who  enter 
public  life  are  very  aggressive  and  Tory 
persuasive,  but,  of  the  various  women's 
rights  they  have  claimed,  I  have  nerer 
yet  heard  that  they  suggested  tli^ 
should  be  on  Town  Councils.  Town 
Councils  may  petition  in  iavonr  of 
women's  rights,  but  they  do  not  admit 
women  amongst  themselves.  I  wonld 
exclude  women  from  the  County  Ooundl 
in  order  that  they  may  not  g^t  any  far- 
ther, and  that  we  may  not  have  them 
here. 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON:  The  speech  of 
my  hon.  Friend  behind  me  might 
have  been  a  Second  Beadinff  speech 
on  the  Women's  Franchise  Bill;  it  did 
not  really  affect  the  question  before  us. 
He  argues  that  if  women  obtained  seats 
on  the  County  Council,  the  next  thing 
would  be  that  we  would  see  them  in  this 
House,  and  I  suppose  we  wonld  have 
a  Chairwoman  of  Ways  and  Means.  I 
am  afraid  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  too  late.  Women  are  alreadr  on 
Boards  of  Guardians  and  on  Bdiool 
Boards,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
question  of  the  County  Council  is 
placed  in  the  same  category.  It 
IS  a  question  for  the  ratf^yerSy 
whereas  the  question  of  entrance  to  this 
House  is  one  for  the  general  tax- 
payers and  electors  of  the  ooontry.    I 
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am  very  glad  the  Oovemment  have 
raised  the  question  in  a  specific  waj.  I 
think  it  much  better  that  the  question 
should  be  argued  on  its  merits  than 
that  it  should  be  left  so  indefinite  as  in 
the  case  of  the  English  Act.  In  Eng- 
land a  case  has  been  brought  before  the 
Courts  of  Law,  and  it  has  been  decided 
in  the  most  unsatisfactory  manner.  I 
believe  the  decision  in  the  case  of  the 
London  County  Council  was  that  the 
lady  could  not  resign  her  seat  nor  vote 
— a  position  like  that  of  Mahomet's 
coffin,  suspended  between  Heaven  and 
earth.  That  is  a  reason  for  the  Debate 
this  night.  I  do  not  believe  that  any 
Member  of  this  House  would  say  for  a 
moment  that  the  presence  of  a  female 
on  the  London  County  Council  was  not 
an  advantage  to  the  working  of  the  insti- 
tution. There  are  many  questions  put 
to  us  on  the  School  Board  on  which 
women  are  able  to  give  valuable  advice, 
and  I  for  one  think  we  ought  not  to  ex- 
clude themin  these  specific  terms,  but  that 
we  should  allow  the  ratepayers  an  oppor- 
tunity of  electing  women  to  serve  them 
in  ^alters  affecting  them.  The  argu- 
ment used  by  the  hon.  Member  for  St. 
Rollox,  and  by  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site, wan  that  we  would  tear  women 
from  their  homes  and  make  them  travel 
at  night  many  miles  in  order  to  serve 
on  these  County  Councils.  They  seemed 
to  have  argued  throughout  as  if  it  would 
be  compulsory  on  women  to  serve.  The 
whole  matter  is  this— if  the  ratepayers 
of  a  district  deem  that  their  interests 
would  be  better  served  by  electing 
women,  then  they  should  have  the  op- 
portunity of  BO  making  their  choice.  We 
have  heard  something  of  the  excellent 
work  of  women  on  the  London  County 
Council  and  on  the  London  School 
Board,  and  I  very  cordially  support  the 
omission  of  these  words. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
SCOTLAND  (Mr.  M.  T.  Stohmonth 
Daruvo,  Edinburgh  and  St.  Andrew's 
Universities) :  I  shall  state  the  point 
with  very  great  brevity,  because  the 
arguments  have  been  fully  gone  into. 
I  do  not  entirely  share  the  view  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy,  who 
regards  the  advance  of  women  with 
horror  and  aversion  ;  nor,  on  the  other 
hand,  are  we  in  entire  agreement 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Campbell -Bannerman).      He  spoke  of 


the  proposal  of  the  Government  as 
rude,  peremptory,  and  brutal,  and 
then  in  the  same  breath  he  said  that  the 
true  analogue  of  the  County  Council 
was  the  Town  Council.  It  so  happens 
that  these  two  observations  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  hardly  stand  to- 
gether, because  under  the  rigime — to 
which  he  at  least  will  be  the  last  to 
take  exception — of  the  year  1881,  Par- 
liament passed  an  Act  relating  to  muni- 
cipal elections  in  Scotland  by  which 
women  were  for  the  first  time  admitted 
to  the  municipal  franchise;  and  in  that  Act 
I  find  the  very  same  *'  rude,  peremptory, 
and  brutal "  words.  The  second  clause  of 
that  Act  concluded  thus —  *  *  Females  sh^ 
not  be  eligible  for  election  as  Town 
Councillors.''  He  calls  them  *'  females." 
He  is,  therefore,  even  more  rude,  more 
peremptory,  and  more  brutal  than  we  are 
on  the  present  occasion.  After  all  there 
is  nothing  in  the  work  of  the  County 
Council,  which  specially  calls  for  the 
services  of  women.  They  have  rendered 
satisfactory  service  ou  the  School  Boards, 
but  it  is  impossible  to  draw  any  analogy 
between  that  and  the  work  of  the  County 
Council,  the  business  of  which  will  be 
essentially  of  an  administrative  charac- 
ter and  will  resemble  the  work  of 
Town  Councils  much  more  than  the 
work  of  School  Boards.  There  is  no 
demand,  as  has  been  pointed  out,  for  the 
presence  of  women  on  Town  Councils. 
Let  me  add  that,  in  my  opinion,  they 
are  the  very  worst  friends  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary enfranchisement  of  women  who 
advocate  their  intrusion  into  spheres  for 
which  they  are  not  fitted,  and  into  which 
I  believe  they  do  not  thomselves  desire 
to  enter.  That  is  the  kind  of  thing  which 
would  drive  people  from  allowing  them 
the  Parliamentary  suffrage,  and  I 
believe  that  we  are  acting  in  the  best 
interests  of  women  when  we  resist  such 
proposals. 
♦Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Eush- 
cliffe):  Sir,  I  support  this  proposal  on  the 
ground  that  it  i^  a  matter  for  the  ratepay- 
ers, who  should  have  the  utmost  freedom 
of  choice.  It  seemn  to  me  that  the  ques- 
tion is  one  to  be  nettled  by  the  electors. 
If  women  are  not  likely  to  be  useful  on 
the  County  Council  or  in  Parliament 
the  electors  will  not  return  them.  No 
woman  would  have  a  chance  of  occupy- 
ing a  seat  in  either  sphere  if  she  could 
not  occupy  it  usefully.     On  the  simple 
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ground  of  absolute  freedom  of  choice  on  I 
the  part  of  electors  I  cordially  support ' 
the  Amendment. 

Dr.  CLAHK  :  Sir,  I  congratulate  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  on  being 
with  regard  to  this  question  more  Tory 
than  the  Tories.  His  speech  was  a  good 
old-fashioned  Tory  speech,  with  the 
Tory  ring  and  the  Tory  prejudices  about 
it.  I  am  not  prepared  to  go  to  the 
extreme  of  the  Solicitor  Q-eneraVs 
reductio  ad  ahsurdum.  I  want  to  see 
women  perform  every  public  duty  a  man 
performs.  I  have  seen  Amazon  regi- 
ments— women  who  enter  the  war  dance 
and  who  fight.  I  have  seen  women  who 
till  the  field  and  do  all  the  work,  while 
the  man  is  the  lordly  animal,  doing 
nothing  except  a  little  fighting  occasion- 
ally. And  I  have  noted  that  in  propor- 
tion as  civilization  develops  the  dis- 
abilities of  women  are  removed.  If  you 
want  to  make  a  strong  nation  you  must 
develop  the  powers  and  talents  which 
its  women  possess,  instead  of  trying  to 
restrict  them.  To  do  the  one  is  to 
develop,  to  do  the  other  is  to  retard, 
the  progress  of  humanity. 

♦Mr.  DE  lisle  (Leicestershire, 
Mid)  :  I  would  not  have  intervened 
in  this  debate  but  for  the  con- 
cluding remarks  of  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Scotland.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman seemed  to  imply  that,  by  voting 
against  this  proposition  we  should  be 
retarding  the  pos.sibility  of  extending 
the  principle  of  Parliamentary  voting 
to  women.  That  is  precisely  what  I  wish 
to  do,  as  a  determined  opponent  of 
woman  suffrage.  I  am  going  to  support 
the  clause  of  the  Lord  Advocate,  because 
there  is  nothing  I  have  a  greater  ob- 
jection to  than  the  intrusion  of  women 
in  the  sphere  of  men.  I  do  not  know 
what  is  the  kind  of  civilization  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Dr.  Clark)  has  just  been 
hinting  at,  but  if  the  Amazons  fight  like 
men,  surely  that  is  not  a  sign  of  high 
civilization,  but  rather  of  the  wildest 
barbarism.  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  if  once  you  put  women  on  conten- 
tious ground  with  men,  you  aim  a  great 
blow  at  the  peace  and  comfort  of  society. 
At  present  politics  are  to  women  a  work 
of  supererogation.  If  they  agree  with 
their  man  friends  and  relations  they 
assist  them.  If  they  differ,  they  remain 
silent.  Once  place  political  duties  in 
their  hands  and  they  must  go  their  own 
way  independently  like  men.     As   an 
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opponent  then  of  all  nnsexing  of  women 
I  support  the  Lord  Advocate's  Amend- 
ment. 

The  Oommittee  divided: — ^Ayea  70; 
noes  38.— (Div.  List,  No.  201). 

Clause  added. 

A  Clause  (Registration  of  oonntj 
electors  for  a  county) — (7!l#  Lord  Ad' 
vacate) — brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
and  second  time. 

«Mb.  FIETH  :  I  think  it  would  save 
us  from  all  the  trouble  attending  this 
clause  if  it  were  at  onoe  proposed  that 
the  Parliamentary  Begister  should  be 
the  register  for  the  election  of  County 
Councillors,  with  the  addition  of  women 
and  Peers.  I  beg  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment to  this  effect,  which  I  originally 
placed  on  the  Paper. 

The  chairman  :  The  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Ghentleman  is 
not  now  on  the  Paper.  It  appears  to 
me  to  be  rather  an  alternative  daose 
than  an  Amendment  to  this  clause.  The 
hon.  Member's  proper  course  would  be 
to  negative  this  clause,  and  then  to 
substitute  his  own  clause  for  it. 

Mb.  SHIRESS  AVILL  (Montrose, 
&c.)  :  The  Lord  Advocate's  clause 
proposes  to  enact  as  follows — 

"As  affecting  the  right  to  b8  a  county 
elector  exemption  from  or  failure  to  main 
payment  of  any  consolidated  rates,  shall  he  a 
disqualification  in  the  same  manner  as,  and  in 
addition  to,  disqualification  arising  from  ex- 
emption from  or  failure  to  make  payment  of 
poor  rate  in  the  cose  of  a  ParliamenUry 
elector." 

I  propose  that  this  section  shonld  be 
left  out,  and  the  following  one  in- 
sorted  : — 

"  As  affecting  the  right  to  be  a  Qonaltf 
elector,  exemption  from  or  failure  to  make  pay- 
ment  of  any  consolidated  rates  or  the  poor  xsid 
shall  not  bo  a  disqualification." 

My  point  is  that  it  is  too  late  to  re-enaflty 
as  the  G-overnment  propose  to  do,  this 
disqualification  to  the  electorate.  It  is 
sometimes  forgotten  what  was  fho 
original  reason  why  Parliament  mads 
the  payment  of  rates  a  condition  of 
qualification.  In  1 832,  when  Parliamsat 
were  proposing  to  give  the  qualification 
to  occupiers  of  houses  ratea  to  the  net 
or  clear  annual  value  of  £10,  it  was 
necessary  to  find  some  standard  by 
which  to  judge  who  were  the  persons  so 
qualified.  Parliament  hit  on  this  de* 
vice,  not  for  the  purp3se  of  encouraging 
the  payment  of  rates,  bnt  in  order  to 
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find  some  standard  to  which  we  could  rates    to    be    levied    under    thia    Act. 

^  and  save  the  trouble  of  individual  Powers  are  given  to  the  Countj  Council 

investigation  in  every  case — to  have,  in  with  regard  to  the  water  supply.     If  a 

fact,  a  register  made  to  hand.     But  it  man  does  not  pay    for  his  water  the 

was  argued  that  that  by  itself  would  not  proposals  of  the  Government  will  exclude 

foe  sufficient ;  it  was  anticipated  that  a  him  from  the  franchise.     If,  however,  a 

large    number    of    people    would    be  man  does  not  pay  for  his  gas  that  will 

anxious  to  be  rated  at  a  higher  amount  not  exclude  him  from  the  franchise.     It 

than  they  would  otherwise,    and   that  is  idle  at  the  present  day  to  argue  this 

they  would  afterwards  appeal  against  provision  is  necessary  because  it  is  evi- 

the  rating.     It  was  therefore  provided  dence  of  good  citizenship,  and  that  was 

that  to  be  qualified  a  person  should  also  not  the  ground  upon  which  it  was  intro- 

pay  the  rates.  I  find  &om  ffanBard  that,  duced.     In  Scotland  we  have  a  valua- 

ffpeakingon  the  3rd  of  February,  1832,  tion  roll.     It    is  prepared  according  t3 

Lord  John  Hussell  said : —  statutory  authority,  by  officers  appointed 

•«  Tu     A       A       i.       ^A      L  X.      J    ix  J  ^or  the  purpose,  and  there  is  no  difficulty 

"  The  Amendment  oould  not  be  admitted,  i.   i.      '^   •          •       i.    xi.   x       i      j.*            j 

becnoBe  it  would  not  effect  the  object  of  the  ^^^j^®^?''  ^^  S^'^«  *^  ^^**  valuation  and 

Bill,  which  was  not  to  encourage  the  payment  m   finding    out    everyone    who    comes 

of  rates,  but  to  enable  a  £10  householder  to  within  the  qualification.     I  submit  it  is 

enjoy  the  right  of  voting  for  a   Member  of  qqw  time  that  the  olJ  restriction  shall 

Parliament.' »  ^^  ^H  ^y^^^  ^q^.  y^q  re-enacted. 

Since  that  time  large  inroads  have  been  Amendment  proposed,  in  line  11,  to 

made  by  the  Legislature  itself  upon  this  i^^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^^^K.  ^ates,"  to  the  end 

vexatious  principle.      In    1867,    when  of  Sub-section  (a),  and  insert  the  words 

-The    Representation    of   the   People  .^^  ^^e  poor  rate  shall  not  be  a  dis- 

Act'    passed.  Parliament  provided  that  qualification."~C Ifr.  SA»V.m  ^*//.) 

the  occupier  should  pay  rates,  though  he  ^      ^.                    j..m.A^T_j 

might  deduct  them  froi  the  rent  in  case  ,  P^f^*^^  P/.^P^«t?^   '  T^^^  *,^«  ^    • 

the  owner  agreed  topay  them.  Two  years  'j^all  be  a  disqualification    stand  part 

later  ParUament  repented,  and  by  •*  The  ^^  ^^^  U&nse, 

Poor  Law  Assessment  Act,  1869,"  ex-  Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  The 
pressly  provided  the  contrary;  that  is  hon.  and  learnei  Gentleman  has  very 
to  say  it  provided  it  should  be  fairly  discussed  the  question,  but  he  has 
sufficient  if  anybody  paid  the  referred  to  nothing  more  novel  than  the 
rates.  By  introducing  the  lodger  action  of  Parliament  in  1832.  A  great 
and  the  Service  franchise,  Parlia-  deal  has  occurred  since  1^32;  and  on 
mont  has  gone  away  from  this  successive  occasions  Parliament  has  at- 
stringent  provision.  This  matter  is  one  tached  the  condition  of  the  payment  of 
of  great  hardship  to  the  electorate,  rates  as  an  essential  and  expressed  con- 
because  many  a  working  man,  some-  dition  of  the  possession  ot  the  Parlia- 
times  because  he  happens  to  be  out  of  mentary  franchise.  That  has  been  the 
worky  through  no  fault  of  his  own,  case  not  merely  in  1868,  but,  in  the  last 
sometimes  by  reason  of  sickness  in  his  enfranchising  Act,  that  of  1884,  the 
family,  or  from  other  temporary  cause,  same  condition  was  attached  to  the  ex- 
is  unable  to  pay  his  rates  by  a  certain  tension  of  household  suffrage  to  coun- 
date.  It  is  not  a  question  whether  he  ties.  Let  me  point  out  that  when  our 
has  paid  his  rates  at  all,  because  the  Registration  Clauses  were  originally 
law  provides  most  ample  remedies  for  presented  to  the  House,  objection  was 
the  payment  of  rates ;  but  what  the  taken  to  them  which  we  appreciated  so 
Legislature  has  said  is  that  a  man  in  entirely  that  we  have  modified  the 
Scotland  must  pay  his  rates  by  the  30th  clauses.  It  was  said — *' While  you 
of  July.  That  is  a  very  hard  and  have  ready  to  hand  the  Parliamentary 
fast  line  to  draw.  It  operates  most  register,  you  discard  it  and  set  up  an 
harshly  for  it  has  the  effect  of  excluding  entirely  new  register  for  County  Coun- 
from  the  register  a  very  large  number  cil  elections."  We  felt  the  force  of 
of  those  who  would  otherwise  be  entitled  that,  and  reconsidered  our  clause.  Wo 
to  vote.  Why  should  this  be  so  ?  Is  found  the  means  of  modifying  our  Par- 
it  not  like  the  temporary  non-payment  liamentary  register  so  that  it  may  meet 
of  any  other  debt  ?    Let  us  look  at  the  the    requirements    of   County  Council 

VOL.  OOOXXXVIII.  [thied  sbriks.]  N 
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elections,  and  saye  th.e  constituencieb 
the  expense  of  a  separate  roll.  But 
then  Qomes.the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Montrose,  and  he  says,  '^  Ob,  I  dis- 
sent from  tho.  view  that  you  ought  to 
a^opt  the  principle  of  the  Parliamentary 
register/'  lie  invites  us  to  set  up  a 
ne\f  register — tho  very  tiling  we  were 
denounced  in  the  Second  Keading  for 
doing.  This  ia  an  attempt  on  the  part 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to 
impose  on  the  constituencies  for  the 
County  Councils  a  new  register  because 
)ie  sa^'s,  **  You  Qiustgo  .further  than  the 
Parliamentary  register,  and  you  must 
add  to  the  Parliamentary  register  those 
persons  who  have  boon  held  to  be  dis- 
qualified bv  reason  of  non  payment  of 
poor  rates.*^ 

Mr.   8HIRKSS    WILL  :  Your  own 


take  the  Parliamentary  register  as  the 
simplest  way  of  settling  the  diflBenltyf" 
but  we  do  not  mean  necesBarily  that  yon 
should  take  over  every  partioiuar  delect 
of  the  Parliamentary  register.  I  do  not 
think  the  Lord  Advocate  has  pat  the 
response  to  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  as  strongly  as  1m 
might  have  done.  The  law  as  to  Parlia- 
mentary elections  is,  that  if  a  man,  who 
otherwise  would  be  qualified,  has  not 
paid  his  rates  he  oannot  be  put  on  the 
register.  What  are  the  rates  he  has  to 
pay?  They  are  the  local  rates  over 
which  Parliament  has  no  control ;  rates 
levied  by  a  local  authority.  But  this  is 
the  case  of  a  man  seeking  to  be  elected 
to  the  County  Council.  The  Coonij 
Council  is  to  have  the  control  of  certain 
consolidated  rates.    Are  we  to  allow  a 


clause  provides*  for  a  supplementary  I  °^a\  ^o  be  elected  to  the  Coaiicil  who 
roffister.  ^^  himself  failed  to  pay  the  very  rates 

«•      T  i-fc  ,^   i-i  ^T^^^F^..^^  ^^-    ,.,.       .   I  which  he  is  called  upon  to  administer? 

Mr.  J.  r  B.  KOBERTSON  :  That  «  \  jjy  hon.  and  learned  Friend  may  object 
the  merit  of  my  clause :  .t  adopts  the  ^[^^  ^^^^  reason  to  the  exdaaion  of  a 
rarhiimentary  regi*tor  and  provides  for  ^^n  because  he  has  not  paid  hia 
a  supplemontary  ropister.  This  is  a  p^,  „,p  .  b^t  j^  tUs  mm  the 
IKunt  which  cannot  be  decided  alone  exclusion  is  made  because  tha  nun  haa 
wiih  reference  to  the  Lounty  (.ouncil  ^^t  paid  his  consolidated  eowty  Tate, 
register.      If   the    hon.    and    le.yned    jj  ^^^  fairfy  be  arsaed  that  a  man 


tr.^::oa  :  because  erorv  arca-aent  he  had 


daty 

a   Coancillor  to 

not    know   whether 

myself  dearlyp  but 

stronger  gioana  than 


,.     «-*-  /-"     '     ^^  he       i5      CA 

\lK.  J-  r.  B.  KOBERTSON:   I  do 


p0k5*if«;^r. 


'*  *^A  •^»«.  -' 


•  *  V  • «»  *   *   ^j-  ••  -  •  •-*  '  ,-    <'  j>  *« 

♦Ms  vWMVr^y.:.: .  •  ann:V;.van 

*:   I   •ire:.  :•?  c.rtr.-.t-.;  :t  :* 


the 


:h:-k   :he  riirht  ha 

re;«:  ^^r.  a::i  :ra:  :=:pli«  ihat  ko  anst 
>.jkT^  Tvk^i  bU  p.vc  r:i;e«  a»d  ww  abo 
rf^c/.:?!^  :*2Jk:    ie  tiLall  haT«  paid  the 

Mx     ANvVrS    SriEERLASD:   I 
::  :^jk:  :ir  vrrrensict  have  takes 
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has  admitted  that  his  proposal  entails 
a  double  disqaalification,  not  only  as 
regards  the  consolidated  rate,  but  as 
r^ards  the  Parliamentary  register.  An 
elector  is  liable  to  disqualification  be- 
cause he  has  not  paid  his  poor  rate.  It 
was  understood  that  the  Oounty  Oouncil 
regiaier  should  be  wider  than  the  Par- 
liamentary register,  but  it  becomes 
by  this  more  restricted.  The  Lord 
Advocate  has  stated  that  since  1832 
it  has  been  an  essential  qualification  for 
the  Parliamentary  franchise  that  a  man 
should  pay  his  rates,  and  he  argues  that 
a  man  must  discharge  t^rtain  statutory 
duties  to  qualify  him  for  this  civil  right. 
But  it  has  been  brought  to  his  notice 
that  in  the  remote  parts  of  the  county, 
in  the  Highlands  and  elsewhere.  Parlia- 
mentary electors  have  not  had  the 
opportunity  of  paying  their  rates  within 
the  statutory  time,  they  having  travelled 
long  distances  and  found  no  person  to 
reoeive  payment,  and  consequently  they 
became  disqualified.  The  disqualifica- 
tion attaches  though  payment  is  made 
afterwards.  My  objection  to  the  GK>vem- 
ment  proposal  is  that  it  makes  the 
County  Council  register  more  circum- 
soribea  than  the  Parliamentary  regis- 
ter. 

Ma.  FIRTH  :  There  is  an  important 
principle  involved  in  my  hon.  Friend's 
Amendment  which  I  hope  l^e  will 
emphasize  by  a  division.  In  this  new 
clause  the  Government  propose  to  add 
to  the  electoral  disqualifications  which 
it  is  the  tendency  of  modem  opinion 
to  lessen.  Only  crime  and  mental  dis- 
ability should  disqualify  from  the 
exercise  of  the  franchise.  By  unfore- 
seen  calamity  or  poverty,  for  which  he 
may  in  no  way  be  responsible,  a  man 
18  unable  to  pay  his  rates,  and  so 
loses  his  qualification  and  is  unable  to 
exercise  the  franchise  in  favour  of  a 
representative  through  whom  he  hopes 
for  legislation  that  shall  better  his 
condition*  This  disqualification  attaches 
to  the  Parliamentary  register  in  regard 
to  the  poor  rate  and  the  Government 
would  '  add  the  nou-payment  of  the 
consolidated  rate  as  a  disqualification 
for  the  Council  register. 
♦Ma-  DONALD  CRAWFORD:  It 
striksa  me  that  a  fair  compromise  might 
be  arrived  at  rather  on  the  lines  sug- 
MStad  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Oampbell-Bannerman).    When  you  are 


establishing  a  new  franchise,  as  you  are 
in  the  present  instance,  for  the  Oounty 
Councils,  the  only  reasonable  g^round  on 
which  you  can  make  failure  to  pay  the 
rateS'a  disqualification  for  that  franchise 
is  in  regard  to  the  rate  levied  by  the  Body, 
a  member  of  which  is  to  be  elected.  On 
that  ground  I  can  understand  the  dis- 
aualification,  if  limited  to  the  consoli- 
dated rate ;  but  I  protest  against  pay- 
ment of  the  poor  rate  being  imported 
into  the  matter  at  all.  It  is  wholly 
foreign  to  the  principle  that  has  been 
followed  in  the  Bill  in  the  relations 
between  the  county  and  the  parish.  It 
is  of  no  consequence  to  the  County 
Council  whether  the  elector  pays  the 
poor  rate  or  not. 

♦Mb.  J.  WILSON :  I  would  empha- 
size what  has  been  said  by  the  last 
speaker  by  pointing  out  how  seriously 
the  Government  proposal  would  affect 
the  constituency  I  represent.  In  the 
parish  of  Govau  there  are  10,000  de- 
faulters who  cannot  pay  their  rates,  not 
including  females,  but  all  householders, 
and  surely  it  is  hard  that  these  should 
be  disqualified  from  voting  for  the 
County  Council. 

Mr.  SHIRESS  WILL:  The  Lord 
Advocate  objects  that  my  Amendment 
would  necessitate  the  making  out  of  a 
new  register,  but  I  may  point  out 
that  the  acceptance  of  my  Amend- 
ment will  not  entail  the  making  out 
of  a  register  beyond  what  is  con- 
templated by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's own  clause.  In  a  sub-section 
we  have  not  yet  reached,  the  clause 
provides  there  shall  be  a  supplementary 
register  into  which  women  and  Peers 
shall  go,  and  into  that  the  names  of 
those  contemplated  by  my  Amendment 
would  f^o.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  Front  Bench  (Mr.  Oampbell-Ban- 
nerman) in  his  remarks  seemed  to  me  to 
have  forgotten  the  case  of  those  men, 
and  they  are  those  with  whom  we  have 
most  frequently  to  deal  in  this  connec- 
tion, who  are  temporarily  prevented 
from  paying  their  rates  not  by  reason 
of  any  unwillingness  but  because  of 
sickness  in  their  family,  heavy  family 
expenses,  being  out  of  work,  or  various 
causes,  and  through  no  fault  of  tlieir 
own.  Why  should  these  men  be  dis- 
quali6ed  ?  They  will  have  to  pay  the 
rates  eventually ;  there  is  the  machinery 
to  compel  payment. 
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Mi.  5KIEE>S  WILL :  The 
zL^zJi  I  L.'.rT  LiT«  to  iz.oTe  is  of  A  tolallf 
di^eren:  cL&r&cier  to  die  laar.  Tlie  aev 
cl&aie  pr>p:«ses  iha:  after  the  prannt 
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Mfc    ^'ALf/.VhLL:    I   Lov  b*ij  to 
.';..o  1  <;  tu 7  A :;.  «f/, d  .v. * n  t  V>  i  i  l  *:  1 2,   tL ich 

i  <  V/  *'j  %*•  i  t  'i  Vfe  t  f.  <;  word  ft  ' '  yihf^H  of '  * 
foT  *h«:  »'/ro*».  ■'  a/iditJon  to  "  ITie  effeci 
of  th^  t,\iux*yih  will  he  that  dLTqualinca- 
tion  will  ox.ir  attach  to  Lon-paTment  of 
the  ^oztV/IIda!ed  rate.  I  thick  :t  is  fair 
a&d  reaftooable  that  the  county  elector, 
having  paid  his  county  rates.  £hou!d  be 
roxiftidered  as  baring  fuldlled  the  obli* 
gations  incumbent  upon  him.  and  be  en- 
titled to  exercise  the  Count v  Council 
franchise.  It  has  been  pointed  out  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  in  giving  effect 
to  the  Amendment.  In  the  making  up 
of  the  Parliamentary  register  the  l\H>r 
Law  Inspector  furnishes  to  the  assessor 
ii  list  of  those   who  have   not   paid  the 

J/r.  Donald  CrdKforJ 


^. 


the  CosntT  Cocscil 
}je  made  up  evvTj  Uiiri  jtmr.  N01 
Amendment  t>j  omit  the  wofd  **'  thiid 
raises  a  moe:  important 
namely,  whether  on  cssoal 
fyjc'irring  on  the  Council  from  mnj 
cau.se  ti-ese  Taeancies  sb^nld  be  fiUed 
by  the  appointment  of  a  nei 
by  the  Councillors,  or  wheclier 
should  be  a  new  election.  The  _ 
of  the  Government  is  that  there  nhall 
not  be  a  new  elecdon,  bat  thmt  the 
vacancy  shall  be  filled  up  by  co-epte* 
tion,  and  for  this  reason  thej  pumoeo 
that  the  register  shall  only  be  inade  up 
every  three  years.  I  propose  to  etnke 
out  the  word  *'  third."  so  as  to  cenae  the 
register  to  be  made  up  every  year,  and 
thus  rendering  an  election  in  nafih 
year  possible.  I  suppose  the  right  hoa. 
Gentleman   will  found  the   course   he 
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proposes  to  adopt  on  a  reference  to 
existing  institutions  in  Scotland,  and  I 
wish  briefly  to  point  out  why  in  these 
existing  institutions  there  is  no  pre- 
cedent we  ought  to  follow  in  1889  in 
reference  to  this  matter.  In  the  first 
place,  I  am  aware  that  the  Boyal 
Burghs  Act,  of  1 833,  does,  in  a  sense, 
provide  for  co-optation,  but  with  this 
very  marked  peculiarity,  that  the  Act 
provides  that  a  third  of  the  Council 
shall  g^  out  of  office  each  year.  If 
during  the  year  a  vacancy  occurs  it  is 
filled  up  temporarily  by  the  remaining 
Oouncillors,  but  in  the  yearly  election 
of  a  third  of  the  Council  this  vacancy  is 
included.  So  there  is  no  precedent  here 
for  introducing  into  a  Bill  of  this 
kind,  where  the  county  elects  a  re- 
presentative body  for  three  years, 
a  provision  by  which  a  Councillor 
may  be  appointed  by  co-optation 
for  nearly  the  whole  period  of  three 
vears.  The  next  public  body  that  may 
De  appealed  to  as  a  precedent  is  the 
Parochial  Board,  which  depends  upon 
the  Act  of  1845.  This  Act  provides  for 
an  election  each  year,  and  so  far  as  I 
know  does  not  provide  for  filling  up  a 
casual  vacancy,  but  even  if  that  were  so, 
it  offers  no  precedent,  inasmuch  as  the 
office  is  only  held  for  a  year.  Then 
reference  may  be  made  to  the  Police 
Burffhs  of  which  we  have  heard  so 
much.  These  depend  upon  an  Act 
of  27  years  ago— 1862— and  I  trust 
the  Committee  will  not  accept  that 
as  any  guide  at  all  in  this  matter, 
because  it  is  restricted  to  the  £4 
franchise.  The  last  remaining  instance 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man may  refer,  is  the  School  Board, 
established  in  1873.  It  is  a  fact  that  in 
this  Act  there  is  a  provision  for  filling 
up  casual  vacancies  by  the  remaining 
members  of  the  Board.  But  before  we 
accept  this  as  a  precedent,  we  must 
remember  the  objections  that  have  been 
made  that  the  School  BDard  is  elected 
on  a  restricted  franchise.  Service  fran- 
chise men  have  no  votes,  and  there  is 
the  commutation  system  of  voting.  That 
Act  therefore  cannot  be  appealed  to  as 
a  precedent  on  the  present  occasion,  and 
the  Lord  Advocate  does  not  propose  to 
follow  it,  because  his  Bill  gives  the 
franchise  to  women,  but  excludes  women 
from  election.  These  precedents  do  not 
support  the  Government  proposal,  which 


I  regard  as  a  clumsy  expedient,  and 
which  may  destroy  the  representative 
element  in  a  body  fleeted  for  three 
years. 

Amendment  proposed  in  sub-Section 
2,  line  56,  of  proposed  new  Clause  to 
omit  the  word  "  third."— (ifir.  Shireie 
Will.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  word 
'  third '  stand  part  of  the  Clause.'' 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  It  is 
one  of  the  remarkable  currents  of  public 
opinion  in  Scotland,  that  with  the  desire 
that  there  should  be  full  representation 
of  public  opinion  in  County  matters, 
there  ought  not  to  be  an  undue  frequency 
of  elections,  and  accordingly  when  we 
provided  that  the  Counties  should  be 
saved  the  expense  of  preparing  a  reg^s* 
tration  roll  more  than  once  in  thxee 
years,  we  acted  in  consonance  with  the 
prevalence  of  public  opinion  on  the 
matter.  I  need  not  remind  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  fact  that  not  only  is 
it  in  accordance  with  Scotch  muni* 
cipal  usage  to  have  vacancies  filled 
up  by  co-optation,  but  this  has  been 
rectified  by  quite  recent  legislation.  I 
might  mention  the  Roads  Act  of  1878, 
where  it  is  provided  that  vacancies  shall 
be  filled  by  the  governing  body  itself, 
and  there  has  been  a  series  of  Munici- 
pal Acts  dealing  with  the  government 
of  towns  in  Scotland  in  which  there 
has  been  no  proposal  to  change  an 
arrangement  that  has  been  found  most 
convenient.  I  am  convinced  there  is  no 
general  desire  in  Scotland  to  add  to  the 
frequency  of  elections,  and  consequently 
there  is  no  necessity  to  provide  for  the 
yearly  preparation  of  the  roll. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

♦Mb.  CAMPBELLBANNERMAN  : 
I  wish  to  move  an  Amendment  to  this 
proposed  new  clause  in  order  to  give 
married  women  the  same  right  to 
the  franchise  as  unmarried  women. 
I  do  not  know  that  there  are  any  argu- 
ments required  to  support  the  Amend- 
ment. I  think  rather  the  burden  of 
proof  should  rest  with  those  who  would 
exclude  married  women.  There  may  be 
a  good  deal  to  be  said  for  and  against 
the  proposal,  whether  women  should 
vote  at  all ;  but  if  women  are  allowed  to 
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vote,  I  cannot  see  any  ground  for  re- 
stricting the  privilege  to  unmarried 
women,  and  those  who,  being  married, 
have  separated  from  their  husbands. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  75,  to 
leave  out  the  words  **  who  is  not 
married,  or,  who  being  married,  is  not 
living  in  family  with  her  husband." — 
{Mr,  Campbell' Banner  man). 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 


Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  There 

are,  no  doubt,  many  considerations  of 

interest  attending  the  point  the  right 

hon.  Gentleman  has  raised,  but  I  must 

say  for  the  Government  that  we  prefer 

to  consider  this  question  from  a  practical 

rather  than   an  abstract  point  of  view. 

We  are  not  here  incidentally  to  revise 

and  reconsider  all  possible  objections  as 
to  who  ought  or  ought  not  to  be  quali- 
fied in  this  case.  We  have  in  this 
instance  followed  a  precedent  of  quite  a 
modem  character.  The  law  relating  to 
the  rights  of  women  in  municipal  elec- 
tions in  Scotland  is  so  recent  as  1881, 
and  constitutes  the  latest  decision  of 
Parliament  on  this  matter.  I  think  it 
would  be  unfortunate  if  we  were  inci- 
dentally to  enter  upon  this  question,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  excuse 
me  if  I  decline  to  do  so.  We  simply 
transfer  to  County  Council  elections 
what  we  find  to  be  the  existing  state  of 
the  law  in  regard  to  municipal  elections. 

*Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 

I  should  have  thought  that  of  all  female 

members  of   the  community  a  woman 

living    with     her    husband    was    most 

deserving  of  this  trust.     But  I    admit 

the  Lord  Advocate  has  slain  me  with 
my  own  weapon.  I  have  always  urged 
that  we  should  follow  the  precedent  of 
Municipal  Government ;  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  this  section  is  taken  from 
the  Municipal  Act,  and  I  will  not  persist. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  I  should 
have  been  content  to  avoid  all  difficulty 
of  discriminating  between  the  classes  of 
women  who  should  vote,  by  providing 
that  no  woman  should  vote  at  all.  But 
we  have  allowed  the  tide  to  advance  so 

JUr,  Campbell- Banner  man 


far,  and  can  only  make  a  barrier  to  pre- 
vent further  progress.  I  think  it  would 
be  better  to  get  over  the  diflBonlty  in  the 

way  suggested  by  the  ri^ht  hon.  Oentle- 
man,  though  possibly  dissensions  mighC 
arise  in  some  families  through  the  adop* 
tion  of  this  course.  I  remember  hearing 
of  a  case  in  America,  however,  in  which 
a  woman  stood  against  her  husband  as 
a  candidate  for  a  municipal  office. 
I  was  told  that  there  was  no  jar- 
ring over  family  duties,  I  asked 
who  won,  and  was  informed  that 
the  man  did.  I  was  not  surprised  at 
the  absence  of  dissensions,  for  if  the 
contest  had  gone  the  other  way,  diffi- 
culties might  have  arisen.  I  am  in  the 
hands  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Stirling  Burghs ;  if  he  does 
not  wish  to  press  the  matter,  I  am  sure 
I  have  no  desire  to. 

""Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddington):  I 
approach  this  question  in  a  position 
of  greater  freedom  and  less  respon- 
sibility  than  many  hon.  Members,  and 
I  deprecate  this  appeal  to  preoedent 
made  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
We  cannot  forget  it  is  only  a  short 
time  since  that  the  Government,  on 
the  question  of  free  education  —  not- 
withstanding the  example  set  them  by 
the  Front  Bench  opposite — chose  to 
throw  that  example  overboard  and  an- 
nounce that  the  precedent  was  not  bind- 
ing. We  have  advanced  on  many  ques- 
tions, and  I  believe  that  in  this  House 
we  have  advanced  in  our  conception  ol 
the  position  of  women,  particularly 
in  the  question  of  Local  Government, 
I  well  remember  a  speech  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  in  1885,  at  a 
time  when  he  was  a  candidate  for  the 
Eastern  Division  of  Edinburgh.  Some- 
body asked  him  if  he  were  prepared  to 
support  the  admission  of  women  to  the 
suffrage  in  a  form  proposed  in  a  Bill 
then  before  Parliament.  He  announced 
that  he  was  not,  because  the  proposition 
was  one  which  would  exclude  married 
women,  and  he  certainly  was  not  pre- 
pared to  exclude  from  the  franchise 
those  who  were  the  most  distinguished 
and  presumably  capable  of  their  sex. 
I  would  ask  why,  in  a  question  of  muni- 
cipal government  such  as  this — why  in 
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the    choice    of  the    electorate  for  the  expense  should  prevent  this  desirable 

County   Councils  —  we   should     select  reform  being  carried  out. 

single  women  and  refuse  the  suffrage  Amendment    proposed,    Sub-section 

to  married   women.     Of  all  subjects  m  (g).  at  end  of  sib-aivision  (i),  add  the 

which  women  are  interested  surely  it  is  following  sub-division- 

those  which  will  come  under  the  direction  ,.,  „„            .   .^    «    .  ^    ^.     a  i   xi. 

of  the  County  Councils.     I  do  not  know  .  ^^  ^^T^"^  v**^®  ^^'^7  T™n«««!? 

VI.  .uv  x^vuuKj  vyw»*uvwo.     *  wv  **vw  ^  vw  18  provided  a  qualifyiDg  penod  of  occupancy, 

What  course  my  right  hon.   Unend  m-  or  of  residency,  or  of  proprietorship  in  the  case 

tends    to  take,   but  I   shall  claim    my  of  an  occupier,  inhabitant  occupier,  lodger,  or 

right  to  press  this  matter  to  a  Division,  proprietor,  as  the  case  may  be,  a  period  of  throe 

.           ,.   .,    ,         A            ,,  months  shall  for  the  purposes  of  this  section  be 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  111;  read  in  each  case  in  substitution  for  any  period 

Noes  66. — (Div.  List,  No.  202.)  so  provided ;  and  any  occupier,  inhabitant  oc- 
cupier, lodger,  or  proprietor,  who  is  otherwise 

Mb.   SHIRESS    WILL  :    I     intend  qualified,  and  who  shall  have  fulfilled  such 

*»«!«    v«'aI1»    *^   ^^^^^^^   ♦!««.     A  »iA«iil  period,  shall  be  entitled  to  be  registered  in  the 

only    briefly    to   propose   the    Amend-  *;;ppieiientary  register  as  a  county  elector." 

ment  which  stands  in    my  name,  and  -,  ,        .,       ,„.       ,   j'„'«:^«  /:\  i:«^ 
T     v  11       X  X  1.         Tk-  •  •            1       T  Sub-section  (2),  sub-division  (j),  line 
I  shaU  not  take   a  Division   unless  i  qq^  ^^^^^  «  ^  p^^^  ^^  ^  woman  as  af ore- 
find  the  general  sense  of  the  Committee  said,"  insert — 
is  in    favour  of   so  doing.     The*  object  *<  And  every  occupier,  inhabitant  occupier, 

of  the  Amendment  is  not  to  alter  the  Jj^K®/'  ""^  PJ^P"?^''%Tv  "*  "^^  l^^'l  Y^^^ 

•  the  aforesaid  period  of  three  months,  but  who  IB 

Parliamentary    franchise,     but    merely  disqualified  for  being  so  registered  by  reason 

to   shorten   the    qualifying    period   for  ^^  ^°*  having  fulfilled  any  longer  period." 

voters  for  County  Councils.    At  present  Question  proposed,  **That  those  words 

the  qualifying  period   for  occupiers  is  ^®  *^®'®  added." 

twelve  months,  and   in  many  cases  it  Mr.  J.  P.  B.  EOBERTSON  :   It  is 

really  means  two  years,  for  unless   a  desirable    to    use    the    Parliamentary 

person  has  been  in  occupation  a  year  franchise  as   the  basis  of  the  County 

prior  to  the  date  of  making  his  claim  he  Council  register.  That  has  already  been 

gains  no  qualification.   Now,  I  hold  that  decided  by  the  Committee,  and  I  must 

these    long    periods   of   residence    are  point  out  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 

absolutely  unnecessary  as  safeguards  in  ber  for  Montrose  that  his  Amendment 

order  to  put  upon  the  register  those  who  would  render  the  forming  of  the  Parlia- 

are    interested    in  the  welfare  of  the  mentary  register  a  mere  formality.    The 

county  and  are  fit  persons  to  exercise  Parliamentary     register    contains    no 

,,         ...          -      ,,          T^  .  suggestion  of  persons  who  have  only 

the  privilege  of  voting.    It  is  necessary  ^^Sded  for  three  months  in  a  district. 

for  men  employed  in  many  trades  and  How,    in    the    case   of  three  months' 

industries  to  migrate  from  one  part  of  a  residents,  could  it  be  ascertained  whe- 

county  to  another,  and  I  desire  that,  as  ther  the  rates  have  been  paid  ?    The 

far  as  possible,  this  unavoidable  removal  proposal  would    lead    to   nothing  but 

shall  not  disqualify  men   from  voting,  confusion,  and  I  greatly  deprecate  its 

Some  go  the  length  of  holding  that  a  acceptance  by  the  Committee. 

man  shall  be  able  to  carry  his  citizen-  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 
ship  and  the  right  of  votmg  on  his  back 

just  as    he    carries    his    certificate  of  *Mr.   LYELL  :     In    proposing    the 

personal  character.     I  for  one  see  no  Amendment  which  stands  in  my  name,  I 

reason  why5t  s^^uld  not  be  so ;  but  I  do  ^j.^  to  point  out  that  the  pubUcation  of 

not  go  the  length  of  proposing  that,   I,.,     -.        -a^i     j-  v 

suggest,  instead,  a  residence  of  three  ^^ts  of  voters  in  ScoUand  is  much  more 

months  anterior  to  the  date  of  registra-  restricted  than  it  is  in  England.      In 

tion  as  a  qualifying  period.     It  may  be  Scotland,    as    far    as    my    experience 

urged  that  this  will  entail  making  some  goes,     the    lists    are    only   posted   on 

bJ^^bS  t\^:'TX^^:^  '^^v^^^'  ^'  ^^«  T'"\  "^""^  ''^^ 

register,  and  I  do  not  think  a  trifling  ^^    *°y    <>»«    ^^^    desires    to    see 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,    for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  G.  Campbell)  will 


*'That  the  Clause  be  read 
time." 


Mb.    J.    B.   BALFOUE  :     I  think 

that    the    proposal    contained    in   this 

clause  is  entirely  at  variance  with  the 

principle  of  the  representation  of  the 

People  Act,  1884,  in  which  the  service 

franchise  was  first  introduced,  I  think  it 

will  be  most  unfortunate  if  the  gift  of 

the  franchise  has  attached  to  it  a  quali- 

cation   of  relieving    the    master    of  a 

share  of  the  rates,   and  I  venture  to 

suggest  that  under  this  proposed  clause 

there  will  be  a  great  inducement  for 

employers  to  exact  the  rates.  I  am  not 
going  to  re-argue  this  point,  for  in  the 
Second  Heading  Debate  we  fully  dis- 
cussed the  point  whether  it  was  right  to 
make  the  payment  of  rates  a  condition 
of  the  purchase.  If  a  servant  is  to  be 
rated,  let  him  be  rated,  but  do  not  say 
he  shall  not  be  rated ;  but  if  he  votes 
then,  he  shall  relieve  his  master  of  a 
share  of  the  rates. 

Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire) :  I  do  not  think  we  can  allow  the 
Amendment  to  pass  in  this  way,  for  it  is  a 
most  important  one,  and  affects  the  rural 
population  of  Scotland  in  a  most  serious 
manner.  I  happen  to  represent  an 
agricultural  constituency,  in  which  out 
of  6,000  voters  there  are  some  2,000 
service  franchise  holders.  Now,  Sir,  if 
this  proposal  of  the  Lord  Advocate  is 

carried,  it  will  interfere  seriously  with 
their  power  of  exercising  the  franchise 
for  these  County  Councils.  I  do  entreat 
the  Government  to  reconsider  their 
position  in  regard  to  this  matter,  and 
on  Monday  to  say  the  service  franchise 
holder  under  the  County  Council  shall 
be  as  free  as  those  on  the  Parliamentary 
register.  I,  therefore,  move  to  report 
Progress. 

Question,  '*  That  the  Chairman  report 
Progress  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

COUNCIL  OF  INDIA  BILL.     (No.  281.) 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  POR  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gorst, 
Chatham) :    I  hope  the  hon.  Member 


a   second    allow  the  Council  of  India  Bill  to  be 
read  a  second  time. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  No,  Sir.  This 
is  a  very  important  Bill,  and  I  will  not 
consent  to  have  it  read  a  second  time 
without  discussion. 


Second  Reading  deferred  till  Monday 
next. 

CRUELTY  TO  CHILDREN  PREVENTION 
BILL.    (No.  87.) 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read,  and 
discharged: — Bill  re-committed,  in  re- 
spect of  a  new  Clause  (Expenses  of  pro- 
secution). 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

The  ATTORNEr  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight):  I 
beg  to  move  the  new  clause  of  wliaoh 
I  have  given  notice. 

New  clause  (Expenses  of  Prosecution) 
page  6,  after  Clause  9 — 

y  Whore  a  misdemeanour  under  thia  Act  is 
tried  on  indictment,  the  expenses  of  the  prose- 
cution shall  be  defrayed  in  like  manner  as  in 
the  case  of  a  felony.*'— (5'iV  R,  WehtUr,) 

Question,  '*  That  this  Clause  be  read 
a  second  time,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  '<  That  this  Clause  be  added 
to  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  reported. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright* 
side) :  I  trust  the  House  will  allow  this 
Bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

Question,  <*  That  this  Bill  be  read  & 
third  time,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY  BILL.    (No.  20.) 

Order  for  Committee  read,  and  dis* 
charged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT  (1888) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.    (No.  193.) 

Lords'  Amendments  to  be  considered 
upon  Thursday  next,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  331.] 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 

after  Twelve  o'dock  tfll 

Monday  next. 
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PALATINE  COURT  OF  DURHAM  BILL. 

(No.  71.) 
Oommons  Amendment  to  be  printed. 
(No.  169.) 

CBUELTY  TO  CHILDREN  PREVENTION 

BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1% 
and  to  be  printed.  (No.  160.) 

IRELAND  (GWEEDORE  AND  OLPHERT 

ESTATES). 

♦The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  :  My  Lords, 
it  will  probably  be  in  the  recollection  of 
almost  all  the  Members  of  this  House, 
that  among  the  theatrical  exhibitions 
and  eviotionB  of  tenants  in  Ireland  got 
up  by  the  Land  League  there  was  the 
case  of  Mr.  Olphert,  in  the  County  of 
Doneg^.  I  have  no  personal  knowledge 
of  Mr.  Olphert,  who  is  a  quiet  country 
ffentleman,  known  apparently  to  very 
few.  Indeed,  it  was  not  until  yesterday 
that  I  oould  find  a  single  friend  of  my 
own  who  had  ever  seen  Mr.  Olphert, 
and  that  friend  was  an  officer  of  a  regi- 
ment who  had  been  stationed  in  the 
neighbourhood.  But  I  have  chosen  to 
bring  this  case  before  your  Lordships 
for  two  reasons  mainly.  The  first  is 
that  the  circumstances  of  Mr.  Olphert's 
oases  are  typical  of  the  whole  agrarian 
history  and  condition  of  Ireland.  It  is 
a  dean-out  case,  and  all  the  circum- 
Btanoes  are  typical  of  the  difficulties  with 
which  we  have  to  deal.  The  second 
reason  is  that  in  regard  to  this  case  we 
haye  unosually  adequate  and  complete 
information,  inasmuch  as — in  addition 


to    recent     facts  —  the     circumstances 
of     Mr.    Olphert's     estate,     and    the 
much    more    celebrated    neighbouring 
estate  of  Lord  George  Hill,  were  investi- 
gated by  a  strong  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons  30  years  ago.  The  evidence 
taken  before  that  Committee  went  back 
to  the  beginning  of  the  century,  and 
the  history  of  Ireland,  alas!   gives  us 
equally  full  information  in  regard  to  the 
centuries  preceding.     I  need  not  now 
repeat    in    detail    the     well  -  known 
facts    concerning    the    congested   dis- 
tricts of  the  West  of  Ireland.     There 
is  a  larfi;e  population  on  comparatively 
poor  soil,  though  not  so  poor  by  itself 
as  exhausted  by  bad  cultivation.     Tou 
have  there  a  tenantry    of   which    the 
large  majority  is  mostly  upon  holdings 
under  £4  a  year  rent.    You  have  the 
wretched  cabins  and  all  the  characteris- 
tics which  give  to  persons  coming  from 
other  parts  of  this  country  the  idea  of 
abject  poverty.     But,    my  Lords,   you 
have  also  a  most   extraordinary  con- 
dition of  ignorance  among   the  people, 
and  I    must  say  I  am  surprised  that 
public  attention  has    not    been    more 
called  to  the  evidence  of  that  ignorance. 
This  was  illustrated  by  the  great  num- 
ber of  illiterate  voters  at  the  last  general 
election,  and  illiterate  voters  are  men  so 
utterly  ignorant  that  they  cannot  even 
fill  up  the  simple  form  which  the  Ballot 
Act  requires,  without  being  coached  by 
somebody    to    see  after  their    voting. 
Now,  my  Lords,  in  England  and  Wales 
out  of  2,500,000  voters  there  wens  only 
38,000  illiterates  at  the  last  election, 
whereasout  of  194,000  voters  in  Ireland 
there  were  no  fewer  than  36,752  illiter- 
ates ;  and  for  the  County  of  Donegal  out 
of  6,300  voters  as  many  as  3,2 14,  or  more 
than  half,  were  illiterates.     That  is  to 
say,  my  Lords,   that  in  the  County  of 
Donegal  more  than  half  the  voters  who 
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send  Members  to  Parliament  were  men 
80  absolutely  ignorant  that  they  oould 
not  fill  in  the  simple  ballot  forms. 
These  are  the  men  who  wish  to  dictate 
how  we  are  to  reform  the  British  Consti- 
tution. You  actually  have  in  the 
counties  of  Ireland  a  number  of  abso- 
lutely ignorant  voters,  sufficient  to 
return  the  whole  of  the  Members  by  a 
majority.  A  friend  of  mine  to  whom  I 
pointed  this  out  some  time  ago,  re- 
marked that  with  all  the  schools  now 
existing  it  was  impossible  that  there 
could  be  so  large  a  proportion  of  illiter- 
ates, and  he  added — 

"  I  will  give  you  the  explanation.  These 
men  are  not  illiterates,  but  the  priests  want  to 
see  how  they  vote.  They  get  them  to  put 
down  their  names  as  illiterates,  and  by  that 
means  under  the  Ballot  Act  the  Land  Leaguers 
and  the  priests  see  that  their  victims  vote  us 
they  like." 

I  say  distinctly,  my  Lords,  that  for  these 
people  the  benefits  of  the  ballot  do  not 
exist.     They  vote  under  the  leadership 
and    compulsion    of     the      organized 
societies  of  Ireland.      That    is   a  very 
strikiog  fact  in  regard  to  the  condition 
of  these  people,  and  it  is  not  surprising 
that  people  who  are  so  grossly  illiterate 
should  also  be  ignorant  of  the  common 
laws  of  cultivation.     Now  the  question 
naturally     arises,     **  Why    are     these 
people  so  miserably  poor  and  illiterate?" 
The  condition  of  these  people  is  held 
up  all  over  Europe  to  the   **  intelligent 
foreigner,"  by  whose  opinion  Mr.  Glad- 
stone would  have  us  to  be  guided,  as  a 
?roof  of  the  evil  results  of  British  rule, 
wish  to  show  your  Lordships  that,  in 
regard  to  Donegal,  there  is  no  proof 
that  the  ignorance  and  poverty  of  the 
people,  or  the  condition  of  the  country, 
are  due  to  British  rule.     They  are  due 
to  native  Irish  habits ;  and  that  is  one 
of  the  questions  I  wish  to  deal  with  to- 
night.    Before  I  proceed  to  give  your 
Lordships   details  with  regard  to   Mr. 
Olphert's  estate,  you   must  remember, 
in  considering  the  causes  which  have 
led  to  this  condition  of  the  people,  that 
Donegal    was    the    longest    and    the 
latest  homo   of  the  purest  Irish  bar- 
barism.    I    am    not    using    the    word 
in    an    offensive    sense.     I    am    now 
speaking    literally   of  historical  facts. 
I  mean  that  this  par^  of  Ireland  is  the 
latest  home  of  that  general  condition  of 
the  Celtic  tribes  throughout  the  Middle 
Ages,    and    almost    down  to  our  own 
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time,  which  is  admitted  by  all  to  have 
been  barbarous,  a  barbarism  ezeaipli-^ 
fied  by  the  still  desolate  condition  of  the 
people  in  the  North- West  of  Ireland, 
from    Donegal  southwards    along  the- 
coast.        My     noble     Friend,      Lord 
Granville,     delivered    a    pleasant    and 
jovial    speech    recently    in    the    Qity 
of    Bochester,  and    expressed  a   hope 
that    in     a    short     time    we     should 
see    the    end    of    the    great    quarrel 
between  England  and  Ireland,  which 
had    now    lasted    700     years.      That 
is    a    very   pretty    point   for    a   per* 
oration  ;  but  I  think  it  shows  consider- 
able ignorance  of  the  history  of  Ireland. 
I  deny  the  historical  fact  that  there  hae 
been  any  quarrel  between  England  and 
Ireland  for  700  years.     I  challenge  my 
noble  Friend  to  produce  a  single  case 
since  the  invasion  of  Strongbow  in  the 
12th    century    where    English    troops 
operated  in  Ireland  without  the  alliance 
and  assistance  of  great  Irish  tribes,  who 
were  as  much  entitled  to  represent  the 
interests      of     the    Irish     people     as 
were    the    other     tribes    with    whoox 
they  warred.     It  was  no  quarrel  be- 
tween England  and  Ireland,  as  my  noble 
Friend  said.     Ireland  was  invaded  by 
Strongbow  at  the  invitation  of  a  larg^ 
part    of   the    Irish    people;   and    one 
of  the   most  Irish  historians    of    Ire- 
land    (Mr.     Prendergast)    says     that 
really  the  English  came    into  Ireland 
with  the  sanction  of  the  Pope,  were  re- 
ceived by  the  Irish  Bishops,   acknow- 
ledged by  the  Irish  people,  and  accepted 
by  them  as  having  a  superior  organiza- 
tion.   Now,  my  Lords,  passing  on  ttouk 
that  point,  I  want  to  call  your  attention. 
to  another  point  in  this  condition  of  the 
Irish  people,  much  older  than  700  years. 
The  other  day  I  saw  in  a  bookseller's 
catalogue    a    book    called    I%e  High^ 
lands     of     Donegal^     and     I    thouffht 
it     might     give     some     infonnatLon 
with   regard    to    the  condition    which 
still  survives  in  this  part  of  Ireland* 
According  to  that  author,  the  history 
of   Ireland    begins     soon     after    the; 
time  of  the  Ark,  and  some  of  the  inci- 
dents he  narrates  must  have  been  con- 
temporary with  Abraham.    But  there  ia 
one  series  of  events   which  my  noble 
Friend   has   perhaps   never    hbard  of, 
which  is  a  great  deal  older  than  the 
alleged  quarrel  between  England  and 
Ireland,  and  that  is  the  quarrel  between. 
the  O'Donnells  and  the  O'Neills.    That 
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quarrel  seems  to  have  began  somewhere 
about  the  year  405  a.d.,  and  this 
author  is  fully  con6rmed  by  others  in 
saying  that  the  quarrel  and  bloodshed 
between  these  brother  Irishmen  with 
allied  septs  went  on  with  few  intervals 
until  the  end  of  the  16th  century  and 
covered  the  country  with  desolation.  I 
affirm  positively,  as  an  historical  fact, 
that  the  misery  and  poverty  of  the 
North- West  of  Ireland  up  to  the  be- 

S'nning  of  the  1 7th  eentury  were  abso- 
tely  and  entirely  due  to  the  extermi- 
nating wars  of  these  Irish  tribes.  There 
was  hardly  any  interference  on  the  part 
of  England.  I  do  not  know  whether 
any  of  your  Lordships  have  noticed  the 
curious  account  given  by  the  Poet 
Southey  in  his  Commonplace  Book  in 
regard  to  the  annals  of  Ireland.  It  is 
contained  in  a  series  of  Latin  words — 
Conflagratio — vastalio  —  devastatio — pra- 
datio — •praliaj  &c.  **  Behold,"  says  the 
author,  ''in  these  words,  borne  out 
everywhere  in  this  book,  the  history  of 
the  Island  of  the  Saints."  And  that, 
my  Lords,  is  literally  true.  It  was 
the  O'Donneils,  the  O'Connors,  and 
the  O'Neills,  with  their  intertribal 
wars,  who  kept  the  people  of  the 
North 'West  of  Lreland  for  centuries  in  a 
condition  of  poverty  and  ignorance  from 
which  they  have  never  emerged.  Of 
the  whole  of  the  17th  century  we  have 
a  fidl  and  accurate  account.  It  was  a 
miserable  century,  only  relieved  by  the 
two  great  plantations  which  took  place 
under  James  I.  and  William  ill., 
which  took  place  in  the  North  and 
centre  of  Ireland.  I  know  the  planta- 
tions are  often  spoken  of  as  among  the 
great  wrongs  of  Ireland,  in  spite  of  the 
evidence  that  the  plantation  of  Ulster 
was  eminently  successful,  and  that  the 
prosperity  and  industry  now  centred  in 
Belfast  are  largely  due  to  that  planta- 
tion. The  idea  of  a  plantation,  although 
stranee  to  us  and  foreign  to  modem 
practice,  is  by  no  means  peculiar  to 
Ireland.  During  the  whole  of  the 
Middle  Ages  there  were  similar  planta- 
tions. In  Scotland  one  of  the  greatest 
of  our  early  Kings  planted  the  whole  of 
the  North-East  Coast,  from  the  mouth  of 
the  Spey  to  the  Tay,  now  so  rich  and 
floxuisninff,  with  settlers  of  Anglo- 
Saxon  and  Norman  blood,  driving  out 
the  Celtic  inhabitants  as  at,  that  time 
irreclaimable.  A  population  of  mixed 
blood  was  thus  let  in,  precisely  as  was 


done  in  Ireland.  In  fact,  the  planta- 
tions both  in  Ireland  and  Scotland 
have  been  eminently  successful.  It  ia 
estimated  that  at  the  end  of  the  17th 
century  the  population  of  Ireland  did 
not  exceed  1,200,000,  and  except  for 
the  plantations,  the  whole  country  was 
absolutely  waste.  It  had  not  recovered 
from  'the  devastating  wars  of  its  own 
people.  At  the  end  of  the  next — the^ 
eighteenth — century  the  population  had 
actually  increased  to  5,200,000 — an 
increase  enormously  rapid.  It  may  be 
said  that  the  last  century  made 
Ireland  what  it  is.  I  want  to  ask 
the  House,  and  my  noble  Friends 
who  accuse  the  English  Government  of 
malversation  in  Ireland,  ^how  far  it  is 
true  that  during  the  18th  century  we  can 
trace  any  part  of  the  miseries  of  Ire- 
land to  the  English  Government  ?  There 
are  two  great  classes  of  measures  which 
are  laid  to  the  charge  of  the  English 
Government.  First,  there  are  the  penal 
laws  against  Eoman  Catholics;  and,, 
secondly,  the  laws  restricting  the  trade 
of  the  country.  Now,  my  Lords,  I  do 
not  wish  to  dwell  upon  the  political  or 
religious  aspect  of  the  penal  laws.  I, 
myself,  belong  to  a  Church  and  people 
which  have  been  in  derce  antagonism 
with  the  Church  of  Home.  But  I 
should  have  grieved  if  any  Member  of 
this  House  who  belongs  to  the  Latin 
Church  should  suppose  that  I  wish  to 
speak  of  those  laws  in  the  spirit  of 
relieious  controversy.  I  have  no  such 
feelmg  personally.  I  acknowledge  that 
the  I^tin  Church  has  been  the  mother 
of  some  of  the  greatest  men  who  have 
ever  lived  in  this  or  in  other  countries. 
I  wish  also  to  remember  that  at  the 
present  moment  on  the  Continent  of 
Europe,  where  Liberalism  is  unfortu- 
nately caking  a  direction  and  an  attitude 
of  hostility  to  all  authority  and  to  all 
religion,  and  indeed  over  a  large  part 
of  the  Christian  world,  the  Bomau 
Catholic  Church,  imder  whatever  cir- 
cumstances of  weakness,  and  of  pre- 
judice, is  the  only  body  which  is  hold- 
ing up  before  the  eyes  of  men  the 
everlasting  standard  of  the  Cross.  But,, 
speaking  historically,  I  desire  to  appeal 
to  any  of  my  own  friends  who  may 
happen  to  belong  to  that  Church  ta 
admit  it  as  an  imquestionable  fact  that 
for  200  years  the  Eoman  Catholic 
CHiurch  was  the  great  organized  enemy 
and  the  constant  conspirator  against  the 
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liberties  of  England.  I  wish  also  to  re- 
mind my  noble  Friends  that  the  penal 
laws  were  made  by  the  Liberal  Party  of 
that  day.  The  Koman  Catholic  Party 
was  the  Tory  Party  of  those  days, 
and  it  was  the  Party  which  repre- 
sented the  Liberalism  of  that  time, 
which  was  the  anti- Catholic  Party, 
which  imposed  the  penal  laws.  I  say, 
further,  that  the  penal  laws  were  not  so 
much  laws  against  religion  as  against 
a  politiocd  danger.  This  is  a  fact 
which  Arthur  Young,  who  was  very 
severe  against  these  laws  and  was 
inclined  to  exaggerate  their  economic 
effects,  seems  to  have  overlooked. 
For  Arthur  Young  mentions,  almost 
as  a  reproach,  inveighing  against 
these  laws,  that  during  that  century 
the  Protestant  landowners  were  in  the 
habit  of  giving  sites  for,  arnd  subscribing 
to,  Boman  Catholic  chapels,  or,  as  they 
were  then  called,  Mass  Houses,  for  the 
people,  while  at  the  same  time  they  were 
hypocritically  supporting  the  penal 
laws.  My  Lords,  there  was  no 
hyprocrisy  in  the  matter.  Those  laws 
were  directed  against  a  political  danger, 
and  not  against  a  religion ;  and  it  is  an 
undoubted  fact  that  the  Protestant 
landlords  were  in  the  habit  all  through 
that  century  of  subscribing  to  the 
Catholic  chapels.  We  have  another 
testimony  as  to  the  real  character  of 
the  penal  laws.  Mr.  Pitt,  in  his  famous 
letter  to  George  III.,  which  urged  upon 
that  Sovereign  the  concession  of  Catholic 
Emancipation,  points  out  that  the  penal 
laws  were  directed  againt  a  g^eat  Catho- 
lic conspiracy,  but  that,  the  times  having 
completely  changed,  there  was  no  longer 
any  danger  from  that  conspiracy,  and 
therefore  that  Catholic  emancipation 
ought  to  be  granted.  But  now,  turn- 
ing to  the  economic  effect  of  the  penal 
laws,  I  ask  your  Lordships  whe- 
ther it  is  true  that  the  poverty  of  the 
Irish  people  can  be  attributed  to 
these  laws  ?  When  I  had  the  honour  of 
being  one  of  those  who  recommended 
the  legislation  of  1870  to  your  Lord- 
ships, I  stated  that  there  was  one  indirect 
effect  of  the  penal  laws  which  had  some 
oonnection  with  the  agrarian  condition 
of  Ireland.  In  1774,  when  Mr.  Burke 
drew  up  the  famous  Petition  of  the 
Catholics,  he  used  this  remarkable  argu- 
ment. I  do  not  quote  the  exact  words, 
but  the  substance  was  this  : — 
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''You  have  not  enforced  these  laws;  you 
have  administered  them  most  liberally;  ont 
there  are  some  of  these  laws  which  are  ante- 
matic  in  their  action,  it  does  not  require  you 
to  put  them  into  motion." 

One  of  the  effects,  as  I  stated  in  1870, 
was  that  the  penal  laws  prevented 
Boman  Catholics  from  having  benefioal 
leases,  and  the  tendency  of  this  dis- 
ability was  to  induce  Protestant  land- 
owners to  give  larg^  tracts  of  oounti^ 
to  middlemen  for  sub-letting  to  the  Irian 
people.  I  am  now  satisfied  that  the 
penal  laws  had  little  to  do  with  this 
result.  Catholics  could  hold  leaaee 
for  31  years.  Now,  that  is  a 
longer  period  than  is  usually  given  to 
tenants  in  Scotland,  and  I  am  now 
thoroughly  convinced  that  the  penal 
laws  have  had  very  little  to  do  with  the 
present  condition  of  the  peasantry  of 
Ireland.  Then  it  is  to  be  remembered 
that  the  penal  laws  had  vanished  by 
1780 ;  the  last  20  years  of  the  centoxy 
were  entirely  free  from  them,  and 
therefore,  so  far  as  that  influence 
is  concerned,  Ireland  was  as  free 
from  it  as  Scotland.  I  yentnre 
to  say  that  almost  the  entire  ag^oal« 
tural  progress  of  Scotland  has  been 
since  1780,  and  there  has  been  nothing, 
so  far  as  the  penal  laws  were  con- 
cerned, to  prevent  the  same  advance  on 
the  part  of  Ireland.  Now,  my  LordSi 
turning  to  the  laws  in  restriction  of 
trade,  every  one  of  us  now  speaks  of 
them  as  almost  insane;  and  we  hold 
much  the  same  with  regard  to  the  whole 
protective  system.  I  wish  to  point  out 
to  your  Lordships  that  the  laws  against 
trade  in  Ireland  were  nothing  whatCTer 
but  what  was  being  enacted  m  England 
and  Scotland  in  regard  to  bounties  and 
every  kind  of  protection.  At  that  time 
what  were  called  the  commercial 
"  liberties "  of  our  country  con- 
sisted in  having  exclusive  possession 
of  a  certain  territory;  and  all  the 
boroughs  of  Scotland  were  fighting 
against  each  other  for  this  ezdosiTe 
possession.  It  was  a  general  delnaioii 
all  over  the  world  at  tiiat  period  that 
those  protection  laws  were  for  the  flTOod 
of  the  country  which  had  them,  ^ut 
here,  again,  bad  as  they  were,  u 
affecting  Ireland,  they  were  all  abolished 
about  the  same  period — 1780.  MoreovCTi 
we  must  remember,  with  regard  to  the 
agricultural  condition  of  Irelandi  fbiqr 
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nerorexisted  at  all — that  Free  Trade  had 
been  admitted  aince  the  very  beginning 
of  the  reign  of  George  I.,  and  at  the 
end  of  the  century  the  proyisions  ex- 
ported from  Ireland  amounted  in  value 
to  something  like  £1,200,000.  Now, 
on  the  other  hand,  I  wish  to  call 
your  Lordships'  attention  to  the  action 
of  the  Irish  Parliament.  It  is  all 
very  well  to  talk  about  England 
not  haying  then  adopted  the  doctrine 
of  Free  Trade.  Had  Ireland  adopted 
it?  Ireland  did  not  know  the  ccuam- 
ities  which  would  be  entailed  by  the 
absurd  system  of  bounties.  Let  me 
give  your  Lordships  a  few  dates.  In 
1707  the  Irish  Parliament  gave  a  g^eat 
bounty  upon  the  export  of  corn  in  order 
to  stimulate  tillage.  When  Arthur 
Toung  was  in  Ireland  he  said  that  the 
great  mistake  was  that  Ireland  had  too 
much  tillage ;  that  the  Western  part  of 
Ireland  contained  some  of  the  richest 
pasturage  in  the  world,  was  capable  of 
turning  out  the  finest  cattle  and  sheep, 
but  the  land  was  ruined  by  this  miser- 
able cultivation.  To  what  was  this 
tillage  due?  To  the  fact  that  bounties 
were  ffiven  to  the  Irish  farmer  by 
the  Insh  Parliament.  In  1707  heavy 
bounties  were  given  for  the  export  of 
gprain.  In  1727  the  Irish  Parliament 
passed  a  compulsory  law  that  every 
proprietor  should  have  5  per  cent  of  his 
land  in  tillage,  whether  it  consisted  of 
the  richest  pasture  or  not.  In  1756 
there  was  a  large  increase  in  the  bounty. 
Then  came  an  Act  of  the  Dublin  Par- 
liament, which  seems  to  me  to  be 
the  very  highest  act  of  Protectionist 
stupidity,  giving  a  large  bounty  upon 
com  brought  to  Dublin  by  land,  not  by 
ship.  This  bounty  was  put  in  the  form 
of  so  much  a  mile,  so  that  the  corn 
grown  in  the  most  distant  and  wretched 
part  of  Ireland  paid  better  than  com 
grown  in  the  best  and  nearest  part. 
Arthur  Toung  says  he  saw  ships  in 
Cork  lying  empty,  while  a  vast  number 
of  horses  were  being  yoked  to  enormous 
wagons  to  carry  the  grain  inland. 
That  was  the  true  state  of  the  country, 
which  we  are  told  suffered  from  English 
trade  protection  laws  !  Well,  my  Lords, 
what  was  the  result  ?  The  result  was 
that  pasture  was  damaged,  the  land  was 
wasted,  and  in  the  remotest  parts  enor- 
mous mills  were  raised,  costing  as  much 
as  £20,000  a  piece  simply  to  grind  com ; 
and  the  most  wretched  grain  mixed  up 


with  sand  and  gravel,  and  every  sort 
of  impurity  was  carried  to  them  at  this 
enormous  expense  to  receive  those 
bounties.  The  poor  people  were  stimu- 
lated and  encouraged  by  an  enormous 
bribe  to  cut  up  their  best  land  for  a 
miserable  cultivation.  And,  my  Lords, 
I  believe  it  was  at  that  time,  and  under 
the  operation  of  this  wretched  legislation, 
that  a  process  which  I  never  heard  of  in 
any  otner  country  was  adopted,  what  is 
called  **  burning  the  land."  As  your 
Lordships  know,  there  are  in  certain 
parts  of  the  country  tracts  of  peat- moss, 
which  is  set  fire  to,  and  so  brought 
down  to  a  lower  level,  and  I  believe 
that  is  sometimes  necessary  or  ad- 
vantageous. What  those  poor  Irish  pea- 
sants were  encouraged  to  do  by  their  own 
Parliament  was  to  break  up  the  finest 
land,  and  then  to  set  the  turf  on  fire  and 
spread  the  ashes  over  the  surface.  I 
believe  that  some  of  the  best  land  in 
Ireland  has  not  yet  recovered  from  this 
desolating  operation.  At  last  what  the 
peasantry  had  been  indirectly  encouraged 
m  doing  was  stopped  by  direct  pro- 
hibition. I  have  now  in  my  hand  a 
list  of  Statutes  passed  by  the  Irish 
Parliament  imposing  heavy  penalties 
for  burning  the  land ;  but  so  long  did 
that  habit  continue  that  there  is  a 
gentleman  now  living  in  Manchester 
who  states  that  in  his  childhood  he 
remembers  the  whole  heavens  aglow 
from  the  burning  of  the  land.  Now,  my 
Lords,  I  do  not  think  t)ie  Irish  people 
have  much  ground  to  blame  us  in  this 
country  for  not  having  been  well  up  to 
the  doctrines  of  Free  Trade  at  that  time 
when,  for  so  long  a  period,  by  these 
bounties,  the  whole  people  were  encour- 
aged to  place  the  land  under  tillage  of 
the  most  wasteful  character.  When  the 
Irish  Parliament  became  independent 
in  1783  they  increased  the  bounties  on 
tillage,  and  Arthur  Young  says  that  the 
poor  people  were  induced  to  indulge 
in  tillage  in  the  most  wasteful  form. 
Then,  again,  as  regards  the  tenure  of 
land,  there  can  be  no  greater  or  grosser 
delusion  than  that  the  old  Irish  systems 
of  tenure  were  more  favourable  to 
the  tenant  than  the  English  system. 
The  Irialx  chiefs  or  landlords  lived  upon 
their  tenants.  They  did  not  exact 
money  from  them  because  there  was  no 
money  at  that  time;  but  they  exacted 
from  them,  in  the  shape  of  produce  and 
services,  the  utmost  that  the  poverty 
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of  the  tenants  would  admit.  The  Eng- 
lish Government  for  centuries  endea- 
voured to  remedy  that  miserable  state 
of  things.  They  said  to  the  feudal 
lords — 

"Whatever  you  do,  for  Heaven's  sake  fix 
your  rents  ;  do  not  let  them  be  g^ven  in  ser- 
vices of  an  uncertain  character ;  do  not  exact 
from  the  tenants  coig:n  and  livery.  Fix  your 
rents ;  that  is  what  is  done  in  England  and 
Scotland  ;  do  you  the  same." 

My  Lords,  it  is  a  gross  delusion  that  the 
land  in  Ireland  has  suffered  from  any- 
thing that  has  been  done  by  England. 
Donegal  is  one  of  those  district  in  Ire- 
land which  was  long  under  the  desola- 
ting conditions  of  Irish  feudalism.  Fart 
of  it  had  been  affected  by  these  absurd 
bounties  upon  corn,  and  one  of  the  last 
Acts  of  the  Irish  Parliament  when  they 
were  dealing  with  the  coasting  trade  was 
to  fix  a  point  in  the  County  of  Donegal 
at  which  the  bounties  should  stop. 

And  now,  my  Lords,  I  come  to 
the  question  of  this  particular  Olphert 
ostate.  Two  great  events  happened 
to  those  poor  people  of  Donegal 
to  relieve  them  from  the  misery  which 
they  had  lain  under  for  so  many 
oenturies.  In  1837  Lord  George  Hill, 
a  man  of  Anglo-Norman  descent,  not  a 
native  Celt,  out  of  pure  benevolence 
bought  a  large  district  of  the  country 
and  determined  to  devote  his  time  and 
his  wealth  to  the  improvement  of  the 
people.  The  other  event  was  that  about 
the  same  year  Mr.  Olphert  succeeded  to 
his  estate,  and  I  believe  that  without 
interruption  he  has  lived  among  his 
people  ever  since — tliat  is,  for  half  a 
century.  What  was  the  first  step  these 
two  men  took  ?  Lord  Greorge  Hill  and 
Mr.  Olphert  both  found  their  estates 
occupied  in  the  old  traditional  Irish 
system  of  rundale.  There  are  some 
noble  Lords  who  may  know  what  run- 
dale  is  by  name,  but  who  have  never 
seen  it,  and  have  no  conception  of  the 
effect  it  had  upon  the  Hoidal  and  agricul- 
tural condition  of  the  people.  I  have 
seen  it  and  have  dealt  with  it  upon  my 
own  estate.  Hundale  i^  a  system  by 
which  no  man  has  any  continuous  pos- 
session of  any  bit  of  land.  The  town- 
land,  the  farm,  the  hoMing,  or  whatever 
it  may  be,  is  cut  u}*  into  a  thousand 
pieces.  Each  bit  may  h*^  no  bigger  than 
the  Woolsack  on  which  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  sits.  Kach  of  these 
belongs  to  a  separate  uiau  for  one  year. 
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They  oast  lots  for  the  yarionB  plots  eveiy 
year.  No  man  can  secure  that  he  ahaU 
hold  his  plot  for  two  years.  Well,  my 
Lords,  you  see  the  effect  of  that  at  once. 
Under  such  a  system  there  can  be  no  im- 
proved agriculture ;  no  selection  of  cattle 
or  sheep.  Everything  is  in  common.  There 
is  at  present  a  vag^e  feeling  in  favour  of 
community  of  management.  A  sort  of  com- 
munistic breath  is  in  the  air.  My  Lords, 
the  facts  of  nature  and  the  laws  of  God 
are  against  this  system  and  condemn 
it.  Brains  are  individual,  thrift  is 
individual,  everything  is  individual, 
which  raises  man  above  the  level  of  the 
beasts,  and  I  rejoice  to  see  evidence  in 
the  literature  of  the  present  day,  in  such 
works  as  Krapotkin's  account  of  the 
village  communities  of  Bussia  and 
Lavelaye's  account  of  ''The  Balkan 
Peninsula,"  that  individualism  is  forc- 
ing its  way — aye,  even  to  the  plains  of 
India,  on  the  banks  of  the  Ganges^- 
through  those  ancient  and  sleepy  old 
agricultural  communities.  This  irresist- 
ible influence  is  due  to  the.  communi- 
cation of  ideas,  to  the  rise  of  indi- 
vidual aspirations  for  a  higher  state 
of  being.  These  are  breaking  up 
the  village  communities  all  over  the 
world,  and  putting  an  end  to  the 
wretched  communal  system.  But  in  Ire- 
land— and  I  want  to  direct  your  Lord- 
ships' attention  to  this — upon  these yery 
estates  the  change  was  effectedby  the  will 
and  influence  of  one  man.  Nobody  but 
the  landlord  could  do  it ;  and  the  landlord 
did  it  by  exercising  the  full  power  and  in- 
fluence of  ownership  as  known  through 
the  civilized  world.  Nothing  else,  I 
believe,  could  have  done  it.  The  poor 
people  are  enmeshed  in  a  web  of  custom 
coming  down  through  many  centuries* 
There  is  no  individualism  possible.  If 
one  man  tries  to  move,  he  is  check- 
mated by  all  his  neighbours.  I  heard 
the  other  day  of  a  case  in  which  a  land- 
lord tried  to  persuade  an  Irish  townland 
to  act  together,  for  under  the  Act  of  1881 
there  is,  of  course,  no  compulsion.  The 
majority  in  this  case  agreed — a  surv^or 
was  sent  down  to  divide  the  land.  Sut 
at  the  last  moment  some  one  foolish 
member  of  the  community  refused  his 
assent,  and  the  result  was  that  every- 
thing remained  exactly  as  it  was. 
Everything  heretofore,  in  this  direo* 
tion,  has  been  done  by  the  landlord- 
there  was  no  power  in  anybody  else.  Mr* 
Olphert  succeeded  on  his  property  in 
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uprooting  this  syBtem.  It  is  often  said, 
and  repeated  as  a  sort  of  parrot-cry,  that 
the  landlords  in  Ireland  do  nothing  for 
their  tenants.  Of  course  they  could 
not  do  for  cotters  what  an  Eng- 
lish landlord  generally  does ;  it 
was  impossible  they  could  build  houses 
for  all  these  people,  to  make 
fences  for  all  these  holdings.  Of  course 
they  could  not ;  but  I  venture  to  say 
there  is  no  Member  of  this  House, 
'whatever  may  have  been  his  outlay  on 
his  estate,  who  has  rendered  to  the  poor 
people  on  his  estate  a  service  comparable 
to  that  which  Mr.  Olphert  rendered  to 
the  poor  people  on  his  in  abolishing  this 
system  of  rundale.  He  gave  them 
a  rieht  to  individual  possession — that 
is  what  occupation  means — the  whole 
question  lies  in  the  right  to  indi- 
vidual use  and  exclusive  use.  My 
Lords,  such  is  the  man  —  living 
among  his  people  for  the  last  60  years, 
having  rendered  this  g^eat  service  that 
by  his  action  each  man  among  them  has 
the  power  of  applying  his  individual  in- 
•dustry  and  thrift  to  his  holding,  against 
whom  the  wicked  Plan  of  Campaign  has 
been  put  in  operation.  He  is  no 
absentee  landlord — not  a  man  spending 
his  rents  in  England  (though  I  main- 
tain the  rights  of  proprietors  to  spend 
their  incomes  where  they  please),  for  in 
this  case  Mr.  Olphert,  as  I  have  told  your 
Lordships,  has  lived  upon  his  property 
without  a  break  ever  since  1837.  Now, 
my  Lords,  what  do  you  think  was  the 
49cale  of  rent  under  which  these  people 
enjoyed  their  privileges — privileges  they 
could  never  have  secured  except  by  his 
action  ?  You  know,  my  Lords,  what  are 
the  rents  paid  by  an  ordinary  English 
labourer  for  his  cottage.  Few 
pay  less  than  2s.  a  week,  and 
as  regards  artizans  living  in  our 
towns  many  pay  2s.  for  a  single 
room.  On  the  estate  to  which  I  am 
calling  attention  the  great  mass  of  the 
rents  were  below  £4  for  a  year — that  is 
to  say,  a  g^eat  many  of  them  were  30s. 
and  20s.  ayear.  The  great  mass  paid  from 
6d.  to  Is.  per  week,  and  what  do  they 
-enjoy  for  this  ?  Not  a  mere  shelter  or 
barren  spot  from  which  they  could  em- 
ploy their  labour  or  exercise  their 
avocations,  but  they  enjoyed  four  or 
£ve  acres  of  land  and  a  run  for  several 
cows  and  sheep.  Those  were  the  scale 
of  rents  for  the  holding^.  I  should  say 
my  Lords    they    were    pretty    nearly 


eleemosynary.  My  Lords,  I  speak  from 
experience  of  what  these  men  may  earn 
and  what  may  be  the  value  of  their 
labour.  I  required  some  drainage  work 
to  be  done  on  property  some  years  ago ; 
nobody  in  the  neighbourhood  could 
undertake  the  job,  but  I  heard  there 
were  a  lot  of  Irishmen  who  hired 
themselves  out  as  a  draining  gang. 
I  sent  for  their  head  man ;  he  under- 
took the  work,  and  they  drained  the  field 
most  admirably.  Now,  my  Lords,  what 
do  you  think  was  the  rate  of  wages  they 
earned?  It  appeared  they  would  not 
do  the  work  except  at  a  price  per  rod 
which  gave  them  at  the  rate  of  48.  a 
day.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing that  those  men  who  had  by  three 
weeks'  labour  done  this  work  would 
probably  be  able  in  that  time  to 
clear  the  whole  of  their  land  rent. 
Then,  my  Ix)rds,  came  the  A.ct  of 
1881.  I  am  not  going  to  say  a  word 
against  that  Act  now ;  I  objected  to  it  at 
the  time,  but  like  every  loyal  man  who 
may  have  objected  to  these  things,  I 
accept  them  and  desire  to  hold  by  them. 
The  Sub -Commissioners  came  to  the 
estates  of  Lord  George  Hill  and  Mr. 
Olphert  and  they  made  large  deductions, 
and  I  believe  the  rents  now  run  for  the 
same  accommodation  from  3d.  and  4d. 
up  to  6d.  and  8d.  and  Is.  a  week. 
Some  20  to  30  per  cent  was  struck  off 
the  rents.  But  some  people  got  hold  of 
these  poor  peasants  and  said,  ''Don't 
pay  to  Mr.  Olphert  at  all,"  and  for  the 
last  two  years  they  have  been  paying 
nothing.  Now,  my  Lords,  we  know  the 
whole  history  of  that  combination,  we 
know  that  the  agent  in  this  movement 
was  the  notorious  Mr.  M'Fadden,  the 
parish  priest  of  Gweedore.  A  curious 
light  is  cast  on  the  present  state  of 
discipline  in  the  Eoman  Catholic  Church 
by  a  letter  which  has  been  found  in  his 
house  from  a  Mr.  Stephens,  showing 
the  state  of  circumstances  which,  as  1 
am  informed,  prevails  in  that  part  of 
the  country.  There  are  two  priests  of 
the  same  name,  one  Mr.  James  M'Fadden 
in  the  parish  of  Mr.  Olphert,  an  ex- 
cellent man,  a  faithful  priest  who  bows 
to  the  decision  of  the  head  of  his  Church. 
From  the  beginning  he  has  opposed 
the  iniquities  of  the  Plan  of  Campai^, 
seeing  the  misery  and  demoralization 
entailed  on  the  people  by  it  and  by  the 
other  operations  of  the  Land  League. 
But,  unfortunately,  the  Bishop  of  the 
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diocese  has  put  in  under  him,  in  spite  of 
his  protest,  a  certain  Mr.  Stephens,  who 
is  a  perfect  firebrand.     Tiiis  man  works 
with  the  other  Mr.  M'Fadden,  Priest  of 
Oweedore,  and  these  two  have  persuaded 
the  poor  ignorant  people — 50  per  cent  of 
whom  cannot  read  or  write,  so  that  they 
are  unable  to  put  their  names  on  the 
ballot  papers  at  the  polling  booths — to 
combine  against  Mr.  Olphert.    Now,  m j 
Lords,  consider  the  Government  of  a 
civilized  country  tolerating  such  a  state 
of  things  as  this.     I  find  myself  in  the 
strange  position  of  supporting  the  Act 
of  1881.     I  opposed  it  at  the  time  for 
reasons  with  which  I    shall  not  now 
trouble  your  Lordships,  but  what  would 
some  of  my  noble  Friends  and  my  right 
hon.  Friends  have  said  if  I  had  told 
them  this — "You  are  being  persuaded 
by  Mr.  Gladstone  to  adopt  a  great  ex- 
periment   which   dismisses  to    Jupiter 
and  Saturn,  not  only  the  abstract  prin- 
ciples  of    political   economy,    but   the 
common  sense  of  mankind  as  applied  to 
agricultural  matters  ;  you  are  following 
his  leadership  into  this  unknown  region, 
this  revolutionary  measure,  and  you  are 
doing  it  in  vain ;  within  six  years  from 
this  date  this  same  Minister  will  turn 
again  and  rend  you ;  you  wish  to  keep  by 
hun ;  you  say  you  are  satisfied  with  the 
tribunal  which  he  has  set  up  ?"     Well, 
my  Lords,  although  I  am  not  satisfied 
with  it,  I  desire  to  submit  to  it.     But 
who  are  the  men  who  are  decrying  the 
Act  of  1881  now?    In  all  his  speeches 
do  you  ever  hear  Mr.  Gladstone  refer  to 
it?  All  his  supporters,  what  do  they  say 
of  it  ?    They  talk  of  its  deficiencies,  what 
it  did  not  do,  and  what  still  remains  to 
be  done,  and  the  doctrine  is  deliberately 
preached  that  for  the  poor  tenants  there 
IS  no  protection  save  in  illegal  combina- 
tion.    But  there  is  the  Commission,  and 
it  might  be  asked  why  did  they  not  go 
there  ?    Now,  my  Lords,  here  is  a  re- 
markable fact.     Ninety  tenants  of  the 
Olphert  estate  a  few  months  ago  decided 
that  they  would  apply  to  the  Commis- 
sion.    Mr.  Olphert  was  delighted,  and 
said  to  them,  **  By  all  means  apply   to 
the  Commission ; "  but  when  the  Com- 
missioners went  down  to  that  part  of 
Donegal,  not  a  man  appeared  ;  they  had 
been   intimidated  and  prevented  from 
doing  so.     My  Lords,  what  are  we  to 
say  of  such  a  fact  as  that  ?    What  are 
we  to  say  of  men  who  professed  to  bo 
Ministers  of  a  civilized  Government  who  * 
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said  that  in  these  ciroumstanoefl  eviction 
was  too  severe  a  measure  to  be  adopted  ? 
But  let  me  remind  your  Lordships  of 
what  was  said  by  Sir  G^rge  Trevelyan^ 
when  in  Office  he  was  called  upon  to- 
speak  of  the  rents  demanded  of  these 
poor  people.    He  said — 

*'  What  have  rack  rents  to  do  with  the- 
sufferings  of  this  district,  the  rents  amounting' 
to  something  like  308.  apiece?  Oan  anyone- 
pretend  that  whether  a  man  pays  that  or  not 
makes  the  difference  of  living  a  life  which  a 
human  heing  ought  not  to  live  F  " 

Then,  on  another  occasion,  he  was  asked 
by  Mr.  Healy,  *'Why  not  stop  evic- 
tions ?  " 

"  What  does  that  mean  "(said  Sir  QeorgeTre* 
velyan),  **  Why,  it  means  that  you  are  to  tell  the 
landlords  of  the  country  that  they  are  not  to 
exact  rent  for  their  own  property,  and  hon. 
JSIembers  can  hardly  believe  that  any  Govern- 
ment in  a  civilized  country  can,  in  order  tO" 
avoid  breaking  the  peace,  consent  that  the- 
ordinary  obligations  of  citizens  should  not  be- 
fulfilled." 

That  is  the  defence  of  Mr.  Olphert,  and 
that  is  the  defence  of  the  present  Gk>- 
vernment  who  are  supporting  him.  It 
is  the  bounden  duty  of  every  Gk)yem- 
ment  to  see,  eyen  if  you  wish  to  set 
Ireland  free,  even  if  you  wish  to  send 
her  abroad  among  the  nations,  at  least 
to  send  her  out  into  the  whirlpools  of 
democracy  or  republicanism  with  th» 
doctrine  of  common  honesty  written 
upon  her  forehead.  Now,  my  Lords,  L 
leaye  this  part  of  the  case,  and  1  aak, 
is  there  any  hope  for  the  condition  of 
those  tenants  ?  They  are  fixed  upon 
the  land  ;  the  land  is  impoverished  to  a. 
great  extent  by  their  own  ignorance,  and 
you  cannot  improve  it  in  a  moment- 
What  is  to  be  done  ?  The  present  Gk>- 
vemment  has  said,  in  unison  with  the- 
Government  of  Mr.  Gladstone  of  former 
times,  ''Give  them  the  opportunity  ot 
purchasing  if  they  can."  My  LordSi  X 
am  very  glad  to  be  able  to  support  that 
policy.  Evidence  which  is  entirehr 
satisfactory  has  shown  that  such  BmaH 
people  as  these  will  certainly  not  in^ 
general  make  good  landlords ;  they  will 
be  extremely  grasping  in  sub-letting^ 
and  in  sales  of  their  tenant  righti. 
At  present  they  exact  enormous  rates* 
where  they  are  farming  out  the  land^ 
and  where  they  have  the  right  to  do  eo- 
Why,  my  Lords,  on  these  very  holdinga 
50,  60,  and  100  years'  purchase  ai» 
being  paid.  But,  my  Lords,  the  Oom-^ 
missioners  under    the    Purchase   Acte 
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liaTe  agreed  to  an  experiment.  In  one 
townlandy  in  that  very  poor  part  of  the 
ooontry,  a  purchase  has  been  effected  by 
the  tenants.  I  am  told  by  Mr.  Tuke, 
who  has  done  more  good  in  Ireland 
daring  the  last  50  years  than  all  the 
agitators  put  together,  and  who  knows 
the  conditions  of  the  country  thoroughly, 
that  the  people  are  paying  their  instal- 
ments to  the  Government,  and  are  per- 
fectly contented.  They  say  30  or  40 
years  is  a  long  time  to  go  on 
paying,  but  they  look  forward  to 
bein^  able  to  do  it.  But  if  the 
doctrines  of  morality  now  preached  from 
certain  high  quarters  reach  them,  it  is 
possible  they  may  strike  against  the 
State  as  before  they  struck  against 
their  landlords.  But,  in  the  meantime, 
the  experiment  has  succeeded.  I  am 
told  also,  not  only  on  the  authority  of 
Mr.  Tuke,  but  on  the  authority  of  other 
persons  as  well,  that  a  somewhat  higher 
standard  of  living  is  creeping  in  among 
the  people.  Formerly  they  lived  upon 
potatoes,  and  upon  potatoes  only.  It  is 
almost  tragic  to  read  in  works  on 
Ireland  the  condition  of  the  people  in 
the  last  century.  Nobody  foresaw  what 
the  consequences  of  a  failure  of  the 
potatoes  would  be.  Writers  upon  the  type 
of  man  in  Ireland  mention  the  hardy 
men,  beautiful  women,  and  healthy 
children,  and  they  said  the  population 
was  increasing  at  a  tremendous  pace. 
But  they  little  thought  that  a  vegetable, 
which  is  propagated  not  by  seed, 
but  by  cuttings,  was  almost  sure 
to  fail  at  some  time  in  the  long  run. 
Well,  my  Lords,  that  was  found  by  the 
Irish  people  to  be  a  broken  reed.  They 
are  no  longer  living  only  on  potatoes ; 
but  now  they  are  buying  com,  flour,  tea, 
and  sugar,  and  are  becoming  accus- 
tomed to  a  higher  standard  of  living. 
My  Lords,  I  am  not  at  all  sure  that 
even  since  the  Act  of  1881  there  may 
not  be  some  outlet  for  these  poor  people, 
as  the  result  of  their  right  or  sale. 
There  must  be  some  men  who  are  more 
thrifty  than  others ;  there  must  be  some 
men  with  better  heads  for  agriculture ; 
and  I  hope  that  such  men  will  buy, 
enlarge,  and  consolidate  their  posses- 
flions.  And,  my  Lords,  there  is  another 
experiment  of  which  Mr.  Tuke 
told  me  last  week  in  another  part 
of  the  oountry  under  his  management. 
A  considerable  number  of  tenants  emi- 
grated, the  condition  being   that  they 


should  all  be  farmers,  and  it  was  agreed 
that  when  they  emigrated  their  houses 
should  be  pulled  down  and  their  hold- 
ings added  to  the  next  neighbour.  My 
Lords,  I  am  told  that  that  district  is 
thriving  admirably.  It  is  the  system 
which  I  pursued  myself  for  40  years  in^ 
the  Hebrides,  and  until  I  was  stopped 
I  had  succeeded  very  well.  By  the  sale 
of  the  tenant  right  it  is  quite  possible 
you  may  have  a  gradual  consolidation  of 
holdings.  But,  my  Lords,  there  is  one 
condition  above  all  others  which  is  in- 
dispensable to  the  permanent  improve- 
ment of  the  country.  Tou  must  teach 
the  people  the  old  doctrine  of  common, 
honesty  in  their  transactions  between 
man  and  man. 

Moved  that  there  be  laid  before  this- 
House — 

**I.  Return  of  the  judicial  rents  fixed  by 
the  Bub- commissioners  under  the  Irish  Land  Act 
of  1881,  for  all  holdings  at  and  under  £4  for- 
mer rent,  on  the  estate  of  the  late  Lord  George 
Hill,  in  the  district  of  Gweedore,  and  on  the 
estate  of  Mr.  Wybrants  Olphert,  in  the  district 
of  Cloughaneely,  both  in  the  county  of 
Donegal,  showing  also  the  former  rent  in  each 
case; 

II.  Return  of  the  judicial  rents  fixed  by 
the  sub-commissioners,  with  the  relative 
schedules  as  filled  up  by  the  sub-commission 
in  the  following  cases*  in  the  county  of 
Donegal,  as  numbered  in  the  Parliamentary 
Return  for  March  and  April  1889  (pages 
146—153),  namely,  numbers  6,414,  6,416,. 
6,446.  6,447,  6,448,  6.449,  6,461,  6452,  6,463, 
6,464,  6,476,  6,479,  6,504,  6,605,  6,618,  6,619." 
—(The  Lord  Sundridge,  i>.  ArgylL) 

Earl  GEANVILLE  :    My  Lords,   I. 
feel  some  embarrassment  in  following- 
the  noble  Duke.     In  common  with  your 
Lordships,  I  have  read  the  Notice  of  the 
noble   Duke   to  call    attention   to.  the 
circumstances   of  the  evictions  on  the- 
Olphert  estate— that  is  to  say,  to  the  cir- 
cumstances attending  the  enforcement  of 
legal  obligations  on  that  estate.  I  have 
no  knowledge    of   those  circumstances- 
ezcept  from  what  I  have  read  of  them, 
in  different  newspapers.    I  do  not  know 
whether  my  noble  Friend  has  adopted 
his  views  of  the  circumstances  from  the 
newspapers,   or  whether  there  is  any 
other  or  more  reliable  source  of  informa* 
tion  to  which  he  has  not  alluded.     If 
so,  I  should    like  to  know  what    the- 
nature  of  that  information  is. 

The  Dukk  of  AKGYLL  :  I  will  tell 
my  noble  Friend  at  once.  My  informa- 
tion about  the  Olphert  estate,  and  of  th» 
whole  circumstances,  is  entirely  gained 
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done  by  Clause  3.     The  condition  of  the 
land  of  the  colony  is  very  variable ;  it 
is  in  some  parts  pasturage,  in  others  it  is 
under  agriculture,  while  in  some  parts, 
again,  the  mineral  features  are  the  most 
marked.     In  some  parts  of  the  interior 
it  is  said  the  land  is  not  in  a  fit  state  for 
colonization.     But  that  argument  cuts 
both  ways.     If  this  large  tract  of  land 
in  Western  Australia  is  not  suited  for 
immediate  colonization,  why  should  we 
part  with  all  control  over  it  to-  a  com- 
munity so   small   as  that   which  now 
exists  in  the  colony  ?    We  do  not  know 
what  future  resources  may  be  open  to 
as  there.     I  suppose  the  great  reason 
why  the  interior  of    Australia    is    so 
barren  and  so  unsuited  for  agricultural 
purposes  is  the  deficiency  of  moisture 
and  the  want  of  irrigation ;  but  pro- 
bably, as  in  England  and  all  over  the 
civilized  world,  they  will  have  to  solve 
the  problem  how  best  to  utilize  the  rain- 
fall so  as  to  supplement  the  deficiency 
which  exists  during  the  other  parts  of 
the  year.     I  am  informed  that  the  rain- 
fall in  Western  Australia  average   30 
inches  a    year.      At  no  distant   rate, 
probably,  engineering  science  will  pro- 
vide us  with  the  means,  at  a  small  cost, 
of     storing    up     a    portion    of     this 
rainfall  so  as   to   irrigate  this  barren 
territory.     My  Lords,  I  do  not  say  that 
1.  am  prepared  with  any  scheme  for  this 
purpose ;    but     anybody    '  who    bears 
in   mind  that  the  attention    of    engi- 
neers is  being  gradually  turned   with 
more  and  more  effort  to  the  solution  of 
thiB  g^eat  problem  of    the  storage  of 
water  will  see  that,  before  long,  there  is 
a  probability  we  shall  obtain  the  means 
of  effecting  it.    If  that  be  the  case,  if 
that  can  be  done,  this  large  area  will 
become    very    valuable — an    enormous 
district  which  is  now  treated  as  not  of 
the  value  of  an  old  soug.     It  is  by  no 
means  improbable  that  we  may  before 
many  years  be  enabled  to  fertilize  those 
barren  regions.    If  then  you  leave  to  the 
colonists  a  proper  share  of  the  waste 
lands  which  belong  to  them  in  propor- 
tion to  the  numbers  of  the  community 
occupying  them,  to  be  developed  by  their 
own  resources,  you  will    have  a  very 
large  territory  removed  from  the  juris- 
diction of  Western  Australia  and  at  pre- 
sent provided  with  no  Government  at  all. 
My  Lords,  I  do  not  think  that  is  a  very 
serious  difficulty.     You  have  a  parallel 
case  in  South  Australia  of  the  Northern 
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Territory,  which  is  very  far  remoyed 
indeed  from  the  seat  of  Government  in 
South   Australia,    and  is   under    very 
different    conditions     to     those   which 
prevailed  in   that  colony.      I  hope  a 
similar  policy  will  be  pursued  in  the- 
colony  of  Western  Australia.    I  cannot 
help  thinking,  my  Lords,  we  are  acting^ 
very  rashly  and  very  improvidently  ia 
parting  with  the  control  of  so  large  a 
tract  of  country  as  that  which  lies  under 
the  26th  parallel  of  latitude  unreservedly 
to  Western  Australia,  and  retaining  only 
so  shadowy  a  control  over  the  waste 
lands  to  the  *North  of  that  parallel.    X 
do  not  see  why  we  should  part  with  the- 
whole  of  our  estate  in  that  part  of  the 
world,  and  so  deprive  ourselves  of  the 
right  of  legislating  in  the  future  for 
colonists  who  are  not  under  the  jurisdio- 
tion  of  Western  Australia.     I  do  not 
think  so  large  a  tract  of  country  should 
be   handed  over  to   so  very  limited  a 
number  of  colonists  as  occupy  that  part 
of  Australia.    I    do    not    go  into  the 
question  of  their  fitness  for  Besponsible 
Government.    I  believe  the  time  has 
now  come  when  their  condition  in  that 
respect  must  undergo  a  change ;  but  X 
do    think    greater  wisdom   should   be 
shown  in  retaining  control  over  those 
waste  lands.    If  I  am  told  that   that 
land  is  barren  and  worthless,  then  I  say 
that  is  a  reason  for  not  assigning  it  to  a 
community  of   these  limited  numbers^ 
If  it  is  worthless,  at  all  events,  let  us 
keep  it  in  our  hands  and  see  whether 
the  resources  oi  modem  civilization  will 
not  enable  us  to  use  and  develop  it» 
My  impression  is  that  we  shall  be  able 
to  do  so  far  better  than  this  small  oom- 
munity  of  colonists,  whose  efforts  will 
be  absorbed  for  many  years  to  come  in 
developing  the  lands  which  lie  nearest 
to  them,  and  in  completing  their  ooloni* 
zation  of  those  lands  lying  more  im-^ 
mediately  under  their  own  control.  For 
many  years  to  come  they  will  certainly 
be  unable  to  gprapple  with  the  larg^ 
tracts  of  land  proposed  to  be  assigpied 
by  this  Bill.     The  great  question  is, 
whether  we  shall  once  for  all  part  with 
our  control  over    this  large  territovy^ 
which,  as  I  have  said,  is  about  eight 
times  the  size  of  the  United  Elingdoin 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  for  thi^ 
benefit  of  a  community  not  so  large  as  the- 
present  population  of  the  City  of  Woroee- 
ter,  this  being  the  last  of  all  the  oolonial 
possessions  of  England.    I  hope  your 
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Iiordships  will  be  disposed  to  carry  the 
restriotion  farther  than  is  proposed  by 
the  Bill,  and  with  that  object  1  beg  to 
moYe  this  Amendment. 

Amendment  moved,  **  To  leave  out 
•Olause  SJ^'-iThe  Earl  Beauchamp.) 

♦LoBD  KNUT8F0RD :  I  regret  that 
1  am  unable  to  accept  the  Amendment. 
As  the  noble  Earl  has  very  properly 
abstained  from  arguing  whether  Kespon- 
«ible  Government  should  be  given  to 
Western  Australia,  I  need  not  repeat 
the  reasons  for  that  change  whicn  I 
stated  a  few  days  ago,  but  only  remark 
that,  though  the  responsibility  for  mak- 
ing the  change  must  rest  upon  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  I  think  the  noble 
Lords  who  have  administered  Colonial 
affairs  expressed  general  concurrence  in 
the  action  taken  by  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment.  It  was  admitted  in  the 
former  Debate  that  if  Responsible 
Oovemment  was  granted  to  a  colony  the 
control  of  the  Crown  lands  should  be 
vested  in  the  Colonial  Government. 
That  principle  was  fully  recognized  by 
Lord  Carnarvon  and  Lord  Derby,  and, 
I  think,  by  your  Lordships  generally. 
An  exception  has  been  made  in  the 
present  case,  inasmuch  as  the  manage- 
ment of  the  northern  part  of  Western 
Australia,  north  of  the  26th  degree  of 
latitude,  is  still  reserved  to  the  Crown. 
But  this  was  done  for  the  special  reason 
pointed  out  by  Lord  Derby  in  the  des- 
patch to  which  I  referred  in  the  Debate 
on  the  Second  Heading  of  this  Bill — 
namely,  that  within  a  cettain  number 
of  years  it  was  probable  that  that  terri- 
tory would  be  separated  from  the  rest  of 
the  colony.  With  reference  to  the 
Amendment  proposed  by  the  noble  Earl, 
I  desire  to  recaU  to  your  Lordships  the 
present  condition  of  the  case  as  regards 
the  management  of  the  land  in  Western 
Australia.  For  many  years  past  the 
whole  of  the  Crown  lands  in  the  Colony 
have  been  virtually  under  the  control 
of  the  Legislative  Council  of  Western 
Australia,  so  that  it  can  hardly  be  said 
that  any  concession  has  now  been  really 
made  to  the  colony  of  a  vast  area 
of  land.  Strictly  speaking,  no  doubt 
the  Governor — that  is,  the  Crown — has 
the  power  of  disposing  and  dealing  with 
the  land,  subject  to  rules  and  regula- 
tions which  the  Gt)vemor  in  Council, 
that  is,  the  Governor  with  the  advice 
and  oonsent  of  his  Executive  Council,  is 


empowered  to  make.  But,  practically, 
the  Gt>vemor  and  Executive  Coun^ 
have,  in  dealins^  with  these  lands,  been 
largely  glided  by  the  feelings  and  views 
of  ue  Bepresentative  Council,  in  which, 
as  I  have  before  stated,  the  Crown  does 
not  command  a  majority.  It  may  then 
be  fairly  stated  that  it  is  the  Legislative 
Council  which  has  practically  been 
managing  the  whole  of  the  large  area 
of  land  south  as  well  as  north  of  the 
26th  parallel.  What  has  been  then  the 
policy  of  the  Colonial  Government  dur- 
ing these  years?  I  have  shown  on  a 
former  occasion  that  it  has  been  largely 
in  favour  of  promoting  immigration. 
This  is  proved  by  the  evidence  given 
before  the  State-aided  Colonization 
Committee,  by  which  it  was  shown  that 
Western  Australia  was  one  of  the  four 
colonies  which  most  promoted  immigra- 
tion. It  is  proved  also  by  the  passing 
of  land  rules  and  regulations  about 
three  years  ago,  by  which  a  distinct  pre- 
ference was  g^ven  to  the  smaller  settiiers 
and  those  who  were  prepared  to  reside 
and  cultivate.  A  man  can  get  land  for 
10s.  an  acre,  and  may  spread  the  pay- 
ment over  20  years,  so  that  he  need  pay 
only  6d.  a  year  per  acre,  and  it  can 
scarcelv  be  said  that  that  is  a  hard  tax 
for  an  emigrant.  I  have  seen  it  urged 
that  vast  tracts  of  land  have  been  granted 
to  certain  individuals  and  corporations, 
but  I  would  point  out  that  no  grants  of 
fee  simple  have  been  made  of  these 
lands,  but  only  leases,  and  that  at  any 
time  agriculture  areas  may  be  cut  out  of 
these  lands  for  the  settlement  of  small 
agricultural  holders,  should  the  lands 
ever  become  adapted  for  agriculture. 
There  is  no  reason  to  suppose  that 
the  colony  will  make  any  change  in 
its  policy  of  encouraging  immigration. 
The  leading  men  in  the  Executive  and 
Legislative  Councils  in  the  colony  have 
shown  themselves  in  favour  of  immigra- 
tion, and  these  men, afterBesponsible  Go- 
vernment has  been  granted,  will  be  the 
Ministers.  Why  should  we  assume  that 
they  will  change  their  policy  ?  Why 
should  we  fear  to  trust  them  ?  I  believe 
that  the  establishment  of  Besponsible 
Government  will  greatly  assist  in  at- 
tracting immigration,  and  introducing 
fresh  capital.  We  have  the  precedent 
of  Queensland  and  of  the  other  Austra- 
lian Colonies  in  support  of  this  view. 
In  all  these  cases  there  was,  unless  I 
am  miainformed,  a  large  expenditure  for 
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immigration  after  Besponsible  Govern- 
ment was  granted.    I  would  venture  to 
urge  upon    your  Lordships  that    any 
large  curtailment  of  the  area  over  which 
the  Responsible  Government  are  to  have 
control,  mightlead  to  the  colony  declining 
to  accept  Besponsible  Government.  This 
would    be    very    unfortunate    for    the 
reasons  which  I  stated  in  the  debate  on 
the  Second  Beading  of  this  Bill,  and  it 
would  create  considerable  dissatisfaction 
in  the  other  Australian  Colonies,  which 
have  heartily  supported  Western  Aus- 
tralia in  their  desire  to  change  the  form 
of  Government.    But  I  venture  to  think 
that  the  curtailment  of  area  would  not 
benefit  the  cause  of  immigration.      No 
system  of  emigration  from  this  country 
to    Western    Australia     can    succeed 
unless  it  has  the  concurrence  and  co- 
operation of  the  Government    of   the 
colony ;  unless  it  can  avail  itself  of  the 
experience  of  that  Government  and  of 
the  machinery  which  they  have  created. 
If,  however,  the   area  of  control  were 
limited,  the  concurrence  and  help  of  the 
colonists  would  equally  be  limited.    The 
lands  on  the  south-east,    for  example, 
which  are  the  lands  referred  to  in  the 
Amendment,  are  at  present  not  adapted 
to  agriculture,  and  the  only  chance  of 
getting  settlers  upon  them  is  by  the  estab- 
lishment of  communication  with  the  rest 
of  the  colony,  but  no  such  communication 
will,  it  may  be  feared,  be  established  if 
the  colony  has  no  control  over  this  dis- 
trict.     The  Colonial   Government  will 
naturally  confine  their  energy  and  help 
to  promoting  immigration  to  the  south- 
western  district;    and    the    south-east 
territory,  which  it  is  proposed  to  reserve, 
will  remain  without  communication  and 
unfitted    for    settlement.       On    these 
grounds,   and    again  calling  attention 
to  Clause  8  in  the  Bill,  which  will  pre- 
vent obstacles  being  thrown  in  the  way 
of  British  settlers,  I  trust  the  Amend- 
ment will  not  be  accepted. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment; 
and  to  be  read  3'  To-morrow. 

PUBLIC  TRUSTEE  BILL  (No.  127.) 

Bill  reported,  ^without  Amendment ; 
and  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order) ;  Amendments  made:  The  Beport 
thereof  to  be  received  To-morrow ;  and 
Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.  (No.  161.) 

Lord  Ehuts/ord 


PBTVATE   BILLS    (ALTERATION  OF  MSICO- 
BANDUM  OF  ASSOCIATION). 

Select  Committee  to  consider  and  re-- 
port  under  what  circumstances,  or  upon 
what  conditions,  if  any,  Private  Bills 
altering  the  terms  of  the  memorandum 
of  association  of  companies  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  pass.  The  Lords  following 
named  of  the  Conmiittee : 

L.  President,  L.  Herschell 

(  V.  Cranbrook)       L.  Wigan 

E.  Morley,  L.  Hillingdon. 

And  a  message  sent  to  the  Commons  to 
acquaint  them  that  this  House  has  ap- 
pointed a  Committee  of  Five  Lords,  to- 
join  with  a  Committee  of  the  Commons^ 
to  consider  and  report  under  what  cir- 
cumstances, or  upon  what  conditions,  if 
any,  Private  Bills  altering  tiie  terms  of 
the  memorandum  of  association  of  com- 
panies ought  to  be  allowed  to  pass;  and 
to  request  that  the  Commons  will  be^ 
pleased  to  appoint  an  equal  number  of 
Members  to  bo  joined  with  the  Members 
of  this  House. 

TRUST  COMPANIES  BILL  (No.  10.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  ta 
order) ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  8*  To- 
morrow. 

INDUSTRIAL  SCHOOLS   BILL  (No.  164.> 

House  to  be  in  Committee  (on  Ee- 
commitment)  on  Thursday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past- 
Six  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 
a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock^ 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday f  \6th  July,  1889. 


Q  UESTIONS. 

POLICE  PENSIONS. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Shef- 
field, Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the- 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  if  his  attention  hae 
been  directed  to  the  case  of  Q^orge 
Elmslie,  ex-sergeant  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police,  whose  pension  was  reduced 
£1  19s.  6d.  per  annum,  by  reason  of  twa 
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reports  for  misconduct  in  23  years'  ser- 
Ttce;  and  if  the  Tieir  expressed  in 
Februsr;,  1667, 

"That  G&ch  oSecce  of  drunkemieu  should  at 
the  time  receive  such  punighment  &a  the  Com- 
nuJuioner  might  consider  it  to  deserve,  but  that 
this  pmushment  ihould  carry  with  it  no  penal 
conseqneaces  with  respect  to  peniioos ;  nnless 
the  Commissioner  recocn mended  a  reduction 
when  he  forwarded  the  Bpplicatian  for  penuoD :" 

and,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
Oeorge  Elmslie's  pension  was  recom- 
mended b;  the  late  CommUeioiier  in 
Jannary,  1666,  when  he  was  apparently 
under  the  notion  that  a  former  ruling 


was  imperative,  it  it  is  possible  to  allow 
the  full  pension  to  which  George  Elmslie 
is  entitled  to  be  paid  him  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THK  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.):  I  fear 
that  it  is  not  possible  to  le-open  the 
question  of  pensions  each  as  Elmslie's, 
which  was  sranted  nearly  a  year  and  a 
half  ago.  If  my  hon.  Friend  will  confer 
with  me  I  will  point  out  to  him  the 
difflcnlttes  of  the  case. 

FROM 

Me.  BEADLAUQH  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  he  is 
aware  that  in  the  case  of  Frederick 
William  Francis,  aged  under  16,  who 
was  confined  in  the  Devon  and  Exeter 
Reformatory,  Brampford  Wood,  the 
term  of  the  lad's  detention  would  in  due 
course  have  expired  in  August  next,  but 
that  on  the  12tb  April  last  the  master 
of  the  sohool,  by  direction  of  the  direo- 
tors  of  the  Reformatory,  notified 
Frederick  Francis,  the  father  of  the  lad, 
that  it  was  proposed  to  send  bis  son, 
Frederick  William  Francis,  to  Canada; 
that,  although  the  father  in  writing  \ 
refused  to  aseent,  the  directors,  without 
the  knowledge  of  the  father,  obtained 
an  order  from  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  discharge  of  the  boy  from  the  Be- 
formatory  at  an  earlier  date  than  the 
expiry  of  the  term,  and  actually  shipped 
the  boy  to  Canada  without  the  know- 
ledge of,  and  in  direct  opposition  to  the 
ezpreeaed  wish  of  the  father ;  and, 
whether  he  will  state  under  what 
authority  this  was  done,  and  whether 
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the  action 
sanction  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  Yes,  Sir;  th» 
facts  are  as  stated,  except  that  Franoie 
was  IG  years  old  last  January.  Th» 
|>ractioe  of  the  Home  Office  follows  a- 
circular  issued  in  1865  to  the  effect  that 
a  parent  of  bad  character  should  not  b& 
permitted  to  exercise  a  veto  on  the  dis- 
posal of  a  child  who  has  been  brought 
up  in  a  reformatory  or  industrial  sohool. 
This  hoy  was  sent  to  Canada,  where- 
there  was  an  opening  for  him,  as  a 
reward  for  his  good  conduct  in  the- 
sohool.  He  was  very  anxious  to  emi- 
grate ;  he  was  discharged  by  my 
authority  three  months  before  the  ex- 
piration of  his  sentence  to  enable  him 
to  go.  I  satisfied  myself  that  the  father 
was  a  man  of  drunken  and  dissipated 
habits,  who  had  thrown  his  other  caild- 
ren  on  the  parish,  and  had  only  contri- 
buted 48.  to  the  support  of  this  boy 
during  the  whole  time  that  he  was  in' 
the  school.  The  boy,  moreover,  posi- 
tively refused  to  go  back  to  his  father, 
who,  as  he  alleged,  had  ill-treated  him. 
I  may  add  that  when  the  boy  wrote  tO' 
his  father  to  inform  him  of  his  intention 
of  emigrating  he  received  no  reply. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  be  good  enough  to  mak» 
further  inquiries  in  order  to  ascertain 
whether  he  has  not  been  misled  in  regard 
to  the  communication  with  the  father? 

Uk.  MATTHEWS :  What  I  said  wa» 
that  the  boy  himself  wrote  to  his  father 
and  got  no  answer. 

Ma.  BRADLAUGH  :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the  father 
not  only  denies  having  received  such  a 
communication  from  his  aoc,  but  com- 
plains of  the  boy  having  been  sent  away^ 
without  any  communications  having^ 
been  made  to  him  ? 

Mb.  MAITHEWS:  No,  Sir;  I  au- 
not  aware  of  that. 

IRELAND— THE  OLPHEBT  ESTATE. 
Mb.  BIAONEILL  (Donegal,  8.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretaiy  to  th» 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  82< 
applications  on  behalf  of  tenants  on  the 
Olphert  estate  to  have  fair  rents  fixed, 
although  received  by  the  Land  Commis- 
sion before  the  Ist  November,  1867, 
were  not  heard  till  June  last  at  the 
sitting  of  the  Sub- Commissioners  at 
Dnnfanaghy  and  Faloarragb ;  whether 
in  30  instances  tenants  who  had  lodged 
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-their  notices  had,  in  the  interval  of  more 
than  a  year  and  a  half  which  had 
elapsed  between  their  application  to  the 
<]lourt  and  the  hearing  of  their  cases, 
been  actually  evicted  from  their  holdings 
by  Mr.  Olphert,  and  had  lost  their  status 
as  tenants;  whether  in  a  still  greater 
number  of  cases  tenants  had  in  this 
interval,  by  service  of  registered  letters, 
been  converted  into  caretakers,  thus 
losing  their  status  as  tenants  ;  whether 
the  evicted  tenants  and  the  tenants  who 
*had  been  converted  into  caretakers 
were  held  by  the  Court  to  have  no  loeus 
ntandij  their  cases  being  dismissed  with 
•costs;  whether  the  other  tenants  de- 
'Clined  under  the  circumstances  to  have 
their  cases  heard,  electing  to  stand  by 
their  fellow  tenants,  whom  they  con- 
sidered unjustly  deprived  of  their  rights ; 
and,  on  whom  rests  the  responsibility  for 
"this  delay  ? 

The  chief  SEOEETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Man- 
chester, E.) :  The  Land  Commissioners 
report  that  92  applications  on  behalf  of 
tenants  on  the  Olphert  estate  to  have 
fair  rents  fixed  were  listed  for  hearing 
before  a  Sub-Commission  in  the  months 
of  May  and  June,  1889.  These  appli- 
<}ations  had  been  in  most,  if  not  all,  cases 
lodged  on  or  before  November  1,  1887. 
With  respect  to  paragraphs  2  and  3,  the 
-Commissioners  have  no  information; 
but  it  is  to  be  borne  in  mind  that  none 
of  the  tenants  could  have  lost  their 
status  except  through  their  own  default, 
their  interests  having  been  amply  safe- 
guarded by  statute.  The  Commissioners 
are  unable  to  state  the  motives  which 
influenced  the  other  tenants  to  withdraw 
their  cases.  There  was  no  unnecessary 
delay  in  listing  the  cases  on  this  estate, 
which  had  to  wait  their  turn  according 
to  priority  of  date.  The  Commissioners 
are  ready  in  all  instances  to  list  a  case 
for  hearing  out  of  turn  on  special 
grounds,  of  which  pending  eviction  is 
one,  in  which  an  application  supported 
by  sufficient  evidence  is  made  to  them 
to  do  so.  But  no  such  special  applica- 
tion was  made  from  this  estate. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (T^Tone,  S.) : 
Are  there  no  means  of  getting  informa- 
tion in  reference  to  the  second  paragraph 
of  the  question  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  cannot  get 
the  information  through  the  Land  Com- 
missioners, but  if  my  hon.  Friend  will 

Mr.  Mac.Nsill  I 


suggest  any  other  means  of  obtaining  it 
I  shall  be  happy  to  make  inquiry. 

Mh.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  will  ask  a  question  on  the 
subject  on  Thursday. 

DESIGNS  AT  THE  PATENT  OFFICE. 

Mr.  BLUNDELL  MAPLE  (Oamber- 
well,  Dulwich) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether,  at 
the  Patent  Office  in  Southampton  Build- 
ings, Chancery  Lane,  there  are  now 
about  700,000  designs,  the  registration 
period  of  which  has  expired,  and  if  it  is 
in  contemplation  to  have  them  destroyed ; 
and,  would  it  be  possible  for  these  de- 
signs to  be  permanently  classified  and 
preserved,  that  artizans  and  others 
might  have  the  benefit  of  access  to 
them? 

♦The  president  of  the  BOABD 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach.  Bristol, 
W.) :  There  are  504  volumes  of  expired 
designs  in  the  Patent  Office.  I  have 
been  in  communication  with  the  Master 
of  the  Rolls  and  the  Lords  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education  with  re- 
gard to  their  removal  to  South  Kensing^- 
ton.  The  Master  of  the  Rolls  has 
assented  to  their  removal,  and  the  De- 
partment of  Science  and  Art  haye 
applied  to  the  Treasury  that  authority 
may  be  granted  for  the  provisional  ooca- 
pation  of  part  of  the  wall  space  of  a  room 
in  the  Exhibition  galleries  in  Queen's 
Gate,  but  the  Treasury  refuse  sanction 
to  such  an  arrangement. 

SWAZILAND. 
Mr.  W.  F.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool, 
Abercromby) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  lender 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  it  is  the  case  that  the  King  of 
Swaziland  has  lately  granted  two  eon- 
cessions,  giving  power  to  the  grantees 
to  impose  licenses  in  their  discretion,  to 
fix  customs  tariff,  and  to  collect  revenue 
therefrom ;  also  to  make  treaties  with 
Foreign  States  for  that  purpose; 
whether  it  is  the  case  that  these  coneoS" 
sions  are  now  owned  by  the  Transvaal 
Government ;  whether  he  can  lay  <m  the 
Table  copies  of  the  concession;  and» 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
tender  to  the  King  any  advice  as  to  the 
propriety  of  the  course  he  is  taking,  so 
as  to  prevent  the  interests  of  JSsr 
Majesty^s  subjects  being  prejudiced  by 
such  concessions  ? 
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Tot  TJNDER  SEORETART  of 
STATE  FOB  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H. 
■de  Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  : 
The  Becretary  of  Btate  has  been  informed 
that  snoh  ooncaseions  aio  among  the 
numerous  ones  which  the  King  of 
Swaziland  has  eiffaed;  but  he  has  no 
infonnation  that  tbej  are  among  those 
which  have  been  acquired  bj  the  Sonth 
African  Bepublio.  As  regards  the 
alleged  concession  relating  to  licenses, 
lie  has  heard  that  it  was  revoked  on  the 
2nd  March.  Oopies  of  the  conoaasions 
are  not  in  the  Secretary  of  State's  pos- 
BSsaioD,  and,  therefore,  cannot  be  laid 
<m  the  Table.  The  state  of  affairs  in 
Swaziland  is  receiving  the  careful  con- 
ffideration  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
ment.  They  expect  to  receive  valuable 
information  from  Colonel  Martin,  who, 
it  is  believed,  is  now  on  his  way  to  that 
-country. 

IHELANn— THE  SHANNON  DRAINAGE. 
Ma.  OCX  (aare,  E.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  what  reply  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  has  sent  to  the  resolution  of 
the  Limerick  Fishery  Conservators,  re- 

a nesting  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  direct 
le  Board  of  Works  to  furnish  the  Con-  . 
eervators  with  plans  of  the  proposed  ' 
Shannon  Drainage  Works,  the  Board  I 
of  Works  having  refused  that  informa- 
tion, stating,  "  it  is  opposed  to  the  ' 
rules  of  this  Department  to  supply  ' 
plans  "  ?  ' 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  resolu- 
tion referred  to  was  duly  acknowledged. 
I  find  that  the  Board  of  Works  for- 
warded on  the  12th  instant  to  the  Secre-  I 
tary  of  the  inland  fisheries,  Limerick  | 
distriot,  the  general  plan  of  the  works 
now  under  execution  at  Lough  Allen 
and  Killaloe,  and  also  a  plan  furnished 
by  the  chief  hydraulic  engineer.  They 
also  added  that  tha  chief  hydraulic 
engineer  will  be  prepared  to  afford  i 
personal  explanations  at  his  office  as  to 
certain  points  connected  with  the 
Shannon  scheme. 

Ma.  COX :  Has  that  letter  been  sent 
since  the  resolution  was  passed  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  believe  the 
information  was  given  in  connection  with 
the  resolution  of  the  Conservators. 

THE  LIUERICK  FISHERIES. 

Mr.  cox  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Solicitor 

Oeneral  for  Ireland  if  he  has  received 
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I  a  copy  of  a  resolution  unanimoualj 
adopted  by  the  Limerick  Fishery  Gon- 
j  servatora  at  their  meeting  on  the  4tli 
I  instant,  in  ivhich  the  Limerick  Board  of 
j  Conservators  state  that  they  have  time 
after  time  declared  unanimously,  both 
at  monthly  meetings  and  at  meetings 
specially  convened,  to  consider  l£e 
I  probable  result  to  their  fisheries  of  the 
Shannon  Drainage  Bill  in  its  present 
form,  and  of  the  working  of  the  sluices 
at  Killaloe,  that,  in  their  opinion,  the 
'  Shannon  Drainage  Bill  will  ruin  the 
'  fisheries,  and,  further,  that  it  has  been 
proved  to  them  that  through  the  injudi- 
cious working  of  the  sluices  at  Killaloe, 
much  harm  has  already  resulted  to  the 
fisheries ;  and,  what  reply,  if  any,  he 
has  sent  to  the  resolution  of  the  Board? 
Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddkit,  University 
ot  Dublin) :  I  have  received  a  copy  ol 
a  resolution  to  the  effect  mentioned  in 
the  question.  In  my  reply  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Board  of  Conservators,  I 
I  stated  that  my  answer  in  this  House  to 
I  the  question  put  to  me  on  the  subject 
was  founded  on  information  officially 
I  supplied  by  the  Board  of  Works  ;  that 
it  was  plain  that  a  difference  of  opinion 
existed  between  the  Board  of  Works 
and  the  Board  of  Conservators  as  to  the 
effect  of  the  drainage  works  on  the 
fisheries;  and  that  the  Conservators 
would  have  a  full  opportunity  of  putting 
forward  their  view  of  the  case  before 
the  Select  Committee  to  which  the 
Drainage  Bill  would  be  referred  on 
its  passing  a  Second  Reading  in  thia 
House. 

Mb.  COX:  After  the  conflicting 
statements  which  have  been  made  is  it 
not  desirable  that  there  should  be  an 
independent  inquiry  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN :  The  ease  ia  one 
which  must  be  decided  by  the  Select 
Committee. 

Ma,  MACNEILL:  May  I  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  whether,  as  far  back  as 
November,  1888,  he  did  not  receive  a 
memorial  stating  that  the  proposed 
drainage  works  would  involve  the  whole- 
sale destruction  of  the  salmon  fry  7 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  cannot 
answer  off-hand  any  question  as  to  a 
memorial  presented  in  1688.  I  maj*  add 
that  although  I  introduced  the  Drainage 
Bill,  all  questions  relating  to  the  pro- 
posed    works    should    in    future    be 
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addressed    to    the    Secretary    to    the 
Treasury. 

ROYAL  ARTILLERY,  SCOTTISH 
DIVISION. 

Mr.  MARJOEIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
orders  have  been  given  to  transfer  the 
depot  of  the  1st  Brigade,  Scottish 
Division,  Royal  Artillery,  from  Leith 
Fort  to  Dunbar,  thereby  depriving  the 
Artillery  of  the  quarters  which  it  has 
occupied  since  1855,  when  Lord  Lauder- 
dale's house  at  Dunbar  was  acquired  for 
its  occupation  ;  whether  this  has  been 
done  in  face  of  the  strongest  represen- 
tations from  the  officer  commanding  the 
2nd  Brigade,  Scottish  Division,  Royal 
Artillery,  supported  by  the  most  influen- 
tial remonstrances  from  the  counties  of 
Bast  Lothian,  Berwickshire,  Linlithgow- 
shire, and  Peeblesliire ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  2nd  Brigade,  Scottish 
Division,  Royal  Artillery,  is  one  of  the 
few  Militia  regiments  that  has  of  recent 
years  been  able  to  maintain  its  estab- 
lished strength  ;  that  the  occupation  of 
these  quarters  has  been  greatly  instru- 
mental in  making  the  2nd  Brigade  the 
numerous  and  efficient  body  it  now  is, 
and  that  its  removal  from  them  will 
seriously  damage  the  discipline  and 
recruiting  of  the  Brigade ;  and,  whether, 
before  allowing  such  a  step  to  be  taken, 
he  will  refer  the  whole  subject  for 
inquiry  and  decision  to  the  Committee 
now  sitting  at  the  War  Office  to  inquire 
into  the  deplorable  falling  off  in  numbers 
of  the  Militia  under  their  present 
organization  ? 
♦The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle) :  This  matter  is  now  under 
consideration  at  the  War  Office ;  and  I 
shall  be  very  glad  indeed  if  it  is  found 
possible  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the 
localities  interested. 

CROWN    LEASES    OP  'AGRICULTURAL 

LAND. 
Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 
Holdemess) ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  if,  in  any  future  agri- 
cultural leases  granted  by  the  Crown, 
he  will  take  care  that  power  is  reserved 
to  withdraw  from  Crown  tenants  such 
lands  as  may  be  required  by  a  Local 
Authority  for  the  purposes  of  allot- 
ments? 

i/r.  A,  J.  Balfour 


♦The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.):  It  is- 
a  common,  though  not  invariable,  prac- 
tice at  the  present  time  to  ioflert  in 
Crown  leases  of  agricultural  land  & 
clause  for  resuming  possession  of  part 
of  the  land,  or  in  some  instances  the- 
whole,  making  compensation  and  a  re- 
duction of  rent  to  the  tenant.  Bat  it 
would  be  prejudicial  to  the  interests  of 
the  land  revenues  to  give  an  assurance 
that  such  a  provision  as  mentioned  in. 
the  question  shall  always  be  inserted. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question  by 
Commander  Bethell, 

«Mr.  JACKSON  said  :  I  am  afraid  it 
might  prove  injurious  to  the  Crown 
Revenues  if  the  power  which  the  hon» 
and  gallant  Member  suggests  were  in- 
serted in  Crown  leases.  I  believe  that 
the  object  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  is,  as  far  as  possible,  to  pro- 
vide that  land  shall  be  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Local  Authority  for  allotments, 
and  with  that  object  the  Treasury  are- 
entirely  in  sympathy. 

Commander  BETHELL:  Why  should 
not  the  Crown  property  be  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  1887  as  well  as- 
other  property.? 

*Mr.  JACKSON :  If  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  wishes  to  put  a  further 
question,  he  had  better  place  it  on  the 
Paper. 

THE  RAILWAY  DISASTER  AT  ARMAGH. 

Mr.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  :  I  beff  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  he  has  received  a  Copy  of  Be- 
solutions  adopted  by  the  Town  Commis- 
sioners of  Dungannan,  in  regard  to  the 
recent  railway  dis£Mter  at  Armagh ;. 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  upon  the  51 B 
miles  of  railway  worked  by  the  Qreat 
Northern  Company,  only  23  miles  are 
worked  upon  the  block  system ;  whether 
the  Company  has  a  single  engine  or 
carriage  fitted  with  a  brake  fulfilling 
the  req  uirements  of  the  Board  of  Trade  ;. 
whether  the  railway  regulations,  as 
compiled  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  stipu.* 
late  for  a  brake  van  at  the  end  of  eaob 
train,  and  if  it  be  a  fact  that  this  regu- 
lation is  not  carried  out  by  the  Ghreat 
Northern  Company  in  the  case  of  the 
limited  mail  trains  between  Derry  and 
Dublin;  and,  whether  the  Board  of 
Trade,  in  view  of  the  recent 


893        Ir0iand'-Mr.  Gill  {  Jxtly  15,  1889}  and  Mr.  Cox.  894 


intend  to  take  any  steps  to  compel  this 
Company  to  carry  out  the  regulations  ? 
♦8iB  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  The  answer 
to  the  first  two  paragpraphs  of  the  hon. 
Member's  question  is  yes.  The  com- 
pany has  no  engine  or  carriage  fitted 
with  a  brake  fulfilling  the  requirements 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.  One  of  the 
precautions  recommended  in  the  working 
of  railways  is  that  there  should  be  a 
brake  vehicle  with  a  guard  in  it  at  the 
tail  of  every  train,  but  the    Board  of 


Monday  the  8th  instant  reached  him  by 
Thursday  the  4th  instant,  <'  new  war- 
rants would  forthwith  be  issued,"  but  if 
such  undertakings  were  so  given,  ''no- 
action  would  be  taken  on  the  warrants 
already  issued ; "  whether  the  required 
undertakings  not  having  been  given,, 
the  new  warrants  were  issued ;  and,^ 
whether,  if  they  were  issued,  any  stepa 
were  taken  to  execute  them  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  advised 
that  the  reply  to  each  of  the  inquiries  in 


Trade  have  no  power  to   enforce  this  the  first  and  second  paragraphs  is  in  the^ 

precaution.  affirmative.    The  intimation  was  made 

by  the  authority  of  the  Attorney  General 

THE   DISTRESSED  DISTRICTS   IN  fo,  Ireland.      No   new  warrants  wer^ 

SCOTLAND*  issued.      I  may   add  that  the    course^ 

Mb.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St.  Hoi-  adopted   by  the  hon.  Gentleman  waa 

lox) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  taken  after  I  had  called  his  attention  ta 

Exchequer  whether  he  can  now  state  the  some  observations  by   the   right  hon. 

intentions  of  the  Government  with  refer-  Member,  in  which  he  suggested  that  the 

ence  to  improving  the  means  of  com-  employment  of  warrants  instead  of  sum- 

munication  and  developing  the  material  mouses  was  superfluous, 

resources  of  the  districts  in  the  High*  Mb.  SEXTON :  What  I  want  to  know^ 

lands  and  Islands  of  Scotland,  the  object  is,  whether  a  summons  sent  by  post 

of  the  recent  visit  to  the  locality  by  the  from  Ireland  to  London  is  a  summons 

Secretary  for  Scotland  ?  properly  served  ? 

n^ni?^^^P^n^^^  %  a^  ^'  Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  right- 
CHEQUER  (Mr.  GosoHEN,  St.  George's  ^^^  Gentleman  must  be  well  awire 
Hanover-Squarej:  No,8ir;  lamnotyet  that  a  summons  served  in  this  country 
m  a  position  to  do  so.  The  SecreUry  for  ^as  no  legal  force  in  Ireland,  and  that 
8(X)tland  has  informed  me  generally  of  ^^^  only  way  of  proceeding  against 
the  impressions  made  upon  him  by  his  persons  in  this  countoy  for  offences  com^ 
visit  to  the  locahty  in  question,  and  we  ^j^^^  j^  j^^j^^^  ^3  ^  ^^„^^^ 
are  very  desirous  to  render  aid  m  some  -,  o-ciTrm/^xT  t  t  j. 
of  the  directions  which  he  has  pointed  /^^.'  SEXTON :  In  future,  in  a  case- 
out,  but  no  actual  plan  has  been  formu-  ?^  *^l«  kina  when  a  summons  has  been 
Jilted.  issued   will  the  authorities   wait  until 

the  summons  is  returnable  before  they 

IRELAND— MR.  GILL  AND  MR.  COX.  i^ue  a  warrant? 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  :  I  beg  Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  In  this  case- 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  warrants  were  issued ;  but  the  hon. 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  Mr.  Ed-  Members  concerned  had  left  Ireland 
ward  Caraher,  Sessional  Crown  Solicitor  before  the  warrants  were  executed.  I 
for  Drogheda,  acted  within  his  power  was  asked  in  this  House  whether  war- 
in  sending  by  post,  to  London,  on  the  rants  would  be  executed,  and  my  reply^ 
1st  instant,  summonses  addressed  to  Mr.  was  that  they  would  in  due  course.  The- 
GKU,  M.P.,  and  Mr.  Cox,  M.P.,  calling  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  would 
on  them  to  appear  for  trial  by  a  Stipen-  ^®  *"*  unnecessary  mode  of  procedure  in 
diary  Court  at  Drogheda  on  that  day  t^®  ^®  of  persons  who  had  shown  no 
week ;  whether  he  was  authorized  to  disinclination  to  appear  in  answer  to  a< 
forward,  with  the  summonses,  a  demand  Bummons.  I  called  the  attention  of  the 
that  the  honourable  Members  should  Attorney  General  to  the  matter,  and  na 
put  into  his  hands,  by  the  following  further  warrants  were  issued. 
Thursday,  an  undertaking  that  they  Mb.  SEXTON :  The  point  of  my 
would  appear  at  Drogheda  on  the  sue-  question  still  remains.  What  I  wish  to- 
ceeding  Monday ;  what  authority  he  ascertain  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  to  intimate,  as  he  did  by  letters  is,  whether  he  will  arrange  that  when 
accompanying  the  summonses,  that  summonses  have  been  issued  the  Gbvern- 
unleM  sooh  undertakings  to  appear  on  ment  will  wait  until  the  day  upon  whiohi 
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they  are  to  be  heard  before  isBuing 
warrants  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  In  the  event 
of  a  summons  being  issued  to  Members 
of  Parliament,  there  will  be  no  attempt, 
of  course,  to  issue  a  warrant  until  it  is 
clear  that  the  person  summoned  does 
not  intend  to  appear. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  the  prosecution 
of  Mr.  Cox,  M.P.,  and  Mr.  Gill,  M.P., 
baying  failed  in  consequence  of  the 
rejection  by  the  Magistrates  of  the 
evidence  of  the  police  reporter,  as  being 
unworthy  of  credit,  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment will  defray  the  expenses  imposed 
upon  these  honourable  Members  by 
reason  of  this  unfounded  charge  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  have  ascer- 
tained that  there  is  no  precedent  for  the 
course  suggested  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  on  the  Vote  for  Criminal  Prosecu- 
tions in  Ireland  I  will  move  that  the  ex- 
penses in  the  cane  of  these  two  Members 
be  paid  out  of  that  Vote. 

THE    LISTOWEL   RAILWAY   STATION. 

Mr.  MAHONY  (Meath,  N.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
Railway  Company  have  been  ordered 
to  erect  a  footbridge  across  the  line  at 
Listowel  Railway  Station, county  Kerry  ; 
and,  if  so,  when  the  work  is  likely  to 
be  commenced  ? 

*Sir  M.  hicks  beach  :  The  Board 
of  Trade  has  expressed  the  opinion  that 
a  footbridge  across  the  line  at  Listowel 
Railway  Station  is  desirable,  but  they 
have  no  power  to  order  one. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING. 
Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether,  in  each 
case  in  which  a  Provisional  Order  for 
electric  lighting  has  been  granted  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  the  proposed  Provi- 
sional Order  was  first  formally  submitted 
to  the  Local  Authority  of  every  district 
in  which  the  Order  would  have  effect, 
and  the  consent  or  refusal  of  that  Local 
Authority  was  directly  invited,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  Section  1 
of  the  Electric  Lighting  Act  of  1888  ;  if 
he  has  yet  satisfied  himself  whether  the 
County  Council  for  London  is,  in  regard 
to  the  embankment,  bridges,  and  some 

Mr,  Sexton 


main  roads,  the  Local  Authority  in  soii^e 
parts  of  the  Metropolis ;  and  whether,  in 
addition  to  a  general  approval  of  h 
model  form,  the  London  County  Ooimoil 
was  invited  to  consent  to  any  Provi- 
sional Order  afiPecting  their  jurisdiction 
as  Local  Authority,  and  whether  they 
consented ;  if  so,  how  it  comes  that  they 
now  oppose  Provisional  Order  Bills  Noi. 
2,  3,  4,  and  5,  and  how  it  comes  that 
the  Corporation  of  Birmingham  oppose 
the  Birmingham  Bill  ? 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH:  The 
Draft  Provisional  Orders  have  been  in 
all  cases  submitted  to  the  Local  Autho- 
rities in  the  Metropolis,  including  the 
County  Council  for  London.  In  settling 
the  final  terms  of  those  Provisional 
Orders  I  have  endeavoured  as  far  as 
possible  to  give  effect  to  the  wishes  of 
those  Local  Authorities,  but  it  has  not 
been  possible  for  me  in  every  ease  to 
satisfy  every  authority  as  regards  every 
clause  of  the  Orders.  I  may  mention  as 
an  instance  that  some  of  the  clauses  in- 
serted at  the  instance  of  the  London 
County  Council  are  objected  to  by  one  or 
more  of  the  Vestries.  I  have  very  little 
doubt  that  the  Committee  to  whom  the 
Orders  have  been  referred  will  be  able 
to  deal  satisfactorily  with  the  few  ob- 
jections still  remaining. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question  by  Sir 
G.  Campbell, 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  said :  The 
Local  Authorities  have  differed  on  the 
matter,  and  we  cannot  please  every- 
body. 

THE  ARSENAL  GAS  STOKERS. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GEAHAM 
(Lanarkshire,  N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  he  is  aware 
that  large  numbers  of  the  Arsenal  gas 
stokers  are  leaving  their  employment 
therein,  and  going  to  other  faotorias 
where  the  hours  of  labour  are  only 
eight  per  day;  and,  whether  he  wiU 
consider  the  advisability  of  making  the 
normal  working  day  in  the  Arsenil 
eight  hours,  in  order  to  avoid  loSinj|^ 
the  services  of  the  picked  workmen  in 
this  industry  ? 

♦Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  No,  Sir ;  I  am 
not  aware  that  large  numbers  of  Ae 
arsenal  gas  stokers  are  leaving  their 
employment.  Two  men  have  appHed 
lately  for  discharge  in  ordinary  ooutae. 
The  stokers  in  the  gas  factory  have  besb 
informed  that  the  question  of  alteriaf 
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the  length  of  their  working  day  is  under 
ooneideration ;  but  I  shall  not  act  until 
I  know  fully  the  course  adopted  in 
similar  works  not  under  Government. 

THE  FALKLAND  ISLANDS. 

Mb.  MAO  NEILL  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Oolonies  whether  Mr.  James  Smith  of 
Stanley,  Falkland  Islands,  who  for- 
warded to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Oolonies  two  memorials,  dated  respec- 
tively the  let  May  and  7th  May,  1889, 
making  grave  and  specific  charges 
against  Mr.  Eer,  the  (Governor  of  those 
islands,  has  had  any  opportunity  of  see- 
ing the  explanation  forwarded  by  Mr. 
Ker  to  the  Oolonial  Office  in  reference 
to  those  charges ;  has  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Oolonies  been  satisfied 
with  an  ex  parte  statement  of  the 
Governor  in  answer  to  charges  which 
Mr.  Smith  has  expressed  himself  ready 
and  willing  to  prove,  and  for  which,  on 
behalf  of  the  colonists,  he  demands  a 
searching  public  investigation ;  and  will 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Oolonies 
have  any  objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  Mr.  Smith  s  memorials 
and  the  answer  of  the  Governor  thereto, 
which  have  been  forwarded  to  the 
Oolonial  Offices  ? 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS:  Mr.  James 
Smith  has  not  seen  the  explanation  sent 
by  the  Governor  in  reference  to  his 
charges.  The  Secretary  of  State  is 
satisfied  with  the  Governor's  statement 
in  answer  to  the  charges  which  appear 
to  have  been  made  on  imperfect  infor- 
mation. Mr.  Smith  has  asked  for  an 
inquixy,  but  has  not  expressed  himself 
ready  and  willing  to  prove  his  allega- 
tions. There  is  nothing  to  show  that  he 
represents  the  views  or  wishes  of  any 
other  colonist,  and  he  has  on  previous 
occasions  shown  personal  hostility  to  the 
Governor.  The  Governor  is  expected 
to  come  to  England  shortly  on  leave, 
when  he  will  be  able  to  give  any  further 
information  that  may  be  required  with 
reference  to  these  personal  attacks  upon 
him.  Pending  his  arrival  the  Secretary 
of  State  must  decline  to  present  any 
papers,  nor  can  he  promise  that  he  will 
do  so. 

Mb.  MAO  NEILL :  Is  the  hon.  Gen- 
ileman  aware  that  Mr.  Smith,  in  making 
these  charges,  was  backed  up  by  the 
public  opinion  of  the  country  expressed 
at  public  meetings  ? 


Baron  H.  db  WORMS :   No,  Sir ;  I 
am  not  aware  of  that. 

THE  EX-SULTAN  OF  PERAK. 

Mb.  FRANOIS  STEVENSON  (Suf- 
folk, Eye) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Oolonies  whetherthe 
ex-Sultan  of  Perak  has  now  been  kept 
for  more  than  twelve  years  in  confine- 
ment at  Port  Victoria,  in  the  Seychelles 
Islands,  with  the  exception  of  a  short 
period  during  which  he  was  allowed 
to  visit  Mauritius,  although,  at  his 
trial,  no  evidence  was  adduced  to  show 
that  he  was  implicated,  either  directly 
or  indirectly,  in  the  murder  of  Mr, 
Birch ;  whether  he  has  repeatedly 
declared  his  innocence  of  the  charge 
brought  against  him,  and  has  requested 
leave  to  visit  England  at  his  own  ex- 
pense for  the  purpose  of  placing  the 
facts  of  the  case  before  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but  his  request  has  been 
refused ;  whether  he  was  the  only  one 
of  the  suzerains  of  the  Malay  Penin- 
sula who  asked  for  a  British  protecto- 
rate over  his  country,  helped  to  bring 
about  the  surrender  of .  the  turbulent 
petty  States,  and  secured  the  Pang- 
kor  Treaty  ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of 
the  services  rendered  by  him  in  the 
past,  and  in  view  of  the  grave  injus- 
tice alleged  to  have  been  done,  the 
Government  will  undertake  to  give  to 
the  subject  their  most  careful  considera- 
tion? 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  The  Execu- 
tive Oouncil  of  the  Straits  Settlements 
were  fully  satisfied  of  the  guilt  of  the 
ex-Sultan,  who,  under  the  instructions 
of  Lord  Carnarvon,  the  then  Secretary 
of  State,  was  accordingly,  after  very 
careful  consideration  of  all  the  circum- 
stances, removed  to  the  Seychelles. 
Nothing  has  since  occurred  to  throw  any 
doubt  on  the  justice  of  the  decision  then 
taken.  The  ex-Sultan  owed  his  eleva- 
tion to. the  Sultaoship  to  the  Oolonial 
GK>vemment  as  one  of  the  conditions  of 
the  Pangkore  Treaty.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  now  considering  whe- 
ther, after  the  long  term  of  his  residence 
in  the  Seychelles,  and  his  uniform  good 
oondiTct,  any  steps  can  be  taken  to 
ameliorate  his  position. 

THE  ADVANCE  OF  THE  DERVISHES. ; 

Mb.  BETOE  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  I  beg 

to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 

whether  he  can  inform  the  House  what 
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is  the  latest  news  as  to  the  position  and 
movements  of  the  force  of  invading  der- 
vishes in  Nubia,  and  as  to  the  disposi- 
tions that  are  being  taken  to  repel  them  ? 

*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  have  not 
much  additional  news  to  communicate 
to  the  House.  The  advance  of  N'jumi's 
force  has  now  been  checked  for  several 
^ays,  and  he  is  still  near  Abu  Simbel. 
6ir  Francis  Grenfell  has  gone  to  the 
front  from  A  ssouan  to  inspect  the  position. 
It  is  also  reported  to  us  that  there  is 
news  of  a  further  reinforcement  of  1,500 
dervishes  at  Sarras.  The  friendly  Sheikh 
of  the  Second  Cataract  with  his  men  has 
captured  two  guns  complete  at  Gemai, 
near  Wady  Haifa. 

Sib  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Oockermouth) :  May  I  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
if  he  has  now  obtained  the  information 
he  promised  to  get  as  to  whether  it  is 
true  that  a  proclamation  has  been  issued 
calling  for  the  infliction  of  the  death 
penalty  on  all  natives  who  should  traffic 
with  the  dervishes  ? 

*The  under  secretary  of 
STATE  for  foreign  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
J.  Fergussqn,  Manchester,  N.W.):  If 
the  hon.  Member  will  be  good  enough 
to  give  notice  of  the  terms  of  the  ques- 
tion,  I   will  endeavour  to  obtain    in- 

onnation. 

IRELAND— THE    RECTOR    OF 
CARNALWEY. 

Mb.  CAREW  (Kildare,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  criminal 
proceedings  instituted  against  the  Rector 
of  Carualwey,  County  Kildare,  and 
others,  for  disturbing  graves  and  inde- 
cently exposing  and  removing  human 
remains  in  the  churchyard  of  Carnalwey 
parish,  in  which  two  out  of  four 
Magistrates  at  the  Petty  Sessions  Court, 
Kilcullen,  on  Monday  24th  June,  were 
for  returning  informations  to  the  assizes, 
while  two  dissented,  and  the  informa- 
tions were  refused ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  on  an  application  being  made  by 
counsel  to  the  Judge  at  the  Assizes  at 
Naas,  on  the  2nd  instant,  to  allow  a  bill 
for  the  same  offence  to  be  sent  up  to 
the  grand  jury,  the  Judge  refused  per- 
mission, and  stated  that  the  case  should 
^o  back  to  the  Petty  Sessions  Court, 
adding,  that  any  one  Magistrate  could 
return     informations;     and,     whether, 

Mr.  Bryce 


having  regard  to  the  strong  feelingB 
that  exist  among  all  olasses  in  the 
locality  on  this  matter,  he  will  state 
what  steps  he  intends  to  take  to  seoore 
a  proper  adjudication  at  the  next  hearing 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  local  Magis- 
trates are  unwilling  to  act  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  understand 
that  it  is  the  case  that  some  graves  were 
disturbed  in  connection  with  prepara- 
tions for  the  enlargement  of  the  church. 
When  the  case  came  before  the  Petty 
Sessions  Court  several  faculties  granted 
by  the  Archbi^op  to  the  defendant, 
giving  him  permission  to  dig  up  any 
graves  which  interfered  with  the  pro- 
posed enlargement,  were  produced,  and 
on  that  evidence  a  majority  of  the  Bench 
refused  information.  One  of  the  Magis- 
trates constituting  the  Bench  appears 
to  have  dissented.  The  Judge  of  Assize 
did  refuse  to  allow  a  Bill  to  be  sent  up 
to  the  Grand  Jury,  stating  that  one 
Magistrate  in  Petty  Sessions  could 
return  informations,  should  the  case  be 
brought  on  there  again.  So  far  as  the 
Constabulary  Authorities  are  aware, 
there  is  no  reason  to  believe  that  the 
local  Magistrates  are  unwilling  to  act 
in  the  matter. 

NEWFOUNDLAND. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  if  there  is  still  oat- 
standing  an  old  chronic  quarrel  with 
the  French  about  rights  on  the  coast  of 
Newfoundland;  and,  whether,  looking 
to  the  character  of  the  case,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  proposed  to  refer  uie 
whole  matter  to  arbitration ;  or,  if  not, 
whether  they  will  now  do  so  ? 
*SiR  J.  FERQUSSON :  The  dispute  in 
question  relates  to  the  interpretation  to 
be  placed  on  Art  XIII.  of  the  Treaty  of 
Utrecht  of  1713,  and  on  the  arrange- 
ments made  at  Versailles  in  1783.  A 
summary  of  it  is  given  in  Lord  Derby's 
despatch  of  June  12,  1884  to  the 
Governors  of  Newfoundland,  which  WM 
laid  before  Parliament  in  January  1886, 
together  with  an  arrangement  sigpied  mt 
Paris  in  April  of  that  year  for  the 
settlement  of  the  several  points  at  issue. 
That  arrangement  has,  unfortunately, 
not  taken  effect,  as  the  Legislature  of 
Newfoundland  refused  their  consent  to 
it,  and  questions  continue  to  arise  from 
time  to  time  as  to  the  interpretation  of 
the  Treaties.     Whether  those  questioas 
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or  any  portion  of  them  can  with  advan- 
tage be  referred  to  arbitration  is  a 
matter  which  requires  carefal  considera- 
tion, and  on  which  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment  cannot  undertake  at  present 
to  express  an  opinion.  As  I  have  before 
said,  difficulties  arising  out  of  the  re- 
spective claims  of  the  two  countries 
have  hitherto  been  prevented  from  be- 
coming acute  by  the  conciliatory  action 
of  the  Governments  and  of  their  officers. 
Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  As  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  been  consider- 
ing this  question  for  upwards  of  a 
century  and  a  half,  it  might  be  thought 
that  one  conclusion  or  another  had  been 
arrived  at  by  this  time. 
♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  As  no  serious 
quarrel  has  resulted,  this  shows  the 
advantage  of  not  being  in  a  hurry. 

POSTAL     ARRANGEMENTS     IN 
SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  ANGUS  SUTHERLAND  (Suth- 
orland) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  great  public  inconvenience 
caused  by  the  withdrawal  of  the  Post 
Office  sorting  van  from  mail  trains  on 
the  Highland  Railway  to  the  north  of 
Tain ;  whether  it  is  the  case  that  letters 
posted  at  certain  post  offices  in  the  said 
locality,  and  addressed  to  local  offices 
only  a  few  miles  distant,  are  not  delivered 
until  next  day,  and  are  meanwhile  car- 
ried far  past  their  destination  by  trains 
that  stop  at  every  station,  and  carried 
back  over  the  same  ground  on  the 
following  day,  thus  causing  a  delay  in 
delivery  in  many  cases  of  over  24  hours ; 
4md  whether,  in  view  of  the  injury  thus 
done  to  the  trade  of  the  district,  the 
Postmaster  General  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  continuing  the  Post 
Office  sorting  van  on  to  Wick,  or  to 
Helmsdale  at  least  ? 

A  LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Sir 
H.  Maxwell,  Wigtonshire) :  In  the 
absence  of  the  Postmaster  General,  I 
liave  to  say  that  the  answer  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  is  as  follows : — I  am  aware 
•of  the  circumstances  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  calls  my  attention.  The  incon- 
venience complained  of  has,  I  think,  | 
been  much  exaggerated.  No  evidence 
of  injury  to  trade  has  been  laid  before 
me,  and  the  correspondence  affected  is 
very  small  in  amount.  Having  regard 
to  the  very  large  expenditure  already 
incurred  in  maintainmg  the  postal  ser- 


vice in  this  district,  I  cannot  hold  out 
any  expectation  that  the  sorting  tender 
will  again  be  run  in  the  mail  train  north 
of  Tain  unless  the  railway  company  are 
prepared  to  run  it  without  requiring  ad* 
ditional  payment. 

Mb.  a.  SUTHERLAND:  Is  the  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  postal  facili- 
ties, instead  of  having  been  increased, 
are  decreased  ? 

Sib  H.  maxwell  :  I  am  unable  to 
express  an  opinion,  as  the  matter  does 
not  affect  the  Department  with  which  I 
am  concerned. 

THE  ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  ACT. 

Mb.  THOMAS  ELLIS  (Merioneth- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member 
for  Penrith  whether  he  will  consent  to 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  copy 
of  the  correspondence  which  took  place 
between  the  Oxford  University  Com- 
missioners and  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners as  to  the  capital  sum  of  £20,000,* 
part  of  the  endowment  of  the  Rev. 
Edward  Meyrick,  at  Jesus  College, 
Oxford,  which  it  was  proposed  to  deal 
with  by  a  scheme  under  the  Endowed 
Schools  Act  for  the  benefit  of  education 
in  Wales? 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith) :  As  far  as  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners are  concerned,  there  is  no 
objection  to  the  presentation  of  the  cor- 
respondence referred  to. 

MILITARY  BANDS  AND    POLITICS. 

Captain  SELWYN  (Cambridge, 
Wisbech) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretcury 
of  State  for  War  whether  it  is  a  fact,  as 
stated  in  an  evening  newspaper  of  the 
1 2th  instant,  that  Mr.  Dan  Godfrey's 
band  will  play  in  the  Library  of  the 
National  Liberal  Club  on  the  26th  in- 
stant; whether  the  band  so  described 
is  one  of  the  bands  of  Her 
Majesty's  Brigade  of  Guards;  and, 
whether  this  band  is  to  play  by  leave 
from  the  Military  Authorities  at  political 
demonstrations  ? 

*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  am  informed 
that  the  band  which  will  perform  on  the 
occasion  referred  to  is  a  private  band, 
conducted  by  Mr.  Dan  Godfrey,  jun., 
who  is  a  civilian. 


EDUCATION  IN  WALES. 

Mb.  THOMAS  ELLIS  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  whether  he  will 
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add  to  the  Beport  of  Her  Majesty's  In- 
spector for  the  Welsh  Division  the  list 
or  the  attendances,  grants  earned,  and 
the    accommodation    provided  in   each 

Sublic  elementary  school  within  the 
ivision ;  also,  whether  he  will  issue  in- 
structions to  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors 
of  Schools  in  Wales  embodying  such  of 
the  recommendations  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  the  Elementary  Education 
Act  relative  to  the  utilization  of  the 
Welsh  language  in  elementary  teaching 
in  Wales  as  are  embodied  in  the  Edu- 
cation Code,  or  take  some  other  means 
to  make  these  provisions,  unanimously 
approved  by  the  Welsh  people, 
effective  ? 

•The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hakt  Dyke.  Kent, 
Dartford) :  The  Report  of  Her  Majesty's 
Inspector  is  in  too  forward  a  state  of 

Preparation  for  this  to  be  done  now ;  but 
will  consult  the  Stationery  Office  as  to 
how  far  it  might  be  possible  to  adopt 
the  hon.  Member's  suggestion  on  the 
next  occasion.  In  regard  to  the  second 
question  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  deeply 
regret  the  postponement  of  these  changes 
which  were  welcomed  with  complete 
unanimity  throughout  Wales.  They 
will,  I  trust,  be  introduced  into  the  next 
Code.  It  will,  however,  be  observed 
that  in  the  Code  of  1 888  managers  are 
empowered  to  submit  to  the  inspector 
progressive  schemes  of  lessons  in  the 
subjects  named  in  the  second  schedule, 
and  this  provision  does  euable  instruc- 
tion in  all  the  class  subjects  to  be 
adapted  to  the  special  circumstances  of 
Welsh  schools.  Welsh,  as  the  hon. 
Members  are  aware^  is  already  recog- 
nized as  a  specific  subject. 

THE  MERCHANDISE  MARKS  ACT. 
Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Attorney  General  if  the  Director 
of  Public  Prosecutions  is  justified  under 
the  present  law  in  taking  action  in  a 
case  arising  under  ''The  Merchandise 
Marks  Act,  1887,"  if  the  circumstances 
indicate  that  the  ends  of  justice  are 
likely  to  be  defeated,  or  if  there  is 
necessity  for  fresh  legislation  upon  the 
subject  ? 

♦The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
E.  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) :  The  duties 
of  the  Director  of  Public  Prosecutions 
are  controlled  by  rules  which  came  into 
force  on  the  25th  day  of  January,  1 886. 
Under  these  rules  the  Director  can  take 
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proceedings  in  any  case  in  which  9^ 
prosecution  is,  in  his  opinion,  required 
in  the  public  interest,  or  the  actum  of* 
the  Public  Prosecutor  is  necessary  to^ 
secure  the  due  prosecution  of  the- 
ofPender;  moreover,  under  these  rules- 
the  Secretary  of  State,  or  the  Attorney 
General,  can  instruct  the  Director  of 
Public  Prosecutions  to  take  up  any  par-> 
ticular  case.  There  is  not,  in  my  opimon^ 
any  necessity  for  fresh  legislation. 

IRELAND— CA.THOLIC  BISHOPS  AND 
UNIVERSITY  EDUCATION, 

Mr.  PARNELL  (Cork) :  I  begtOaak 
tbe  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  whether- 
the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment has  been  drawn  to  the  claim,  ii^ 
the  matter  of  Irish  University  Educa- 
tion, put  forward  in  resolutions  adopted^ 
by  the  Standing  Committee  of  the* 
Catholic  Bishops  of  Ireland,  at  a  meet- 
ing held  on  the  2 1st  of  March  last ;  and, 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her* 
Majesty's  Government  to  adopt  the 
measures  necessary  for  removal  of  the- 
grievances  complained  of  in  those  reso-^ 
lutions? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  reeola- 
tions  of  the  Standing  Committee  of  the- 
Catholic    Bishops    of   Ireland  have,  I. 
believe,  been  forwarded  to  tbe  Prime 
Minister  and  tbe    First    Lord    of   the' 
Treasury.     I  have  not  seen  a  copy  untiL 
to-day.     The  resolutions  deal  with  numj 
questions,  and  cover  the  whole  field  of 
education  in  Ireland.      Without  giving 
specific  answers  to  the  various  points- 
alluded  to  in  them,  1  may    say    that 
some  of  them,  notably  higher  education, 
have  loDg  been  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Government,  and  in  respect  of 
these  we  hope  to  be  able  to  make  propo^ 
sain  to  the  House. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (NewcasUe-on-^ 
Tyne) :  Have  Training  Colleges  been  in- 
cluded in  the  consideration  of  the  Gt>- 
vernment  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Yes,  thojr 
have  been  ;  and  something  ought  to  D^ 
done  with  regard  to  them  ;  but  I  do  not- 
think  they  are  to  be  put  on  the  same^ 
level  of  interest  as  higher  education. 

THE  TRIAL  OF  FATHER  M'FADDEN. 

Sir  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Staflbrd- 
shire,  Lichfield) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Fiitli^ 
Lord    of    the  Treasury    whether    Her 
Majesty's  Government  intend  to  ezennatt 
their  strict  legal  right  of  selecting  a. 
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yuj  when  Father  M'Fadden  and 
others  are  tried  at  the  adjourned  Asaizes 
at  Maryborough,  on  the  16thof  Ootobei- 
next,  with  reference  to  the  death  of  Snb- 
Inspector  Hartin  ? 

Ub.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  My  right  hen. 
Friend  haa  asked  me  to  reply  to  this 
question.  I  am  advised  that  the  oonduot 
of  the  proBecution  is  in  the  hands  of 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  whn 
will  take  such  course  as  he  may  deem 
necessary  for  securiDg  the  endsof  jnntice. 

8m  J.  SWINBUHNE:  WiU  the 
Attorney  Qeneral  be  advised  by  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment  in  Council,  or 
wilt  he  act  entirely  upon  his  own  judg- 
ment, in  causing  jurors  to  stand  by?  I 
hold  in  my  hand  a  list  of  200  jurymen 
summoned  to  try  a  charge  of  riot,  of 
whom  no  less  than  65  were  ordered  bj- 
the  Grown  to  stand  by,  whereas  tho 
prisoners  were  only  allowed  to  challenge 

KM.. 

Ub.  a.  J.  BALFOTTB:  The  matter 
rests  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the- 
Attorney  General. 

Mb.  W.  MACDONALD  (Oueen' 
County,  Ossory) :  Is  it  true  that 
Maryborough,  where  the  trial  is  to  take 
place,  only  last  week  27  special  jurors 
were  ordered  by  the  Crown  to  stand  by  ; 
and  that  after  the  jury  had  been  sworn 
one  juror  said,  in  open  Court  "  I  object 
to  try  a  man  for  his  life,  with  a  packed 

i*  ury."  If  this  is  true,  will  not  the  right 
,on.  Gentleman  exercise  some  influence 
with  the  Attorney  General  to  prevent 
the  recurrence  of  a  similar  state  of 
things  f 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  am  not 
aware  whether  the  facts  alleged  by  the 
hoD.  Member  are  true  or  not;  but  in 
any  case  they  are  exceedingly  irrelevant, 
and  would  not  form  any  justification  for 
my  interference  here. 

ULJZZLLNG  OF  DOGS. 
SibH^NUY  BOSCOE  (Manchester, 
S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  any  order  has  yet 
been  issued  by  the  Privy  Council  as  to 
the  general  muzzling  of  dogs  through- 
out the  country,  in  face  of  the  fact  of 
the  large  number  of  cases  of  rabies 
which  have  recently  occurred  ;  and,  if  he 
will  state  what  powers  exist  for  the 
daetruotion  of  stray  dogs  by  Local  Autho- 
rities? 
•Thb  FIE8T  LOHD  ot  the  TB£A- 


minster):  It  has  not  been  deemed  expe- 
dient to  pass  a  General  Order  at  present  f. 
but  the  Privy  Council  have  issued  an 
Order  requirlngthe  muzzling  of  all  dogS' 
within  the  Metropolitan  Police  District 
(a  radius  of  15  miles  from  Charing  Cross) 
from  August  1  to  December  31.  The 
Returns  of  rabies  in  the  Metropolis  and. 
neighbourhood  during  the  first  six 
months  of  IBB9  show  a  steady  increase' 
of  the  disease.  The  police  in  the  Me- 
tropolis have  power  to  destroy  stray 
dogs;  but  Local  Authorities  generally 
have  no  such  power  under  the  Doga 
Act  of  1871,  unless  a  mad  dog,  or  a  dog^ 
suspected  of  being  mad.  is  found  witbia 
their  jurisdiction.  It  is  possible  that- 
some  Local  Acts  may  give  Local  Autho- 
rities  greater  power  ;  but  the  Privy 
Council  have  no  information  on  the- 
subject.  Under  the  Oontagjous  Diseases 
(Animals)  Act  of  1878.  the  Priv^  Coun- 
cil can  only  sanction  the  detention,  but- 
not  the  destruction,  of  stray  dogs. 

Sib  W.  LAWSON  :  Has  there  been  a. 
large  increase  of  mad  dogs  ? 
•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  not  awar© 
that  thflre  has  been  a  large  increase,  but- 
there  has  been  an  increase. 

THE  BANN  DRAINAGE  BILL. 
Mb.  PHILIFPS  (Lanarkshire,  Mid):: 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  tha 
Treasury  whether,  after  the  vote  of  the- 
House  ou  Friday,  the  Qovomment  will 
re-ooneider  their  intention  to  proceed 
with  the  Bann  Drainage  Bill  this 
Session  ? 

*Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH  ;  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  be  well  aware  of  the  peculiar 
uircumstances  under  which  the  vote  oa 
Friday  was  given,  and  the  cause  of  the 
comparatively  low  score  on  this  side  of 
the  House.  The  Government  certainly 
see  no  reason  to  alter  their  intention  with 
regard  to  the  Bill. 

Me.  PHILIFPS:  What  was  the  cause- 
referred  to? 

•Me.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 

PLEURO-PNEDMONIA. 
Major  RA80H  (Essex,  8.B.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  the  Qovernment  will,  during 
the  Recess,  take  into  serious  considera- 
tion the  advisability  of  paying  compen- 
sation for  slaughter  in  pleuro- pneumonia, 
out  of  a  central  fund,  instead  of  coan^ 


BURY  (Mt.W.H.SiuiH,,atrand,  West-  j  ratea,  having  regard  to  the  extreme  un- 
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book  being,  as  the  Oommittee  are  of 
opinion,  and  as  I  am  of  opinion,  con- 
cocted solely  for  the  purpose  of  deceiving 
the  Oommittee.  It  is  because  I  trust 
the  Government  will  do  nothing  to  bring 
this  man  to  the  Bar  of  the  House,  but 
will  take  measures  to  bring  him  before  a 
tribunal  which  I  hope  may  be  more  fitted 
to  deal  with  him,  and  with  any  others 
with  whom  he  has  conspired — if  he  has 
conspired  with  others,  as  I  believe  he 
has — that  1  desired  to  make  this  state- 
ment. It  is  clear  that  the  House,  in  its 
judicial  capacity,  could  deal  with  the  case 
at  once  ;  but  I  do  not  think  the  House 
acts  best  in  its  judicial  capacity  on  state- 
ments made  to  it,  nor  do  I  think  it  is 
worthy  of  the  dignity  of  the  House  to 
deal  at  its  Bar  with  petty  criminals  who 
would  be  befit  dealt  with  by  a  Police 
Magistrate.  This  is  a  caee  in  which, 
on  the  admission  of  the  man  himself — 
and  I  will  not  go  outside  his 
sworn  answers,  all  the  evidence 
having  been  taken  on  oath — he 
and  some  others  paid  a  small 
sum  of  money — £500 — for  the  purpose 
of  reviving  an  old  Assurance  Company, 
so  as  to  avoid  that  which  the  Legislature 
has  decided  shall  be  done  in  all  these 
cases — namely,  a  deposit  made  of 
£20,000  to  show  bona  fides  on  the  part 
of  those  who  go  to  the  poor  for  their 
money.  The  whole  of  the  transactions 
of  this  society,  from  the  time  of  taking 
it  over  until  now,  have  been  so  irregular 
in  their  character  that  unless  they  had 
been  intended  to  be  fraudulent  the 
irregularity  is  inexplicable.  The  pre- 
miums have  never  been  paid  into  any 
bankers,  and  the  banking  accounts  on 
July  1st,  with  something  like  150,000 
policies  out,  show  £3  2fl.  6d.  to  credit  at 
one  bank  and  £3  13s.  6d.  overdrawn  at 
another.  The  witness  gave  most  extra- 
ordinary answers.  It  is  just  to  him  that 
I  should  say  that  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee has  sent  me  a  letter  from  Martin 
stating  that  his  replies  were  given  in  a 
state  of  great  mental  confusion,  but  as 
his  mental  confusion  extended  over  both 
sittings  and  only  arose  when  he  was 
confronted  with  inconvenient  facts — for 
he  was  very  distinct  when  he  said  he 
had  paid  a  sum  of  money  on  his  shares, 
and  his  confusion  only  arose  when  asked 
how  he  had  paid  it  and  when  he  had 
paid  it,  and  it  turned  out  that  he  had 
not  paid  it  at  all — I  suggest  that  there 
can  be  no  escape  on  the  ground  of  mental 
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confusion.      The  Yorkshire  Proyident 
Association,    as     it     stands     on    the 
evidence  reported   to    this  House   by 
the    Committee,  to    be    taken    at    ito 
best  is    a  society  without   any  meane 
whatever  except  £300,  in  two  debentures 
— one  at  Burnley  and  the  other  at  Leeds 
— has  to  face  a  vast  liability  to  a  large 
number  of  poor  unfortunate  people,  whe 
can  never  possibly    get    their    money 
unless  other  unfortunate  people  can  be 
induced  to  pay  premiums.    The  thing  is 
fraudulent  from  beginning  to  end.    The 
mere  fact    that    this    man    committed 
perjury  at  his  examination  will  not,  I 
hope,  be  treated  as  a  breach  of  privilege. 
I  trust  the  Government  will  think  it 
right  to  appoint  a  Committee  to  examine 
into  this  special  Report  and  the  whole 
question  connected  with  this  Assurance 
Company,  and  if  it  is  possible  to  do  it — 
as  I  believe  it  is—  will  send  the  case  to 
a  Court  having  criminal  jurisdiction,  so 
that  there  may  be  a  full  investigation 
into  the  frauds  which  I  allege  it  has 
been  attempted  to  perpetrate  on  poor 
people  during  the  past  three  years.     It 
is  because  I  hope  the  House  will  not 
treat  this  as  a  question  of  privilege  that 
I  have  taken  leave  to  make  this  state- 
ment to  the  House  before  the  GoYem- 
ment  submit  their  proposal. 
♦The  ATTORNEr   GENERAL   (Sir 
R.  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight)  :    I  need 
scarcely    assure    the    House  that  thie 
special  Report  has  received  the  most 
careful  consideration  of  Her  Majesty's- 
Government;  but    I    do    not   think  it 
would  be  fitting  or  desirable    that   I 
should  follow  the   hon.    Member    for 
Northampton  into   the    merits  of   the 
case,  as  I  feel  that  no  expression  of  opinion 
should  be  given  with  regard  to  them 
until  there  has  been  a  thorough  examina- 
tion of  the  matter ;  though  I  have  Jkf> 
doubt  the  hon.  Member  may  have  ample 
grounds  for    the    opinion    he   has  ex- 
pressed, it  would  not  be  well  for  the 
House  to  pronounce  upon  the  condoot 
of  this  man  or  this  society  until  after  It 
full    investigation.      The   Government 
have  considered  the  evidence  very  oare-^ 
fully,  and  I  am  bound  to  admit  that 
there  are  eircumstances  connected  with. 
this  man's  evidence,  both  with  referenoe 
to  the   answers  he  gave  and,  I  should 
think,    the    manner  in   which  he  gave 
them,  as  well  as  the    transactions   in 
which  he  was  concerned,  which  call  for 
the  fullest  and  strictest  investigatUNU 
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It  most  be  plain  to  everyone  that  the 
Hoase  cannot  deal  with  the  case,  not 
baying  seen  the  book  in  which  the 
•entries  were  made.  The  book  has  very 
properly  been  sealed  up  for  the  purpose 
of  Deing  kept  intact  until  inquiry  is 
made,  and  I  gather  that  it  is  necessary 
that  the  matter  should  be  sifted  and 
investigated  by  further  evidence.  This 
House,  fully  assembled,  is  not  fitted  to 
deal  with  such  evidence,  and  I,  there- 
fore, do  not  think  it  necessary — though 
I  admit  the  gravity  of  the  matter — to 
give  further  reasons  for  the  Motion  I 
now  submit.     I  venture  to  move — 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  he  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  affairs  of  the  Yorkshire  Provi- 
dent Assurance  Company,  to  consider  the 
special  Report  of  the  Select  Committee  on 
Friendly  Societies,  and  to  report  to  the  House 
what  action  should  be  taken  thereon." 

I  have  ventured  to  put  in  the  last  words 
of  the  Motion  because  it  has  been  on  pre- 
vious occasions  found  inconvenient  that 
the  House  should  not  receive  some  sugges- 
from  the  Select  Committee.  The  ques- 
tion as  to  what  action  should  be  taken 
will  be  left  open,  and  probably  those 
who  make  the  investigations  will  be  the 
best  able  to  offer  a  suggestion  as  to  the 
course  which  should  be  followed.  My 
reason  for  inserting  the  opening  words 
is  that  I  am  not  quite  sure  whether 
without  special  power  the  Committee 
would  have  power  to  inquire  into  the 
special  affairs  of  the  Assurance  Com- 
pany. It  might  be  said  they  only 
bad  power  to  inquire  into  the 
general  organization  and  the  rules 
of  the  society.  I  think  it  is  better 
that  power  should  be  g^ven  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  terms  I  have  submitted. 

Ordered,  **  That  a  Select  Committee  be 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  affairs  of  the 
Yorkshire  Provident  Insurance  Company,  to 
consider  the  Special  Report  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  Friendly  Societies,  and  to  report  to 
the  House  what  action  should  be  taken  thereon." 
— (Mr,  Attorney  Oeneral.) 

*SiR  R.  WEBSTER  (Isle  of  Wight) : 
1  think  I  am  entitled  now  to  move  the 
names  of  the  Committee. 

Sm  W.  HARCOURT :  Notice  should 
be  given. 

«Mr.  speaker  :  As  this  is  a  matter 
of  privilege,  standing  on  the  Paper  as 
euch,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  is 
entitled  to  move  the  Committee  without 
Notice. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  Solicitor  General,  Sir  C.  Ruasall, 
Mr.  Forrest  Fulton,  Mr.  F.  W.  Maclean,  and 
Mr.  Molloy  be  appointed  the  Committee."— 
(Mr.  Attorney  Oeneral.) 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT :  I  do  not  make 
any  objection  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  as  to  the  names 
he  has  given,  but  I  think  that  in  matters 
of  this  kind  we  ought  not  to  lay  down 
precedents  that  may  be  dangerous  in 
the  future.  I  do  not  see  on  the  Notice 
Paper  any  intimation  that  this  is  a 
matter  of  privilege,  and  I  rather  under- 
stood that  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton disclaimed  treating  it  as  a 
question  of  privilege,  desiring  that  it 
should  be  dealt  with  otherwise  with  a 
view  to  its  being  made  a  criminal 
charge.  That  alters  the  case  very 
materially,  and  I  certainly  think  the 
House  should  not  embark  on  the  initia- 
tory stage  of  criminal  proceeding^ 
without  due  notice.  As  to  the  names 
of  the  Committee,  it  is  very  material 
that  we  should  reserve  to  the  House 
generally  its  judgment,  and  particularly 
in  cases  of  privilege.  I  hope  the  House 
will  not  imagine  that  I  am  saying  this 
by  way  of  captious  objection  to  the 
names  on  the  present  proceeding.  I 
only  desire  to  impress  upon  the  House 
the  necessity  of  guarding  precedents,  for 
there  might  in  future  cases  of  breach  of 
privilege  be  names  suggested  without 
notice,  to  which  some  might  object  and 
for  which  Members  might  like  to  sub- 
stitute other  names. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  believe  it  will 
be  held  by  the  authorities  that  when 
evidence  of  the  kind  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  has  been 
given  and  a  Committee  has  reported  as 
the  Friendly  Societies  Committee 
reported  the  question  is  treated  as  one 
of  privilege.  I  admit  that  precedents  must 
be  carefully  guarded,  and  if  I  had  not 
understood  that  precedents  were  in  favour 
of  the  course  proposed,  I  would  not 
have  asked  the  Attorney  General  to 
make  the  proposal  he  has  made.  Even 
now  if  there  is  any  desire  that  the 
nomination  of  the  Committee  should  be 
ostponed  until  to-morrow,  there  will 
e  no  hesitation  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  accede  to  it.  It  is,  how- 
ever, always  desirable  in  these  matters, 
to  proceed  with  convenient  haste,  and  if 
the  matter  is  dealt  with  at  once,  it  shall 
be  on  the  distinct  understanding  that 
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UuB  IB  not  to  be  regarded 
Aiture  BctioQ. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh,  Mid 
Lothian) :  No  one  can  complain  of 
the  spirit  of  this  conversation.  Per- 
haps you,  Mr.  Speaker,  will  sa;  what 
the  practice  in  these  cases  is. 

*Me.  SPEAKER:  Any  case  of  per- 
jury before  the  Committee  of  this 
House  is  an  offence  which  constitutes 
breach  of  privilege  upon  which  the 
House  could  immediately  take  action. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
put  the  case  before  me  the  other  day, 
and  stated  that  he  would  move  that 
the  Beport  of  the  Committee  be  con- 
ddered  to-day.  It  would  have  been 
more  is  order,  perhaps,  if  the  matter 
had  been  put  on  the  Paper  in  a  different 
form,  and  I  had  intended  that  it  should 
be,  80  as  to  draw  special  attention  to 
lt--that  ie,  with  a  line  separating  it 
from  the  other  Orders  of  the  Day.  As, 
however,  the  ([uestion  is  one  of  privi- 
lege, the  names  of  the  Committee  can 
be  proposed  immediately,  although  I 
do  not  say  the  course  may  not  be 
objected  to,  if  the  House  thinks  proper. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  That,  I  think,  is 
quite  enough. 

Da.  CLARK  (Caithness):   I  would 

Sropose  that  the  names  of  the  hon. 
[ember  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  W.  F. 
Lawrence)  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Brad  laugh)  be  added 
to  the  Committee,  as  those  Members 
have  sat  on  the  Friendly  Societies  Com- 
mittee, and  are  familiar  with  the  cir- 
cumstances ofthe  case. 

•Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH:  It  is  for  the 
House  to  sa;  what  other  Members  shall 
be  on  the  Committee.  The  Covern- 
menthaveno  objection  to  the  sugges- 
tion. 

*Mb.  BBADLAUOH  :  I  must  say 
I  think  it  would  bo  better — and  in  this 
I  believe  I  am  expressing  the  views  of 
the  Chairman  of  the  Friendly  Societies 
Committee  —  if  this  Committee  were 
composed  of  Members  who  would  bring 
fresh  minds  to  bear  on  the  question.  It 
should  not  be  dealt  with  by  those  who 
are  prejudiced — as  I  myself  certainly 
am. 

The  Select  Committee  was  accordinglj- 
nominated  of  Mr.  Solicitor  General,  Sir 
Oharles  Busaell,  Mr.  Forest  Fulton, 
Hr.  Francis  W.  Maclean,  and  Mr. 
MoUoy. 

Mr.  W.  S.  Smith 


Ordered,  That  the  Committee  hav» 
power  to  call  for  persons,  papers,  and. 
records. 

Ordered,  That  three  be  the  Quoram. 

BANN  DRAINAGE  [OBANTS,  to.] 
Resolution  reported. 

"  That  it  IB  expedient  to  make  a  free  Grant, 
aot  eiceeding  the  siun  of  £30,000,  out  ot 
noaeys  to  be  provided  by  Parliament,  for  de- 
[raying  a  part  of  the  cosU  of  any  worbs  to  bo 
executed  uniler  any  Act  of  the  present  Seaaiaii 
For  the  improve  meat  ofthe  Drainass  of  Vj"^», 
ind  for  the  prevention  of  Inundalioni  within 
the  catchment  area  of  Lough  Neat;li  imd  the- 
Lower  Bann,  and  alto  to  authorite  tiie  Board 
of  Works  in  Ireland  to  make  advuices,  ont  of 
□lonej  g  to  be  provided  by  FarliameDt,  for  Hut 
purpoees  of  the  eaid  Act." 

Resolution  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pat, 
"  That  this  Rouse  doth  agree  with  thfr 
Committee  in  the  said  Resolution." 

Mk.  BIGQAR  (Cavan,  W.) :  I  fe»l 
called  upon  to  oppose  this  Motion  for  a 
variety  of  reasons,  one  of  which  is  that 
the  Bill,  if  passed  into  law,  would  b» 

E Tactically  inoperative.  Though  the  Bill 
as  only  been  introduced  a  short  timft, 
I  find  that  on  the  11th  of  July,  1889,  a 
resolution  was  passed  by  one  of  iha  Soatb 
Derry  Boards  of  Guardians,  interested  in 
the  district  of  the  Bann,  protesting' 
against  the  scheme,  and  asking  a  nnm- 
of  other  Poor  Law  Boaras  to  joiit 
with  them  in  opposing  it.  I  think  the 
time  of  this  House  should  not  be  wasted 
in  passing  Bills  which  will  be  inopera- 
tive. A  large  amount  of  this  moner,  if  it 
is  granted,  will  have  to  be  expended  in 
preliminary  surveys  and  unremnneratiTe 
work.  It  will  be  entirely  thrown  awaT^ 
no  benefit  whatever  accruing  from  it. 
As  the  Session  is  far  advanced,  I 
think  it  would  be  well  if  the  Gorenimant 
withdrew  the  Bill  and  introdooed  a 
more  carefully- considered  measure  at 
the  commencement  of  a  future  Sessicm. 
I  beg  leave  to  oppose  the  Motion. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  158 ; 
Noes  95.— (Div.  List,  No.  206.) 

LOCAL      GOVERNMENT      (SCOTLAND 
BILL  (No.  187)  AND  LOCAL  GOVBBS- 
MENT     {SCOTLAND}     SUPPLEHBN- 
TARY  PROVISIONS  BILL  (No.  188). 
Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
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LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (SCOTLAND; 
BILL  (No.  187). 

A  Oiause  (Special  provisions  as  to 
service  franchise  occupiers,) — {27ie  Lord 
Aivoeatey) — brought  up,  and  read  the 
first  time. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  Clause 
be  read  a  second  time." 

Mb.    MARJORIBANKS    (Berwick- 
shire):   I   hoped    in    rising    to    have 
received  from    the    right     hon.     and 
learned    Lord    Advocate    some    sign 
which  would  have  rendered  my  remarks 
on  this  clause  unnecessary,  and  I  am 
sorry     that   the    right    hon.     Gentle- 
man has  made  no   such  sign.      I   am 
afraid  that  I  must  say  a  few  words  more 
in  continuation  of  the  discussion  of  Fri- 
day last.     I  wish  to  point  out  how  large 
is  the  proportion   of  service  franchise 
voters  compared  with  the  other  voters 
of  all  kinds.     In  my  own  constituency, 
for  example,  out  of  5,842  voters  there 
are  no  fewer  than  2,127  service  voters, 
affainst  3,715  voters  of  all  other  kinds. 
l^e  e£fect  of  the  clause  will  be  to  give 
power    to  the    employer    to    fine    the 
eutployif  for   being  on  the  register   of 
voters  for  the  County  Council.    There 
appears  to  me  to  be  no  adequate  reason 
for  placing  an  additional  column  on  the 
Boll  when  no  such  additional  column  on 
the  roll  is  required  for  Parliamentary 
voters.     With  regard  to  the  second  part 
of  the  clause,  I  consider  it  most  objec- 
tionable.    Let  me  take  the  case  of  ordi- 
nary farm  servants.   Large  holdings  are 
common  in  Scotland ;  there  are  farms  of 
500  to    700  acres  producing  a  rent  of 
from  £750  to  £1,000  a  year,  upon  which 
probably  some  12  or  14  farm  servants 
are  employed,  who  will  become  voters 
under  this  Act.     They  will  get  the  vote 
because  they  dwell  in  certain  houses ; 
but  such  houses  are  as  much  part  of  the 
farm  as  the  stables  and  farm  buildings, 
and  it  is  impossible  to  separate  them 
from  the  farm.     They  cost  nothing  to 
the  farmer  or  occupier  of  the  holding, 
but  they  have  been  built  entirely  by  the 
capital  of  the  landlord,  and  if  relief  is 
given  in  respect  of  them  it  should  be 
given  to  those  by  whose  capital  they  are 
maintained.    An  endeavour  to  separate 
them  into  separate  holdings  will  prove 
a  ridiculous,    impossible,    and    useless 
task.     In  practical  working,  the  clause 
will  either  be  a  sham,  or  if  it  is  put  in 


force  it  will  be  used  to  gratify  spite  and 
create  quarrels  between  the  employer 
and  the  employe,  I  shall  therefore- 
oppose  the  clause  with  all  my  power,  and 
shall  certainly  press  the  opposition  to  a 
Division. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Robertson,  Bute) :  It  is  only  righi; 
that  I  should   say  a  word  upon  this 
clause.     I  confess  that  I  do  not  see  that 
it  merits  the  hostility  which  the  right- 
hon.  Gentleman  has  manifested  towards 
it.     The    Government    have  borne  in 
mind  what  was  said  in  the  course  of  the* 
Debates  on  the  Second  Reading  concern- 
ing this  point.     Much  that  was  said  was 
very  much  to  the  purpose,  and  indicated 
a  view  not  very  different  from  the  view 
we  had  ourselves.     Then  hon.  Members- 
were  all  agreed  that  the  service  fran* 
chise  voters  should,  like  all  other  voters,, 
feel  the  rise  and  fall  of  rates ;  that  they 
should  have  an  interest  in  economy,  and 
be  brought  into  direct  contact  with  the 
question  of  economy,  in  order  that  their 
conduct  might  be  influenced  thereby. 
On  the  other  hand,  it  was  pointed  out 
by  some  hon.  Members  on  the  Opposition, 
side  that  the  service  voters  did  pay  rate& 
indirectly  to  their  masters.  The  Govern- 
ment examined  the  question,  and  found 
that  there  was  a  great  deal  to  be  said  to 
sustain  that  allegation.      They  took  it 
for  granted  that  these  men  were  paying^ 
rates  because  they  had  without  question 
been  put  upon  the  Parliamentary  roll. 
Take  the  case  of  the  miners.      In  that 
case  the  rates  undoubtedly  enter  into 
the  computation  as  to  what  the  miner 
shall  receive  in   the   shape  of   wages^ 
The    service    covers   a  wide  range  of 
service,  and  a  considerable  number  of 
miners    are    included.     Then   we  say, 
**If  you  have    an    arrangement   with 
your  master  by  which  you  are  not  liable 
for  rates,  and  there  is  a  lump  sum  which 
covers  the  rates,  there  is  no  question 
about  the  matter ;  but  if  the  master  is 
paying  your  rates  and  you  are  paying 
nothing,    directly    or    indirectly,    then 
we  shall  have  a  right  of  relief  against 
you."  Can  anything  be  fairer  than  that? 
You  have  there  a  recognition  of  the  rates 
being  indirectly  paid,  and  when  that  is 
so  the  voter  will  never  be  asked  for  a 
farthing.       Henceforward    it    may  be 
necessary  to  say  in  the  hiring  that  the 
wages  shall  cover  the  house  and  rates. 
The  service  men  will  all  vote,  and  will 
not  pay,  except  in  those  cases  where  they 
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are  let  off  the  rates  and  another  person 
pays  them.  I  think  that,  in  the  oircum- 
stances,  the  Government  have  made  a 
•suitable  arrangement  of  the  matter. 

Sir  Q.  TSeVELYAN  (Glasgow, 
"Bridgeton) :  I  rise  to  answer  the  some- 
what mild  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite.  Many  of 
tis  on  this  side  of  the  House  have  no 
objection,  in  fact  we  rather  approve  of 
the  first  half  of  the  clause,  which  pro- 
vides that  the  amount  of  rates  paid  by  a 
-service  franchise  house  shall  be  entered 
in  the  rate  book.  But  we  object  to  the 
second  half  as  an  unnecessary  inter- 
ference between  employers  and  employed 
— between  the  relations  of  the  man  who 
rents  a  main  block  of  buildings  and  the 
liian  who  occupies  a  single  cottage  in 
ithe  block.  If  there  is  any  meaning  at 
all  in  the  last  half  of  the  clause  it  is 
that  the  Government  still  adhere  to  the 
principle  that  the  personal  payment  of 
rates,  or  the  liability  in  certain  circum- 
stances to  personal  payment,  is  in  some 
•sense  a  guarantee  that  a  man  is  a  good 
citizen  and  fit  to  vote.  This  clause  does 
not  carry  out  that  principle  fully ;  but  it 
does  so  in  a  manner  which  gives  no 
guarantee  from  a  public  point  of  view. 
But  it  gives  the  master  a  hold  over  the 
man,  without  giving  the  slightest  guaran- 
tee that  the  man  is  a  solvent  ratepayer. 
On  this  side  of  the  House  we  object 
io  the  recognition  of  the  principle  alto- 
gether. There  is  a  lar^e  and  increas- 
ing number  of  us  who  object  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  ratepaying  being  a  qualification 
for  the  franchise.  The  clause  as  it  stands 
-will  considerably  weight  the  Bill;  it 
"will  give  a  good  deal  of  trouble ;  and 
it  is  an  unnecessary  interference  with 
the  private  relations  of  the  employer  and 
the  employed.  I  think  the  Government 
"will  do  well  to  leave  the  matter   alone. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  164  ; 
Noes,  12y.— (Div.  List,  No.  206.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  this  Clause 
Ibe  added  to  the  Bill." 

*Mr.  D.  CRAWFORD  (Lanarkshire, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  move  an  Amendment 
to  the  clause  by  leaving  out  all  the 
words  after  the  word  **  entry,"  in  line  9. 
It  has  been  the  distinction  between 
Scotland  and  England  for  a  very  long 
time  that  in  England  the  fact  that  a  man 
was  rated  to  the  poor  was  regarded  as  a 
necessary  qualification  for  the  Parlia- 
mentary franchise,  whereas  in  Scotland 
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that  was  not  80.  Therewasaoonsiderable 
conflict  of  opinicm  in  Scotland  when  the 
last  Reform  Act  was  passed.  By  the  old 
definition  of  a  dwelling-house  in  the 
Act  of  1868  as  the  foundation  of  house- 
hold sufiPrage,  the  word  dwelling- house 
was  defined  as  premises  in  respect  of 
which  a  man  was  rated  to  the  poor.  That 
provision  was  repealed  in  1884,  and  all 
reference  to  the  rating  was  taken  out. 
Many  Members  of  the  House  are  aware 
that  it  was  largely  due  to  the  efiforts  of 
Scotch  Members  and  other  people  ac- 
quainted with  the  affairs  of  Scotland, 
that  the  service  franchise  was  admitted 
into  that  measure  at  all.  It  was  pointed 
out  that  if  that  were  not  done  a  large 
part  of  the  very  best  citizens  of  Scotland 
would  be  deprived  of  the  right  of  voting. 
The  principle  having  been  to  the  fullest 
extent  given  effect  to  by  the  Act  of  1854, 
it  is  attempted  in  this  clause  to  to  back 
upon  it  and  to  say  that  a  man  Siall  not 
enjoy  the  right  to  vote  for  a  member 
of  the  Council  unless  his  employers  re- 
port that  he  has  paid  his  rates  for  the 
house  he  occupied.  That  is  a  double 
mistake,  because,  in  the  first  place,  it 
refers  to  the  necessity'  of  paying  rates, 
which  is  foreign  to  the  Scotch  system; 
and,  secondly,  because  it  puts  it  into  the 
power  of  the  master  to  insist  upon  that 
payment.  And  there  is  not  the  slightest 
doubt  that  the  exercise  of  that  influence 
by  the  employers  at  elections  would 
have  a  most  disturbing,  and,  I  may  say, 
a  most  corrupting  effect  upon  the  result 
of  the  elections.  Upon  this  ground  I 
move  to  leave  out  all  the  words  after 
line  9. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
new  Clause,  to  leave  out  all  the  words 
after  line  9. — {Mr.  Donald  Crawfwrd.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON;  I  must 
say  that  I  could  not  follow  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  in  his  argument. 
The  6rst  nine  lines  of  the  clause  would 
be  absolutely  useless  without  the  follow- 
ing  part  of  it ;  and  I  would  suggest  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that 
this  is  a  very  difficult  way  of  raisine  a 
question  which  has  been  already  de- 
cided. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Clause  added. 
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«Mk.  HOZIJBB  (Lanarkahire,  8.): 
I  beg  to  withdraw  the  clause  which 
stands  on  the  Paper  in  my  name. 

♦Mr.  JOHN  WILSON  (Govan) :  The 
clause  which  stands  in  my  name  is  one  to 
do  away  with  an  anomaly  which  exists 
between  some  of  the  large  boroughs 
of  Scotland  and  what  are  called  Royal 
boroughs.  The  borough  of  the  division 
which  I  have  the  honour  to  represent 
contains  55,000  inhabitants,  but  it  has 
not  the  privileges  of  a  Royal  borough 
some  of  which  do  not  contain  a  tenth 
part  of  the  population.  The  only  point 
on  which  such  large  boroughs  are  in 
touch  with  the  County  Authorities  is  in 
tbe  levying  of  small  rates.  I  am  glad 
to  state  that  this  matter  has  been 
arranged,  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Lanark,  who,  all 
through  this  Bill,  has  acted  as  guardian 
of  the  interests  of  the  county,  and  you 
may  assume,  therefore,  that  on  the  part 
of  the  County  Authorities  there  are  no 
objection  to  this  clause  being  added  to 
the  Bill.  I  am  sure  I  may  appeal  to  the 
sense  of  fairness  and  justice  of  the  Lord 
Advocate,  and  ask  him  to  add  this  clause 
to  the  Bill. 

New  Clause  (Royal  Burghs,) — {3fr, 
John  fTiVfon)— brought  up,  and  read  the 
first  time. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  Clause 
be  read  a  second  time." 

*Mb.  HOZIER:  I  hope  the  Govern- 
ment will  see  their  way  to  accepting 
this  clause  of  my  hon.  Friend,  and  I  am 
fully  authorixed  to  say  that  the  County 
Authorities  of  Lanarkshire  see  no 
objection  to  the  proposal  which  is  con- 
tained in  it. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  rise 
at  once  for  the  purpose  of  saying  that 
the  Government  cannot  accept  this 
Amendment.  The  question  was  mooted 
in  an  earlier  part  of  the  Bill,  and  I  then 
announced  that  I  opposed  any  change  in 
the  status  of  the  Royal  burghs,  and  to 
that  position  I  must  adhere.  I  resisted 
the  proposals  which  came  from  the  side 
of  Glasgow  as  I  now  resist  this  proposal ; 
and  I  cannot  say  that  I  see  any  substan- 
tial reasons,  on  the  merits  of  this  pro- 
posal, which  would  induce  us  to  confer 
on  police  boroughs  of  the  size  referred 
to  a  status  which  they  do  not  possess. 

♦Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERM AN 
(Stirling  Burghs) :  I  confess  that  my 
sympatmee  are  with  the  view  taken  by 
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the  Lord  Advocate,  and  perfectly  appro' 
ciate  his  position  as  to  the  way  in  which 
this  proposal  would  affect  Glasgow  and 
some  of  the  big  burghs  grouped  around 
it ;  but,  being  free  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  responsibilities,  I  cannot 
but  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend 
who  has  moved  the  new  clause ;  and  I 
would  even  go  further  than  he  has  done, 
for  he  has  very  modestly  put  it  that  a 
police  burgh  shall  be  a  burgh  having  not 
less  than  30,000  population.  I  cannot 
see  why  there  should  not  be  some  self- 
governing  limit  laid  down,  so  that  every 
community  above  that  limit  should  have 
self-governing  powers. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

«Mr.  HOZIER  :  I  beg  to  move  the 
new  clause  which  stands  in  my  name, 
the  reason  for  which  is  that  the  Act  can 
be  more  efficiently  carried  out  in  larger 
areas  than  the  burghs. 

New  Clause  (Contagious  Diseases 
(Animals)  Act) — (Mr,  Monier) — brought 
up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  Clause 
be  read  a  second  time." 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  This  is 
undoubtedly  an  important  subject ;  but  I 
would  suggest  to  my  hon.  Friend  that  the 
clause  he  proposes  is  not  the  most  con- 
venient   way  of  raising  the    question. 
The  question  is,  whether  the  Acts  of 
Parliament  relating  to  the  health    of 
cattle  can  best  be  enforced  in  districts 
of  the  existing  size  or  not ;  and  on  this 
subject    there  are  g^eat  differences  of 
opinion.    On  the  one  hand,  the  smaller 
Local   Authorities  are  very  jealous  of 
their  existing  privileges;  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  l^ere  is  a  growing  opinion 
that  the  areas  are  too  small    for  the 
efficient  working  of  the  Acts.  However, 
be  that  as  it  may,  this  is  not  a  question 
of  local  government,  but  of  the  law  re- 
lating to  the  health  of  cattle,  and  ought 
not  to  be  brought  up  incidentallv  on  a 
question  touching  the  municipal  privi- 
leges of  burghs,  but  should  rather  be 
dealt  with  on  a    review    of  the    best 
methods    of  carrying  out  those   Acts. 
Therefore,  seeing  that  agricultural  ques- 
tions are  at  the  present  time  coming  for- 
ward for  discussion,  I    would  suggest 
that  my  hon.  Friend  should  reserve  this 
proposal  for  some  occasion  on  which  it 
can  be  more    deliberately    and    more 
appropriately  considered. 

Q 
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BAROLAT  (Forfarshire):  I 
agree  in  thinking  it  desirable  tliat  suob 
ft  Oomtnittee  aa  has  been  suggeated 
should  be  appointed,  as  there  is  a  strong 
feeling  that  the  powers  of  the  Local 
Authorities  in  the  smaller  burghs  are 
not  sufficient ;  but  1  thick  there  is  much 
force  in  what  the  Lord  Advocate  has 
said,  and  I  hardljr  think  the  clause  can 
be  practically  dealt  with  in  this  Sill- 
For  instance,  it  oontaina  no  provision 
with  regard  to  the  expenses  that 
would  necessarily  be  incurred  bj  the 
Joint  Committee,  and  unless  some 
Buoh  provision  were  made  there 
would  be  difi&cultf  in  carrying  out 
the  clause.  I  hope  the  new  Minister  ol 
Agriculture  will  take  the  question  up,  as 
it  is  one  of  great  importance  to  agricul- 
turista. 

SiE  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy) :  I 
am  in  some  doubt  as  to  the  way  in  which 
I  should  give  my  vote ;  but  I  think  there 
is  some  reason  in  what  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate has  said  ;  and  I  would  point  out 
that  the  Bill  already  deals  with  this 
question  in  regard  to  Durghs  of  a  certain 
size,  many  of  which  would  be  glad  to 
be  thrown  into  the  counties,  but  would 
be  sorry  to  have  the  interference  of  the 
counties  in  these  matters,  unless  the 
counties  bore  their  fair  share  of  the 
expense. 
*Me.  HOZIEE  :  In  view  of  the 
appointment  of  a  Minister  of  Agricul- 
ture, and  after  what  has  been  said  by 
the  Lord  Advocate  and  others,  I  ask 
leave  to  withdraw  my  Amendment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  J.  C.  BOLTON  (Stirling) :  I  have 
now  to  move  the  clause  which  stands  on 
the  Paper  in  my  name.  I  understand 
that  the  last  payment  of  the  grant  in 
aid  will  take  place  in  November  next, 
and  that  the  first  payment  from  the 
share  of  the  Probate  Duty  and  licenses 
coming  to  Scotland  will  not  occur  until 
after  Hie  termination  of  the  year  ending 
March  31,  1891.  I  am  not  sure  whether 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  should  not  be 
the  person  indicated  as  charged  with  the 
duty  here  imposed  instead  of  the  Com- 
missioners ol  Inland  Revenue ;  but  1 
hope  the  clause  will  not  be  refused  by 
the  Lord  Advocate  on  that  ground. 

New  Clause  (Local  Taxation,  Licenses, 
and  Probate  Duty  Payments,)— (Jfr. 
BolUm,)-  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 


Question  proposed,  "  That  the  OUom 
be  read  a  second  time." 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  E0BEHT80N :  I  wonld 
point  oat  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  that,  am 
it  seems  to  me.  there  is  no  need  for  thic 
clause.  1  ought,  perhaps,  first  of  all  to 
remind  the  hon.  Member  that  I  under- 
took on  a  previous  occasion  that  thequas- 
tion  of  the  provision  of  the  neoeasarj 
Funds  should  be  considered,  and  that  u 
DOW  being  done;  and  whatever  oonno 
may  be  t^en  with  regard  to  the  looal 
distribution  of  the  money,  the  diflSoidty 
which  has  occurred  in  England  will  not 
occur  in  Scotland,  where  it  fortunately 
happens  that  the  bulk  of  the  laoiatao  ' 
Duties  are  payable  in  May.  so  that 
about  that  time  the  authorities  wonld  be 
in  a  position  to  make  the  required  pay- 
ments. The  County  Counoils'  finwi^Htl 
year  begins  on  the  ISth  Hay,  and  oon- 
sequently  they  would  be  in  fandB  in  dne 
time. 

«MR.J.B.BALFO'OK(ClaokmanttBn): 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  state 
what  proportion  of  the  money  oomea  in 
in  May? 

Ma.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  oan- 
not  give  the  precise  amount;  bat  tite 
proportion  of  the  License  Dntiea  paid' 
in  Scotland  in  May  is  very  iwn — M 
large  that  there  oan  be  no  defloit  in 
regard  to  these  funds. 

Mr.  J.  MACDONALD  OAHEBON 
(Wick) :  I  can  confirm  what  the  Lord 
Advocate  has  stated — namely,  that  th« 
bulk  of  the  License  Duties  are  paid  in 
May;  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Stiriin^ 
shire  may,  therefore,  be  satisfied  HuX 
the  County  Councils  will  have  suffldoit 
funds  to  meet  all  requirements. 

Ma.  J.  C.  BOLTON :  The  ezplaaafion 
of  the  Lord  Advocate  is  quite  satisfaotoi/ 
as  far  as  it  goes;  but  I  wonld  point  oot 
that  there  is  nothing  in  the  Bill  reqidr- 
ing  the  payment  of  the  money,  Taka 
the  Probate  Duty  :  I  do  not  see  how  a 
division  is  to  be  mads  until  the  total 
amount  to  be  divided  is  known ;  kbA 
the  same  remark  may  apply  to  tlw 
License  Duties.  I  think  there  ong^t  to 
be  some  provision  in  the  Bill  anthoridng 
the  payment.  If  the  Lord  Advooate  in- 
cludes some  such  prorision  I  shall  be 
satisfied. 

Thb  SECRETARY  to  t«b 
TREASURY  (Mr.  Jaokbor,  Leedt,  N.j; 
That  question  was  carefully  oonddeno, 
and  it  was  deemed  unneoeasoiy  to  Inanl 
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an;  proTisioii  in  regard  to  it  in  this  Bill. 
The  Treaaur;  will  EaTO  power  to  make 
payment  in  round  Bums  from  time  to 
time,  aod  I  believe  the  money  will  be 
given  earlier  than  if  this  clause  werti 
passed.  Payments  may  be  made  in 
June,  November,  January,  and  Febru 
ary. 

Mb.  BOLTOK  :  That  being  en,  I  beg 
to  withdraw  the  clause. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  CALDW£LL  (Glasgow,  St.  Bol- 
lo^  :  The  new  clause  which  I  am  about 
to  propose  is  one  of  the  new  clauses 
brought  forward  on  belialf  of  Lanark 
and  Beafrew  with  a  view  to  preserving 
their  italiu  quo.  I  quite  undeiBtaod  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  that 
nothing  shall  be  done  in  tbis  Bill  which 
will,  iu  the  slightest  degree,  prejudice 
the  consideration  of  tlie  question  of  the 
extension  of  the  boundaries  of  the  City 
of  Qlaagow,  which  will  be  brought  on 
agaiu  next  Seesioa.  The  Lord  Advocate 
has  already  consented  to  a  clause  which 
deals  automatically  with  the  representa- 
tion of  these  particular  districts,  and  I 
think  it  desirable  that  the  financial 
arrangements  should  be  dealt  with  as 
proposed  in  my  new  clause.  I  desire 
that  this  boundary  question  shall  not  be 
prejudged  iu  any  way;  but  simply  to 
secure  that  the  money  applicablii  to  the 
territory  in  dispute  shall  remain  in  the 
contrul  of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
until  the  whole  question  has  been 
decided  by  Farhament. 

New  Clause  (Payments  to  Lanark  and 
Renfrew,)— (Jfr.  t'atdwill) — brought  up, 
and  read  the  first  time. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  Clause 
be  read  a  second  time." 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  H0BEKT80N:  It  is 
hardly  necessary  for  me  to  say  that  I 
cannot  accept  this  Amendment.  The 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  would  tie 
up  until  some  future  period— until,  in 
fact,  the  settlement  of  the  dispute  as  to 
the  boundaries  of  Glasgow — a  consider- 
abtfl  sum  of  money.  I  may,  however, 
say,  (or  the  information  of  hon.  Members 
opposite,  that  we  propose  to  accept  a 
general  aaving  elausa — not  naming 
Glasgow  or  any  other  place — providing 
that  nothing  in  the  Bill  shall  prejudice 
any  application  made  in  any  part  of  t^« 
ooontry  tor  my  azteiuaon  of  boundariM, 
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nor  shall  it  prejudice  the  answer  made 
to  such  apphcation. 

Sir  G.  TEEVELTAN  :  I  think  the 
last  object  of  GlaBgow  would  be  to 
deprive  any  neighbouring  county  of  the 
advantages  of  self-government.  I  think 
the  course  suggested  by  the  Lord 
Advocate  is  reasonable  and  sufficient 
to  meet  the  demands  of  the  Glasgow 
Corporation. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

♦Mr.  OUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.):  In  rising  to  propose 
the  clause  which  stand"  in  my  name,  I  dn 
not  intend  to  70  into  the  whole  question 
of  the  payment  of  ^fuRicipal  Councillors, 
because  it  involves  the  same  principle 
as  the  payment  of  Members  of  this 
House.  But  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words 
on  this  subject,  and  to  explain  that  my 
reason  for  bringing  this  <^ause  forward 
is  that  I  desire  to  provide  for  the 
expenses  of  those  who  will  take  part  in 
the  County  Government  of  the  future. 
I  presume  that  the  Government  have 
introduced  this  Bill  in  deference  to  a 
popular  wish,  and  in  order  to  place 
County  Administration  on  a  more 
popular  basis  ;  and  it  seems  to  me  it 
would  be  impossible  to  secure  real 
popular  representation  unless  some 
small  salary  were  provided  to  meet 
the  expenses  which  would  be  iO' 
curred  by  such  working  men  as  may 
happen  to  be  elected  in  the  County 
Oouucils.  The  proposition  contained  in 
my  clause  is  that  a  day's  salary  shall  be 
granted,  together  with  travelling  ex- 
penses. I  tiiink  that  that  is  a  moderate 
proposal.  It  would  not  place  a  large 
bui^en  on  the  rates,  while  it  would  meet 
a  popular  want.  I  am  not  often  fond  of 
precedent;  but  in  this  House  it  is  some- 
times necessary  to  have  precedents,  in 
order,  I  suppose,  to  strengthen  the  back 
sinews  of  the  knees  of  the  weaker 
brethren.  There  is  a  precedent  in  regard 
to  thisolause.  The  Lord  Advocate  will 
correct  me  if  I  am  not  right  in  stating 
that  for  a  considerable  time  in  Scotland 
men  who  are  required  to  serve  on  juries 
have  been  allowed  to  claim  their  ex- 
penses for  the  day. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  BOBERTSUN  :  In  OivU 

*Ur.    OUNINOHAME    GRAHAM: 
Then  we  have  thia  precedent — that  men 
required  to  serve  io    Oivil   cases   are 
allowsd  to  olaim  their  day's  expenses. 
Q  2 
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Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  Yes ;  ten 
shillings  a  day. 

♦Mb.  OUNINGHAME  GRAHAM: 
That,  then,  I  quote  as  a  precedent  in 
favour  of  my  proposition.  I  know  it  is 
considered  by  Members  of  this  House 
that  the  payment  of  members  of  Muni- 
cipal Authorities  for  their  services  in- 
volves a  principle  which  is  not  generally 
acceptable.  But  there  are  certain  in- 
stances I  will  bring  shortly  before  the 
attention  of  hon.  Members  which  I  think 
may  weigh  in  some  degree  with  the 
Members  of  the  Committee.  We  have 
two  or  three  Members  sent  specially  to 
this  House  to  represent  the  Trades 
Unions,  and  their  maintenance  here  costs 
an  undue  and  unfair  tax  upon  members 
of  their  particular  trade.  Now,  I  wish 
to  interest  the  working  classes  in  the 
Municipal  Administration  of  Scotland, 
but  I  do  not  think  it  right,  if  working 
men  are  found  willing  to  take  their  part 
in  this  work,  that  the  trades  to  which 
they  belong  should  be  called  upon  to 
support  them.  In  the  London  County 
Council  there  is  a  working  class  repre- 
sentative who  was  elected  by  the  citizens 
of  Battersea — I  mean  Mr.  John  Burns 
— who  has  had  to  be  paid  by  his  fellow 
working  men,  although  it  is  admitted 
that  he  has  proved  one  of  the  most  use- 
ful members  of  the  Council,  and  has 
rendered  very  valuable  service.  I  pre- 
sume it  is  hoped  that  in  Scotland  working 
men  will  find  seats  on  the  County 
Councils ;  and  in  order  that  no  difficulty 
shall  be  placed  in  the  way  of  the  attain- 
ment of  that  end,  I  venture  to  move  the 
clause  which  stands  in  my  name. 

New  Clause  (Payment  of  travelling 
expenses  of  members  of  County  Coun- 
cils,)—  (Mr,  Cuninghame  Graham^)  — 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Question  proposed,  ' '  That  the  Clause 
be  read  a  second  time." 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  I 
admit  that  the  hon.  Member  has  ad- 
vanced his  argument  with  great  modera- 
tion and  clearness ;  but  the  Government 
cannot  entertain  his  proposal,  neither 
do  I  think  that  the  precedents  he  has 
quoted  are  in  any  way  germane  to  the 
present  proposal.  I  hope  the  Committee 
will  not  be  drawn  into  the  discussion  of 
subjects  of  this  kind.  The  question  of 
whether  we  should  give  remuneration 
to  persons  for  the  discharge  of  public 
duties  is  a  general  one  which  cannot  be 


raised  now,  and  it  onght  not  to  be 
decided  on  without  mature  considera- 
tion. 

♦Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  agree  with  the  Lord  Advocate  in  so 
far  as  the  actual  payment  for  attendance 
in  the  discharge  of  public  duties  is  con- 
oemed,  but  I  think  that  there  is  some- 
thing in  the  question  of  travelling  ex- 
penses. This  point  was  considerea  last 
year  when  the  House  was  engaged  in 
the  discussion  of  the  English  BiU ;  bat 
we  have  from  the  first  declined  to  be 
bound  by  that  precedent.  It  may  happen 
that  suitable  persons  for  election  on  the 
County  Councils  may  live  a  considerable 
distance  from  the  county  town,  and  it 
therefore  seems  to  me  desirable  that 
their  necessary  travelling  expenses 
should  be  paid.  I  do  not  see  how  tiliat 
practice  could  be  abused  to  anylarse 
extent,  while  it  would  ondoubtemy 
have  the  efi^ect  of  enlarging  the  ohoioe 
of  the  electorate,  and  not  in  the  least 
degree  prejudice  the  larger  question 
which,  1  quite  affree  with  the  Lord 
Advocate,  we  could  hardly  touch  on  this 
occasion — ^namely,  the  general  qnestion 
whether  for  public  services  rendered 
direct  remuneration  should  be  given. 
If  my  hon.  Friend  will  eliminate  from 
his  clause  the  proposal  to  pay  a  day's 
wages,  and  confine  his  proposal  to  uie 
payment  of  reasonable  and  neoeseazy 
travelling  expenses,  I  shall  be  ready 
to  support  him. 

«Mb.  C.  GRAHAM:  I  wiU  certainly 
modify  my  proposal,  and  beg  therefore 
to  ask  leave  to  withdraw  my  clause  in 
order  to  submit  the  modified  propoaaL 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

New  Clause, 

"  Members  attending  County  Ooandl  meet* 
ings  or  attending  Oommittee  meetrnn,  or 
performing  duties  in  connection  witia  the 
Council,  shall  be  entitled  to  claim  reasonalile 
travelling  expenses,"  —  {Mr.  (hMin§hmm$ 
Oraham)f — ^read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeedf 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  seoond 

time." 

Db.  CLARK :  Are  we  to  underftaiid 
that  the  Oovemment  are  as  miudi 
opposed  to  the  payment  of  travel* 
ling  expenses  as  of  salary,  and  are  not 
prepared  to  compromise  the  question  F 
This  point  would  not,  of  course,  arise  in 
connection  with  burgh  administration; 
but  when  a  man  has  to  travel  50,  00,  or 


439 


XomI  Qo9mmm$id 


{July  15,  1889} 


{SeUland)  BiU. 


430 


80  miles — ^partly  by  rail,  partly  by 
steamer,  ana  partly  by  road — I  think, 
nnleM  you  make  some  proYision  for  the 
payment  of  expenses,  you  will  seriously 
Umit  the  choice  of  many  districts  in  their 
representatives.  If  you  intend  that  the 
Oounty  Oouncils  shall  be  composed  of 
the  best  men  in  the  county,  irrespective 
of  social  position,  the  only  way  to  secure 
that  will  be  to  pay  their  travelling  ex- 
penses; because  a  charge  of,  say,  £1 
per  journey  would  prove  a  serious  tax 
upon  the  smaller  class  of  farmers  who 
may  be  expected  to  act  as  the  represen- 
tatives of  rural  districts,  especially  in 
the  Highlands.  I  hope  that  the  Lord 
Advocate  will  look  at  this  matter 
altogether  apart  from  the  general  ques- 
tion of  the  payment  of  Members,  for 
unless  some  such  concession  as  this  is 
made  we  shall  have  the  rural  districts 
represented  solely  by  urban  residents. 
I  nope  the  Government,  therefore,  will 
reoonsider  their  decision,  and  at  any  rate 
make  provision  for  long  and  costly 
journeys. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL :  I,  too, 
hope  that  the  (Government  will  give 
way.  Take  the  case  of  the  burghs  I 
represent.  They  will  have  to  send 
representatives  to  the  Oounty  Oouncils, 
and  as  they  will  have  to  travel  a  con- 
siderable distance  to  the  county  town, 
and  unfortunately  the  burghs  are  served 
by  a  monopolist  railway  which  charges 
heavy  fares,  the  travelling  expenses  will 
be  a  severe  tax  on  the  representatives 
selected.  The  smaller  burghs  will,  no 
doubt,  be  insufficiently  represented  on 
the  Oounty  Oouncils  unless  the  Govern- 
ment acquiesce  in  this  moderate  pro- 
Dosal. 

Dr.  MoDONALD  (Boss  and  Oro- 
marty) :  Unless  the  Government  give 
way  on  this  point  we  in  the  Highlands 
will  be  practically  unrepresented  on  the 
Oounty  Oouncils.  In  my  county,  repre- 
sentatives, if  chosen,  will  have  to  travel 
by  sea  and  land,  by  boat,  by  railway, 
and  by  coach,  and  sometimes  on  foot,  a 
distance  of  100  or  120  miles.  How 
can  it  be  expected  a  poor  man  will  go 
that  distance  and  pay  his  own  expenses, 
when  the  Government  are  giving  so  little 
work  to  the  Oounty  Councils  ?  The  re- 
sult will,  in  fact,  be  that  the  outlying 
districts  will  be  unrepresented.  The 
representative  of  the  Island  of  Lewis 
wUl  have  to  spend  a  couple  of  dajrs  in 
travelling  in  order  to  attend  the  Oounty 


Council  meetings,  and  is  it  to  be  expected 
anyone  will  do  that  unless  the  out  of 
pocket  expenses  are  paid  ?  I  think  the 
Government  will  be  doing  a  serious  in- 
justice to  the  people  of  the  West  High- 
lands, where  distances  are  so  great  and 
locomotion  so  difficult  and  so  expensive, 
if  thev  reject  this  Amendment. 

Mr:  J.  P.  B.  EOBERTSON:  I 
thoroughly  sympathize  with  the  object 
of  the  clause  ;  but  I  do  not  see  how  any 
means  of  paying  the  travelling  expenses 
of  County  Councillors  can  be  adopted 
without  recognizing  a  principle  which 
Parliament  has  not  yet  sanctioned.  I 
should  be  glad  to  find  it  possible  to  de- 
vise some  way  of  preventing  cases  of 
unusual  hardship  ;  but  any  such  means 
must  be  carefully  safeguarded  from 
forming  a  precedent  in  the  matter. 
♦Mr.  E8SLEM0NT  (Aberdeen) :  In 
the  case  of  the  county  I  represent,  it 
will  be  necessary  for  some  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  County  Council  to  travel  50 
or  60  miles.  I  think  the  proposal  em- 
bodied in  the  Amendment  is  a  very 
reasonable  one.  The  Lord  Advocate  says 
it  introduces  a  new  principle ;  but  he 
must  remember  that  we  are  introducing 
into  Scotland  for  the  first  time  Municipel 
Government  in  the  counties.  Scotch 
counties  are  exceptionally  situated;  in 
some  districts  the  popiUation  is  very 
sparse ;  and  I  am  quite  satisfied  that  the 
people  of  Scotland  would  be  willing  to  pay 
reasonable  travelling  expenses  for  those 
who  attend  the  meetings  of  the  Countj 
Council.  I  admit  that  the  question  of 
also  allowing  a  day's  wages  would  be 
fraught  with  considerable  difficulty,  but 
that  has  now  been  withdrawn ;  and  I  hope 
the  Government  will  take  a  wider  view 
of  the  clause  as  it  has  been  modified, 
for  I  believe  the  principle  involved  will 
prove  as  acceptable  in  the  Lowlands  as 
in  the  Highlands. 

Dr.  CAMEBON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
I  may  point  out  that  the  principle  has 
already  been  adopted  in  some  of  the 
Scotch  burghs,  as  the  Glasgow  Cor- 
poration maintain  two  or  three  carriages 
to  take  the  baillies  from  their  houses  to 
their  municipal  duties.  I  believe  also 
that  in  the  junketting  the  Town  Councils 
take  when  inspecting  waterworks  and 
lighthouses,  in  addition  to  reasonable 
travelling  expenses,  substantial  refresh- 
ments are  provided. 

Mb.  FBASEB-MAOKINTOSH  (In- 
vemessshire) :  I  have  listened  to  there- 
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marks  of  the  Lord  Advocate  with  con- 
siderable interest.  I  would  ask  the 
Government  to  specially  consider  the 
case  of  the  county  I  represent,  and  also 
the  County  of  Ross.  I  am  sure  they  wish 
the  crofters  to  be  represented  on  the 
County  Councils ;  but  it  will  not  be 
possible  unless  their  travelling  ex- 
penses are  paid. 

*Mr.  ASaUITH  (Fife,  East) :  I  trust 
that  the  Committee  will  not  be 
satisfied  with  the  somewhat  va^ue 
assurances  given  by  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate. On  this  occasion  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  failed  to  grapple 
with  the  practical  difficulty  laid  before 
him,  so  afraid  is  he  lest  the  House 
should  furtively  recognise  a  principle 
which  may  have  a  wider  application  in 
the  future.  I  am  not  at  all  afraid  of 
wider  applications  of  the  principle  con- 
tained in  the  Amendment ;  and,  whether 
or  not  the  clause  is  accepted,  I  hope  the 
principle  will  be  heard  of  again  on  a 
much  larger  scale.  For  the  purposes 
of  this  discussion  it  is  sufficient 
that  we  should  confine  our  attention 
to  the  special  difficulties  peculiar 
to  local  circumstances  in  Scotland. 
These  can  be  dealt  with  on  their  own 
merits  without  regard  to  the  wider 
application  of  the  principle.  It  has 
been  pointed  out  by  one  of  my  hon. 
Friends  that  you  are  establishing  an 
entirely  new  kind  of  representative  body, 
altogether  differing  from  the  Councils 
which  exist  in  boroughs — a  body 
which  will  represent  a  very  wide  area, 
between  extreme  portions  of  which  and 
the  centre  there  are  often  imperfectly  de- 
veloped means  of  communication.  Now, 
if  a  body  of  that  kind  is  to  be  really 
representative  and  to  perform  its  duties 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  constituencies 
and  of  public  opinion,  the  Government 
must  make  some  provision  for  the  prac- 
tical difficulties  which  are  peculiar  not 
only  to  the  Highlands,  but  more  or  less 
to  the  whole  of  Scotland.  Otherwise 
these  County  Councils  will  not  be  repre- 
sentative in  the  best  sense  of  the  word, 
because  either  a  large  number  of  people 
will  be  artificially  excluded  from  sitting 
upon  them,  or  their  management  will 
fail  into  the  hands  of  cliques  and  com- 
mittees. I  certainly  think  this  moderate 
proposal  will  commend  itself  to  the  vast 
majority  of  Scotch  Members,  and  I 
therefore  trust  that  the  Government 
will  reconsider  their  decifiion. 

Mr.  /froBor- Mackintoih 


Dr.  MAODONALD:  In  the  High- 
lands some  County  Councillors  will  have 
to  travel  very  long  distances  to  attend 
the  meetings  of  the  Council.  Some,  in- 
deed, will  have  to  be  away  from  home 
for  days.  Surely  it  is  not  reasonable  to 
ask  men  to  do  this  for  nothing. 

Mr.  a.  SUTHERLAND  (Suther- 
land) :  I  desire  to  support  what  has 
been  advanced  in  favour  of  this 
Amendment.  The  improved  system 
of  Local  Gt>vemaient  provided  by 
this  measure  will  practically  be 
of  no  avail  unless  this  Amendment 
is  carried.  Owing  to  the  great  distances 
which  County  Councillors  will  have  to 
travel  the  people  will  be  entirely  ex- 
cluded from  representation.  I  hope  the 
Government  wUl  see  their  way  to  accede 
to  the  Amendment,  because  its  accept- 
ance is  of  vital  importance  to  many  parts 
of  Scotland. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  CAMERON :  I 
beg  to  support  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend.  It  seems  to  me  the 
Lord  Advocate  desires  to  give  way,  if 
he  can ;  but  he  does  not  l£ke  the  wide 
application  of  this  principle.  Will  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  agree 
to  the  principle  being  applicable  to  the 
crofter  counties?  {^Oppoiition  Cr%$M  of 
' '  No !  'JJ  I  am  speaking  in  the  interes 
of  the  Highland  counties.  If  you  oan 
get  the  wider  issue  I  should  be  glad  to 
support  you ;  but  if  you  cannot,  let  us 
have  the  narrow  issue. 
«Mr.  LYELL  COrkney  and  Shetland)  : 
As  the  Representative  of  an  Island 
constituency,  I  am  happy  to  support 
all  that  has  been  urged  in  favour 
of  some  remuneration  being  given 
to  members  of  County  Councils  attending 
meetings.  Under  the  provisions  of  the 
Supplementary  Bill  a  very  considerable 
quorum  is  required.  Unless  some  re- 
muneration is  given  the  result  may  often 
be  that  a  quorum  will  not  be  obtained, 
and  that  those  who  do  attend  the  meet- 
ings will  have  to  go  away,  leaving  the 
business  of  the  county  undone.  Gentlemen 
will  not  willingly  undertake  a  long  jour- 
ney unless  they  feel  reasonably  certain 
that  a  quorum  will  attend,  and  that  satie- 
factory  business  will  be  done.  I  hope  the 
Lord  Advocate  will  see  his  way  to  accede 
to  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  (Dumfries,  fto.): 
I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  with 
regard  to  the  insidious  proposal 
wMoh   comes   from  my   hon.    Aiai^ 
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gLr.  Maodonald  Oameron)  who  is  a 
iffhland  Member.  One  is  disposed 
to  De  oonoiliatorj  to  the  Highlanders, 
but  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  allow 
the  Lowlanders  to  be  thrown  over  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  speoial  advantage  to 
the  Highlanders.  What  is  good  for  the 
Highlands  is  good  for  the  Lowlands. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  there  is  a 
large  number  of  counties  in  the  Low- 
lands where  long  distances  will  have  to 
be  travelled.  This  is  so  in  Dumfries, 
for  instance.  There  are  many  parts  of 
that  county  in  which  there  is  no 
adequate  railway  communication,  and 
in  which  considerable  distances  have  to 
be  covered  by  road.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances it  is  that  I  hope  there  will 
be  no  attempt  to  separate  the  BLighlands 
and  Lowlands;  but  that  we  shall  all 
stand  shoulder  to  shoulder,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  seeing  whether  we  cannot  get 
this  advantage  at  the  hands  of  the 
Government. 

Mb.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  East)  : 
I  join  with  my  hon.  Colleagues  in 
pressing  the  desirability  of  the  Govern- 
ment assenting  to  this  Amendment. 
The  Lord  Advocate  seems  to  fear  that 
the  principle  advocated  will  spread 
to  otner  regions  than  those  in  ques- 
tion, but  the  proposition  is  simply 
to  pay  the  travelling  expenses  of  mem- 
bers of  County  Councils  going  to  and 
from  meetings.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  alarmed  lest  such 
a  concession  would  lead  in  the  direction 
of  the  principle  of  the  payment  of  mem- 
bers for  their  services.  The  two  things 
are  totally  different.  In  the  one  case 
the  proposal  is  to  pay  members  for  the 
services  which  they  render  to  the  com  • 
munity;  but  surely  it  is  a  totally 
different  matter  to  make  a  payment  that 
shall  make  it  possible  for  members  to 
render  services  to  the  community.  That 
is  all  that  is  proposed  by  this  Amend- 
ment.   

Mr.  CALDWELL:  I  have  nothing 
to  add  to  the  arguments  on  the  general 
question  ;  but  I  must  point  out  that  in 
any  case  special  provision  should  be 
made  for  the  Highland  counties.  Par- 
liament has  admitted  that  there  is  ex- 
ceptional distress  in  the  Highlands. 
Surely  there  would  be  nothing  inconsis- 
tent in  accepting  this  Amendment  so  far 
as  the  Highlands  are  concerned.  It 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  there  is 
hardly  asingle  railway  in  the  Highland 


counties,  and  that  therefore  County 
Councillors  will  be  put  to  much  greater 
expense  and  trouble  in  attendinc^  meet- 
ing of  the  Council  than  their  fellows  in 
the  Lowlands. 

*Mr.  BAECLAY  :  If  the  proposal  is 
somewhat  novel  the  circumstances  are 
also  novel.  The  case  of  Town  Councils 
cannot  possibly  be  regarded  as  a  prece- 
dent. In  the  first  place  Town  Coun- 
cillors live  in  the  burgh,  and  certain  of 
their  expenses  are  paid  out  of  the 
Commonhood.  It  is  of  very  great  im- 
portance that  all  the  outlying  districts 
of  counties  should  be  represented  on 
the  Council ;  but  this  will  not  be  pos- 
sible unless  some  such  an  Amendment 
as  this  is  adopted. 

Mr.  M»LAGAN  (Linlithgow):  I 
would  suggest  that  all  those  who  have 
to  travel  beyond  a  certain  distance 
should  be  entitled  to  have  their  ex- 
penses paid — say  20  miles. 

Dr.  CLAEE  :  I  trust  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate will,  in  any  event,  allow  the  clause 
to  be  read  a  second  time,  so  that  what- 
ever modifications  may  be  deemed 
desirable  may  be  inserted  in  it. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  105 ; 
Noes  188.- (Div.  List,  No.  207.) 

Mr.  MACDONALD  CAMERON  :  I 
beg  to  move  to  report  Progress,  not  for 
the  purpose  of  delaying  the  discussion  of 
the  bill,  but  simply  for  the  purpose  of 
directing  the  attention  of  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate to  the  votes  of  Scotch  Members  in 
the  Division  just  taken.  It  appears 
from  calculations  private  Members  have 
made  that  42  Scotch  Members  voted  for 
the  clause  and  only  10  against  it.  I  shall 
certainly  bring  the  subject  up  again  on 
Report,  and  I  trust  that  between  now 
and  then  the  Lord  Advocate  will  consider 
whether  he  cannot  concede  thepoint  we 
have  contended  for  for  the  Highland 
counties  if  he  cannot  for  the  whole  of 
Scotland. 

Mr.  MXJNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith, 
&c.) :  The  importance  of  the  question 
which  is  raised  by  the  clauses  I  have 
placed  on  the  Table  is  so  great,  andit  is  so 
thoroughly  understood  in  the  country, 
that  my  remarks  need  bear  no  propor- 
tion to  the  length  of  the  clauses.  There 
is  no  question  upon  which  the  people  of 
Scotland  have  g^ven  their  opinion  with 
greater  deamess  than  upon  the  subject 
of  taking  up  land,  if  necessary  by  com- 
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pulsion,  for  the  public  good.  In  my 
clauses  I  believe  will  be  found  the 
kernel  of  land  law  reform — namely, 
that  the  authorities  created  by  this  Bill 
should  have  the  power  where  necessary 
to  check  careless  or  mischievous  use  of 
land,  and  to  secure  the  full  development 
of  industry  and  ag^culture.  I  quite 
recognize  it  may  be  held  that  the  owners 
of  property  should  be  left  in  peaceable 
enjoyment  of  their  rights,  and  free  from 
vexatious  interference,  and  that  it  would 
not  be  wise,  perhaps,  at  the  outset, 
that  our  local  Councils  should  plunge 
into  great  schemes  of  land  speculation 
without  any  supervision  whatever.  I 
look  more  to  the  cultivation  of  the  soil 
by  a  system  of  individualism,  than  by  a 
system  of  co-operation ;  but  I  believe  the 
County  Authorities  may  be  trusted  in 
most  cases  to  use  such  rights  as  I  pro- 
pose should  be  conferred  upon  them 
with  discretion.  I  believe  that  legisla- 
tion of  this  character  will  give  a  stimulus 
to  careless  or  incompetent  landlords  to 
recognize  the  duties  and  responsibilities 
which  attach  to  the  ownership  of  land. 
There  is  the  question  of  feus  for  build- 
ing and  industrial  purposes,  and  I  could 
give  many  instances  in  which  such  feus 
have  been  refused  by  landowners  in  fish- 
ing villages  and  localities  where  such 
facilities  are  necessary  for  the  due  de- 
velopment of  local  industry.  If  this  ques- 
tion were  dealt  with  in  this  Bill,  it  would 
lead  to  some  system  of  cheap  registra- 
tion of  title.  Taking  an  existing  rent  at 
half-a-crown  a  year,  a  feu  for  permanent 
tenure  might  be  obtained  for  £5  ;  such 
a  reform  is  possible.  Then  as  regards 
gardens  and  small  holdings,  these  have 
not  been  developed  as  they  ought  to 
have  been  under  the  present  land 
system.  It  is  impossible  for  an  exten- 
sive system  of  small  holdings  to  be 
created  where  the  cultivation  of  land  is 
carried  on  under  landlord  and  tenant, 
because  the  expenditure  upon  permanent 
buildings  and  other  improvements  is  so 
great,  that  it  becomes  almost  impossible 
for  the  landlord  to  equip  a  large  number 
of  small  holdings ;  but  there  is  no  doubt 
that  anything  that  would  increase  the 
number  of  small  holdings  would  be  a 
benefit  to  agriculture  and  an  improve- 
ment of  our  social  system.  At  present 
there  is  not  a  sufficient  admixture  of 
small  holdings  in  Scotland.  I  may 
refer  to  the  Highlands  and  show  that 
something  more  extended  is  possible, 
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and  has  been  done  there  for  the  creation 
of  small  holdings,  and  therefore  the 
Government  might  well  accept  my 
clause.  Under  the  Crofters  Act  there 
was  introduced  a  system  of  compulsory 
leases  in  the  Highlands,  and  that  means 
that  by  the  Land  Court  land  may  be 
taken  at  a  compulsory  rent  from,  the 
nominal  owners,  the  right  to  the  occupa- 
tion of  which  had  been  previously  re- 
fused. If  this  system  were  carried  out 
without  restriction,  it  would  lead  to  the 
abolition  of  private  proprietorship  in 
land.  With  restrictions  it  has  been 
shown  to  be  unworkable,  and  the  diffi- 
culties have  been  proved  to  exist,  and 
hence  the  passing  of  the  Crofters  Act. 
It  is  evident  that  some  safer  plan,  some 
other  alternative  must  be  msoorered^ 
for  meeting  this  Highland  land  diffi- 
culty, or  a  Land  Act  must  be  introduced 
next  Session,  and  that  I  think  is  not  an 
object  Her  Majesty's  present  adviseim 
have  in  view.  The  result  of  oompulaory 
leasing  means  possibly  the  loss  of 
capital  value.  Under  a  system  of  expro - 
priation  the  capital  value  of  the  land  is 
reserved ;  therefore,  having  accepted 
this  principle  of  leasing  in  the  High- 
lands, I  cannot  see  why  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should  not  appreciate 
from  their  point  of  view  tne  prin- 
ciple contained  in  expropriation.  I  nave 
spoken  of  the  difficulties  of  feuinff,  and 
in  regard  to  this  there  are  special  con- 
siderations in  the  Highlands.  I  do  not 
agree  always  with  some  of  therepresen* 
tations  made  of  the  enormous  extent  of 
land  available  for  cultivation  and  lying 
waste  in  the  Highlands,  but  I  do  know 
cases  where  land  is  lying  waste  and 
where  it  is  desirable  in  the  interest  of 
the  community  to  check  scandals  of  this 
character  by  reserved  powers,  wh^h 
would  not  come  into  operation  unless  the 
proprietor  declined  to  avail  himself  of 
the  opportunity  of  doing  the  right 
thing,  and  in  that  case  there  would  be 
the  remedy  securely  safeguarded.  It 
would  form  a  far-reaching  security  for 
the  rights  of  property  and  for  rights  not 
less  important,  the  rights  of  the  people- 
I  would  ask  the  Oovemment  to  think 
twice  before  they  reject  my  proposalt 
because  if  the  question  is  approached  tnr 
them  in  the  same  spirit  as  that  in  whiw 
they  dealt  with  the  proposal  of  mv  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Edinbnight 
in  regard  to  rights  of  way,  Iwamih^m 
they  are  fostering  bad  times  for  Itad* 
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owners  whose  interests  they   imagine 
thej  are  seooring. 

Another  New  Olause  (Oount j  Oounoil 
to  have  power  to  take  land,) — {Mr, 
Mui^ro  Ferguson,) — brought  up,  and 
read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
"  That  the  Olause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  The  hon. 
Gbntleman  has  introduced  a  very  large 
and  important  subject  in  this  clause 
by  whicn  he  proposes  to  impose  a  still 
further  duty  on  Oounty  Oouncils.  I 
desire  at  the  outset  to  say  that  I  ap- 
proach the  consideration  of  this  ques- 
non  in  a  completely  friendly  spirit,  and 
the  observations  I  shall  have  to  make 
will  show  the  Committee  we  are  pre- 
pared to  deal  with  the  matter  in  a  practical 
way.  But,  in  the  first  place,  I  desire  to 
limit  our  proposition  to  that  which  I 
think  is  attainable,  and  not  entering 
upon  the  wide  programme  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leith.  He  proposes  that 
the  Oounty  Oouncils  shsJl  deal  with 
cases  where  there  is  a  desire  for  land 
for  building  purposes  or  for  the  develop- 
ment of  any  lawful  trade  or  industry,  or 
for  allotments  or  small  holdings.  Now, 
as  regards  buildings,  I  cannot  say  that 
I  think  it  is  possible  the  Committee 
would  authorize  County  Councils  to 
acquire  land  for  what  is  really  a  specu- 
lative purpose  ;  and,  in  the  second  place, 
I  greatly  doubt  whether,  in  limiting 
the  power  to  the  developing  of  any 
lawful  trade  or  industry,  you  are  not 
entering  the  region  of  speculation, 
and  assigning  an  anomalous  and  hetero- 

feneous  duty  to  the  County  Council. 
^  hen  I  take  the  question  of  small  bold- 
inffs,  and  I  do  not  think  the  Committee 
will  be  disposed  to  take  up  that  question 
in  this  incidental  way,  a  question  that 
has  engaged  the  attention  of  Parliament, 
and  is  now  the  subject  of  consideration 
by  a  Committee  upstairs.  Accordingly, 
I  think  these  are  considerations  that  the 
limits  of  our  present  business  forbid  us 
to  enter  upon.  But  there  remains  the 
question  of  allotments,  and  that  seems 
ta  me  to  stand  on  a  more  satisfactory 
footing.  The  Committee  will  remember 
that  when  some  two  years  ago  the 
subject  of  allotments  was  dealt  with  for 
England,  there  was  apparently  a  con- 
currence of  opinion  among  Scotch  Mem- 
bers that  it  was  not  so^  a  matter  of 


urgency  for  Scotland  that  it  could  not 
stand    over   for    another    opportunity, 
when  the  subject  of  Scotland  should  be 
before  the  House ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
there  was  no  disposition  to  declare  that 
the  subject  of  allotments  had  not  a 
direct  interest  for  the  Scotch  people,  and 
it  was  thought  that  when  the  oppor- 
tunity presented  itself,  it  might  be  con- 
sidered desirable  to  confer  some  such 
powers  in  this  respect  on  Local  Autho- 
rities as  exist  in   England.     Now,  we 
have  County  Councils  and  District  Com- 
mittees to  be  equipped  for  dealing  with 
affairs  in  which  the  district  is  interested, 
and  so  the  Government  consider  that 
the  opportunity  may  with  advantage  be 
taken    of    conferring     upon     County 
Councils  or  District  Committees  power 
of  applying  to  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land  for  Provisional  Orders  for  allot- 
ments.    Presumably,   the  hon.   Mem- 
ber for  Leith  has  framed  his  clause  with 
the  desire  of  raising  the  subject,  and 
hardly  expected  that  it  would   be  ac- 
cepted as  practically  a  working  out  of 
the  principle.     He  does  nothing  more 
than  say,   in   general  terms,  that  land 
should  be  put  into  the  hands  of  the 
County  Council.    Hid  does  not  lay  down 
the  way  in  which  the  Council  shall  deal 
with  it,  as  Paliament  did  in  the  English 
Act,   where  there   are    provisions    for 
securing  that  the  land  shall  reach  the 
right  hands,  and  for  regulating  the  use  of 
the  land ;  in  short,  the  matter  was  carried 
out  in  detail,  both  as  to  acquiring  pos- 
session and  disposing  of  the  land.     Ac- 
cordingly,   I  do   not  think  that    this 
clause  can  very  well  be  accepted ;  but  I 
will  undertake  to  bring  in  on  Report  a 
clause  that  shall  represent  the  substance 
of  what  I  have  referred  to.     The  mstter 
must  be  worked  out  in  detail  how  the 
land  is  to  be  applied,  how  the  money  is 
to  be  provided,  on  what  parts  of  the 
county  the  rates  shall  fall,  with  just 
regard  to  the  interests  of  those  who  are 
and  those  who  are  not  concerned.    With 
the  general  question  of  acquiring  land  for 
building  and  industrial  purposes,  I  can- 
not undertake  to  deal  in  this  necessarily 
incidental  manner ;  but  the  question  of 
allotments   is   better  known   and   lies 
within  a  smaller  compass,  and  to  that 
extent  I  hope  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the 
hon.  Member. 

Mb.  MUNRO  FERGUSON:  Only 
one  word  on  the  subject  of  building. 
But,  first,  I  am  sure  I  may  express  the 
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general  feeling  of  satisfaction  with  which 
we  on  this  side  have  heard  the  Lord 
Advocate's  statement.  The  only  subject 
to  which  I  will  refer  is  that  of  feuing 
for  buildings.  Fishing  villages  will  be 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  County 
Councils,  and  in  those  villages  there 
are  often  the  greatest  difficulties  -in  ob- 
taining sites  for  dwelling  houses  and 
even  land  for  the  drying  of  nets.  I 
could  give  a  number  of  instances  in 
which  such  powers  as  I  propose  to  con- 
fer on  County.  Councils  would  be 
exercised  very  appropriately  by  this 
authority,  and  the  Lord  Advocate  will 
observe  that  I  am  ready  to  provide  that 
the  power  should  be  safeguarded  in 
every  way. 
*Mr.  BARCLAY  :  I  must  express  my 
thanks  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
his  promise  to  deal  with  the  subject  of 
allotments.  But  I  would  press  upon 
him  to  entertain  the  question  of  the 
Council  acquiring  land  for  building.  I 
can  assure  him  that  such  a  power  is 
very  necessary  around  the  coasts  of 
Scotland.  In  one  of  the  villages  in 
the  constituency  I  have  the  honour  to 
represent,  the  overcrowding  from  the 
want  of  house  accommodation  prevails  to 
a  scandalous  extent.  The  plots  of  land 
the  fishermen  require  are  very  small, 
and  thelandlord's  agents  will  not  trouble 
themselves  to  give  such  small  feus.  It 
would  be  a  great  advantage  if  the 
Councils  were  authorized  to  obtain  a 
few  acres  of  land  for  the  purpose,  and 
it  is  hardly  possible  that  it  could  do 
harm  to  anyone.  I  think  if  the 
Government  insist  on  Provisional  Orders 
being  obtained,  the  expense  would  add 
materially  to  the  cost  of  the  land.  Only 
an  acre,  or  a  couple  of  acres,  would 
probably  be  required  in  a  village,  and 
the  cost  of  a  Provisional  Order,  however 
economically  it  were  gone  about,  would, 
I  suppose,  be  £100;  and  that  in  regard 
to  small  pieces  of  ground  would  amount 
to  a  prohibitive  price.  What  pos- 
sible risk  or  harm  to  landlords  would 
there  be  if  a  couple  of  acres  of  their 
land  were  taken  under  the  Lands 
Clauses  Consolidation  Act  ?  They  would 
get  an  ample  price,  and  there  would  be 
every  possible  safeguard  for  amenities 
of  residence,  where  there  should  happen 
to  be  such.  The  question  of  allotments 
is  no  doubt  important,  but  not  so  im- 
portant as  obtaining  land  for  building 
purposes  in  villages.    I  can  understand 
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the  objection  to  Coun^OoonoLLs  embark- 
ing in  speculative  buildings  near  towns; 
but  this  we  proposein  an  entirely  different 
matter,  and  within  proper  limits  and 
restrictions.  I  do  not  see  the  neoeseitj 
of  a  Provisional  Order.  I  cannot  see  that 
such  an  authoritygiven  to  County  Oonnoils 
would  interfere  with  landlords'  rights 
to  any  appreciable  extent.  If  the 
Government  would  undertake  the  matter 
boldly,  I  am  sure  it  might  be  worked 
out  with  advantage  to  all  ooncemed. 

Mr.  E.  T.  EEID  :  I  agree  that  these 
clauses  might  very  well  be  improved, 
and  I  say  so  with  the  more  reason 
because  I  myself  drew  up  the  clauses, 
following,  so  far  as  1  could,  the 
Allotments  Act  of  1887.  The  Lord 
Advocate,  however,  will  not  deny  that 
our  demand  is  not  an  extreme  one,  and 
I  believe  the  power  is  amply  safe* 
guarded.  So  much  for  the  form,  and 
now  for  the  substance.  The  Lord  Advo- 
cate is  prepared  to  give  land  for  the 
purpose  of  allotments.  Now,  I  will 
undertake  to  say  that,  although  in 
some  parts  of  Scotland  allotments 
are  no  doubt  wanted,  the  govem- 
ing  reason  why  the  people  are  so 
anxious  that  the  Counts  should  set 
land  in  this  way  is  for  domestic  baud- 
ings  and  for  lawful  trade  purposes.  I 
will  give  the  Committee  particulars  of 
the  tenure  upon  which  houses  are  built 
in  a  small  town  in  Dumfriesshire  that 
will  rather  astonish  those  who  think 
that  the  system  of  feudal  servitude  has 
died  out.  In  the  town  of  Thomhill, 
with  some  1,200  or  1,300  inhabitants, 
and  between  200  and  300  houses,  all  the 
land  in  and  near  the  town  is  owned  by 
the  Duke  of  Buccleuch,  and  eveiT 
house  in  that  town  has  been  built  ana 
is  held  now  upon  one  year's  tenure  of 
the  land ;  and  it  is  within  the  power  of 
the  Duke  of  Buccleuch,  according  to  the 
terms  of  agreement  upon  which  build- 
ings have  been  erected  for  40  yean 
past — and  no  other  land  could  be  gofc 
for  building — to  take  possession  of 
every  house  at  six  months'  notice  on 
condition  of  paying  half  the  value  of 
the  house.  It  is  only  fair  to  the  Duke 
to  say  that  the  power  is  not  used,  bat  it 
exists.  More  than  that,  it  is  neoessazy 
before  a  transfer  of  any  house  can  be 
made  for  a  humble  petition  to  be  pre- 
sented to  the  Duke  for  his  sanotuniy 
which  he  may  refuse  if  he  tliiake 
proper.    Whenever  a  bequest  is  made 


J 


441  Zocal  Oovdmment 


{JxTLY  16,  1889} 


(Seotlani)  iitt.  4^ 


on  the  death  of  an  occupier,  a  petition 
has  to  be  presented  to  the  Duke  praying 
him  to  allow  the  terms  of  the  will  to  be 
carried    out,    and    sometimes,   in    fact 
repeatedly,   this    permission  has   been 
refused  when  the   Duke   has  thought 
that  another  relative  of  the  deceased  is 
more  in  need,  or  more  deserving,  than 
the  person  to  whom  the  bequest  is  made ; 
and  in  utter  disregard  of  the  bequest 
the  house  is  handed  over  to  whom  the 
Duke  thinks  proper.     There  are  condi- 
tions against  sub-letting,  and  the  taking 
lodgers,  who  may  be  poachers  or  persons 
obnoxious  to  the  Duke  of  Buccleuch. 
There  are  about  20  crofts  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood ;  the  demand  for  them  is  enor- 
mous, but  not  one  more  can  be    ob- 
tained.    No  new  houses  are    allowed. 
Although    a  railway  passes  the  town, 
and  it  is   one  of  the    most  beautiful 
parts  of  Dumfriesshire,  no   house  has 
been  allowed  to  be  built  for  40  years. 
I  say  advisedly  that  is  a  condition  of 
feudal  servitude.    No   other  language 
is  apt  to  describe  it,  and  the  feeling  in 
Dumfriesshire  on  the  subject  is  intense. 
I  should  be  ashamed  of  my  countrymen 
if  it  were  not  intense.  It  is  not  because 
the  Duke  of  Buccleuch  abuses  his  right, 
for  in  point  of  fact  except  as  to  his  deal- 
ing with  bequests  as  I  have  mentioned, 
the  late  Duke  of  Buccleuch  was  known  to 
be  an  admirable  landlord,  and  was  very 
much  respected.      But  here  are  people 
living    under    circumstances    that  this 
House  ought  never  to  suffer  people  to 
live  under,  dependent  on  the  breath  of 
one  man,  because  he  is  the  owner  of 
the  land.    In  other  places  in  Dumfries- 
shire,  the  same  state  of  things  exist, 
and  no  one    can   deny  my    statement. 
Now  I  think    the  Lord  Advocate  can 
understand   why  Scotch  burghs  object 
to  be  hide- bound  in  this  way.     It  is  no 
use  merely  offering  us  allotments  ;  that 
is  the  smallest    part    of    our  demand, 
though,  of  course,  we  shall  act  on  the 
maxim    of  taking  thankfully   what   is 
offered  and  asking  for  more.    But  I  want 
the  Lord  Advocate    and  the  Committee 
to  appreciate  the  importance  and  gravity 
of  the  subject.     We  are   now  establish- 
ing   County    Councils    to    protect   the 
rights  and  interests  of  localities,  and  it 
is  obvious  that  people  in  such  places  as 
Thornhill    will    look    to     the     County 
Council  as  the  authority  to  interfere  on 
their  behalf,    and   to   put   reasonable 
taoilities  in  their  way  for  meeting  their 


pressing  requirements  for  land  at  a 
reasonable  tenure.  While  grateful  to 
the  Lord  Advocate  for  his  concession  as 
regards  allotments,  I  hope  my  hon. 
Friend  will  press  his  Motion  to  a 
division. 

*Mr.  DONALD  CRAWFORD :  There 
is  no  doubt  that  the  most  important  part 
of  the  clause  my  hon.  Friend  has  pro- 
posed is  the  part  relating  to  building.  I 
do  not  at  all  depreciate  the  concession  the 
Lord  Advocate  has  made  about  allot- 
ments. I  dare  say  allotments  may  be 
very  useful  in  some  parts  of  Scotland. 
The  demand  generally  for  allotments  is 
not  great,  but  I  should  like  to  see  it 
increase.  But,  meantime,  this  is  only 
an  example  of  what  we  have  too 
often  had  repeated  in  the  course  of  this 
Bill.  We  are  offered  a  particular  thing, 
not  because  we  want  it,  but  because  the 
English  people  have  it.  That  is  the 
only  reason  why  allotments  have  been 
singled  out  from  the  powers  mentioned 
in  the  clause  and  granted.  If  the  Go- 
vernment wanted  to  give  Scotland  what 
is  most  useful  and  yet  were  disposed  to 
narrow  the  concession  to  the  utmost 
limit,  they  would  have  singled  out  and 
granted  the  building  powers.  My  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  has  given  a  striking 
illustration  from  Dumfries  showing  the 
necessity  of  such  a  provision  as  this, 
and  I  should  like  to  mention  an  in- 
stance from  the  County  of  Lanark,  the 
small  town  of  Motherwell — not  very 
small  either,  some  18.000  or  20,000  in- 
habitants— and  a  rising  town.  A  great 
part  of  the  land  around  the  town  be- 
longs to  two  landowners.  In  the  direc- 
tion in  which  the  town  is  extending  and 
the  best  part  of  the  town  the  land  is  the 
property  of  the  Duke  of  Hamilton. 
Land  is  given  for  feuing  on  condition 
that  houses  of  a  certain  value  and  ap- 
pearance are  erected  in  order  to  furnish 
security  for  the  feu  duties,  and  that 
is  quite  usual  and  proper ;  but  there 
is  one  condition  added.  This  is  a  coal 
and  mineral  district,  and  the  Duke 
reserves  the  right  to  withdraw  coal 
under  the  foundations  of  the  house,  and 
if  the  house  is  demolished  or  damaged 
thereby  the  builder  of  the  house  is  to 
have  no  recompense  or  compensation. 
This  is  the  only  condition  upon  which 
land  can  be  got  in  that  part  of  the 
country,  and,  as  may  be  supposed,  this 
condition  excites  the  utmost  indignation 
among  the  townspeople ;   and  I  think 
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the  Oommittee  will  agree  it  is  a  condi- 
tion wholly  inconsistent  with  the  duty 
of  a  landlord.      I  believe  we  have  a 
remedy  in  this  Amendment  in   giving 
the  Council  power  to  acquire  land  com- 
pulsorily    when    it    is  necessary,    and 
according  to  the    scope  of  the  Bill  it 
would  come  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  County  Council.     It  is  because  of 
instances  such  as  have  been  given  that 
there  is  this  earnest  and  growing  desire 
that  Local  Authorities  should  have  the 
power  of  acquiring  land  compulsorily. 
*Mr.  E8SLEM0NT  :  There  are  hun- 
dreds of  fishing  villages   around    our 
coasts  under  similar  difficulties ;  and  I 
have    frequently  brought    such   under 
the  notice  of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland. 
There  are   hundreds  of   cases    in   my 
county  where  fishermen  have  built  their 
own  houses,  and  pay  large  sums  com- 
paratively for  the  feu,  and  yet  have  no 
security  of   tenure,   the  landlords  can 
take  possession  at  a  year's  notice.     On 
the  merest   scraps  of  land,  they  have 
been  obliged  to  erect  houses  that  are  in 
a  shameful  unsanitary  state.    Now,  I 
submit  that  to  ask  individual  fishermen 
to  come  for  Provisional  Orders  is  out  of 
the    question ;   but    I    hope  the  Lord 
Advocate  will,  on  consideration,  see  that 
the    County    Council    could    exercise 
authority  in  this  matter,  meeting  all  re- 
quirements, without  great  expense.      I 
should  be  the  last  to  advise,  and  I  never 
have  suggested  that  land  should  betaken 
without  every  reasonable  compensation 
to  the  owners.    I  am  willing  that  they 
should  get  five  times  as  much  as  they 
would  get  under  ordinary  circumstances 
of  sale.     I  express  my  gratitude  to  the 
Lord  Advocate  for  the  concession  he  has 
made,  but  still  I  ask  him  cannot  he  give 
his    serious    attention   to    those  cases 
which  are  very  numerous,  more  especially 
in  connection  with  the  fishing  industry, 
with  a  view  to  seeing  that  a  man  may 
have  the  means  of  getting  a  reasonable 
tenure  of    his  dwelling  without   great 
expense.    These  houses  cost  from  £50 
or  £80  to  £150,  not  large  sums  but  large 
to  the  people  who  build  them,  and  they 
are  deprived  of  the  credit  the  property 
ought  to  give  them  because  the  house, 
in  the  absence  of  feu  terms  of  tenure,  is 
practically  the  property  of   the  land- 
lord. 

Mr.  COCHEANE-BAILLIE  (St. 
Pancras,  North)  :  We  have  heard 
two    instances  of  what  may  be  oon- 
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sidered  an  unjust  system  of  tenure, 
and  whether  the  Lord  Advocate  can  see 
his  way  to  a  clause  dealing  with  such 
cases  as  those  of  Thomhill  and  elsewhere 
I  do  not  know.  But  I  would  ask  him 
not  to  go  beyond  that  and  give  powers  to 
the  County  Council  for  the  aoquisition 
of  land  for  the  development  of  a  dietriot, 
because  you  will  at  once  have  the  danger 
of  the  authorities  plunging  into  wild 
land  speculations,  and  that  is  by  no 
means  an  essential  or  desirable  policy 
for  County  Councils  to  embark  upon. 
On  that  point  I  hope  the  Lord  Advocate 
will  not  give  way,  out  if  he  thinks  fit  to 
meet  such  instances  of  peculiar  tenure 
as  that  at  Thomhill  and  the  difficulties 
of  the  fishing  villages  I  see  no  objec- 
tion. 

Me.  duff  (Banffshire) :  The  Oom- 
mittee  will  have  observed  that  there 
has  been  no  opposition  to  the  olaase 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leith  horn 
Scotch  Members,  and  I  am  glftd 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  St.  Fan- 
cras  (Mr.  Cochrane-Baillie)  has  only 
partially  opposed  it.  I  quite  oonoor 
in  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Aberdeen  as  to  the  case  of 
fishing  villages  on  the  east  ooast.  In 
my  own  constituency  there  are  numerous 
instances  in  which  fishermen  have  built 
their  houses  upon  land  upon  which  they 
have  no  sort  of  tenure.  This  matter 
was  dealt  with  in  the  Keportof  the  Fishery 
Board  for  1884,  and  a  suggestion  was 
made  for  giving  feus  by  a  cheap  and 
easy  process.  I  asked  the  late  Lord 
Advocate  to  give  effect  to  the  reoom* 
mendation  and  he  replied  that  the  matter 
might  be  dealt  with  in  the  coming  Local 
Government  Bill.  I  would  ask  tiie 
present  Lord  Advocate  to  say  that  h& 
will  consider  the  question  in  connection 
with  his  proposed  new  clause. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBEETSON :  I  would 
remind  the  Conmiittee  of  the  speciflo 
question  before  us.  The  case  of  tiie 
hon.  Member  for  Banff  and  others  is  not 
acase  where  it  is  desired  to  obtain  landfor 
purposes  for  which  they  cannot  ffet  laiid^ 
but  a  case  in  which  persons  abeady  in 
possession  desire  a  better  title.  This  is, 
it  must  be  observed,  a  distinct  qaeetton, 
and  I  cannot  see  that  it  is  possible  to 
deal  with  it  in  the  Bill.  I  greatly  doubt 
whether,  while  empowering  Oovokiy 
Councils  to  acquire  land  for  allotment^ 
the  Committee  will  agree  at  the  same 
time  to  give  the  Councils  power  to  ob* 
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tain  titlea  for  those  which  already  have 
land.  While  I  haye  very  great  sym- 
pathy with  these  persons  in  the  position 
of  those  whose  cases  have  been  cited, 
my  point  is  this,  they  have  either  a  legal 
right  in  the  property  they  hold  or  they 
haye  not.  If  they  have,  as  I  should 
suppose  and  hope  they  haye  by  agree- 
ment between  owner  and  occupier, 
certain  rights  of  property,  what  do  you 
want  the  County  Council  to  do?  Do 
you  want  the  County  Council  to  turn 
men  who  are  not  proprietors  into 
proprietors  ?  How  can  you  do  it  except 
by  furnishing  them  with  a  title  ?  Now, 
that  seems  to  me  an  entirely  different 
chapter  of  legislation.  I  do  not  pre- 
judge the  question  as  regards  people  for 
whom  I  have  a  great  deal  of  sympathy 
in  their  peculiarly  difficult  position ;  but 
we  are  here  with  a  Local  Qovemment 
Bill,  and  is  it  reasonable  that  we  should 
analyse  the  land  tenure  of  Scotland  as 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dumfries  has  ?  He  cited  the  instance 
of  Thomhill  as  a  tenure  of  land  that 
ought  not  to  be  tolerated,  and  as  a 
scandal. 

Mb.  B.  T.  BEID  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  allow  me  to  say,  I 
instanced  that  as  evidence  of  the  evils 
that  result  from  the  inability  to  get 
land.  It  is  an  instance  showing  why  we 
should  comply  with  the  popular  desire, 
that  people  require  land  and  cannot 
get  it. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  Yes, 
but  the  whole  of  this  shows  that  it  is  a 
question  of  land  tenure  which  cannot,  I 
think,  be  dealt  with  in  this  hap-hazard 
way.  I  trust  the  Committee  will 
exercise  due  reserve  and  caution  on  a 
subject  that  has  incidentally  come  across 
our  view ;  and  in  considering  a  Local 
Government  Bill,  will  not  be  too  rash  to 
pronounce  upon  the  subject.  I  will 
only  say  that  we,  in  dealing  with  allot- 
ments, enter  upon  a  subject  to  which 
Parliament  has  recently  devoted  atten- 
tion ;  but  we  cannot  touch  those  other 
matters  that  require  most  careful  con- 
sideration, and  do  not  naturally  arise 
upon  this  Bill. 
^Mb.  ESSLEMONT:  One  word  of 
explanation.  May  I  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  to  give  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject of  those  people  who  have  not  the 
land  he  speaks  of,  and  cannot  get  it  ? 
We  want  some  machinery  in  the  Bill  by 
which  the  County  OounoUB  can  get  land 


at  a  fair  price.  What  is  contended  is^ 
that  these  people  have  no  tenure ;  that 
the  land  belongs  to  the  landlord.  What 
we  want  is  an  expeditious  and  reason- 
able way  by  which  the  authority  can 
obtain  the  land,  in  order  that  they  may 
get  a  title  for  possession. 

Mb.  FINLAY  (Inverness,  &c.) :  I  am 
sure  the  Committee  is  sensible  of  the  fair 
way  in  which  the  proposal  has  been  made, 
and  all  must  agree  that  the  clause  deals 
with  a  subject  of  great  necessity.  Of 
course  any  argument  that  goes  to  show 
that  the  County  Council  should  be  vest- 
ed with  powers  to  build,  would  also  go 
to  show  that  they  should  also  be  vested 
with  powers  to  acquire  land  on  which 
houses  are  built  in  order  to  give  a  good 
title.  I  hope  the  Gt>  vera  men  t  will  go 
as  far  as  practicable  in  this  direction.  At 
the  same  time  we  must  be  sensible  of 
the  difficulties  and  complexities  of 
the  subject.  One  other  word  I 
desire  to  say.  I  think  there  are 
many  other  proposals  of  public  utility, 
not  mentioned  in  the  clause  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leith.  There  are  many 
proposals  for  which  it  would  be  right 
the  County  Councils  should  take  or  hold 
land.  If  anything  can  be  done  in  this 
direction  I  should  be  glad  to  see  general 
words  inserted  in  the  Bill  which  would 
empower  the  County  Councils  to  acquire 
land  for  purposes  of  general  utility,  and 
I  hope  that  the  Government  will  go  as 
far  as  possible  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  ASRER  (Elgin,  &c. :  I  hope 
the  Lord  Advocate  on  further  con- 
sideration may  see  his  way  not 
to  lose  the  present  opportunity  of 
doing  something  to  remedy  this 
great  grievance  in  some  parts  of  Scot- 
land. Over  a  great  part  of  the  East 
Coast  an  immense  number  of  fishermen 
at  the  present  moment  occupy  houses 
on  the  most  unsatisfactory  tenure.  They 
have  built  their  houses  upon  sites  to 
which  they  have  no  title  whatever.  Now, 
I  think  that  that  fact  by  itself  shows  that 
there  is  something  grievously  wrong, 
either  that  they  are  not  able  to  get  land 
for  the  purpose  from  the  landlords,  or  it 
shows  that  the  expense  of  completing  a 
title  is  so  great  as  to  detor  people  from 
the  expense  of  getting  a  proper  title,  and 
they  prefer  the  risk  of  building  with  no 
title  at  all.  The  Lord  Advocate  has  an 
opportunity  of  going  a  long  wa^  towards 
putting  the  mattor  right.  I  quite  appro - 
dato  the  objection  togivingthe  authorities 
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Thb  OHAIEMAN  :  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  is  referring  to  the  first  Amend- 
ment. That  has  now  been  passed  over. 
Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) : 
The  question  which  my  hon.  Friend 
refers  to  arises  partly  on  this  Amend- 
ment, which  relates  to  the  time  of  the 
election  after  the  first  election.  Mid- 
winter would  be  an  exceedingly  incon- 
yenient  time  for  the  County  Council 
elections  to  be  held,  and  particularly  in 
the  Highlands,  where  the  electors  often 
haye  to  make  long  journeys  in  order  to 
record  their  votes.  I  shall  be  inclined 
to  support  any  proposal  that  may  be 
made  for  holding  the  elections  at  a  more 
sensible  time  of  the  year. 
*Mb.  BAECLAY  :  I  move  to  leave  out 
"December "in  order  to  insert  "No- 
vember." There  is  in  my  constituency 
a  strong  feeling  that  the  month  of 
December  would  be  very  unsuitable  for 
the  election,  and  particularly  for  those 
who  enjoy  the  service  franchise.  I  do 
not  see  why  the  county  elections  should 
not  take  place  at  the  same  time  as  those 
in  the  towns,  and  I  think  the  first 
Tuesday  in  November  would  be  much 
more  satisfactory  than  the  date  pro- 
posed. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposdd 
Amendment  to  leave  out  "December" 
in  order  to  insert  "November." 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  December '  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

Dr.  CLAEK  :  I  hope  the  Government 
will  accept  this  Amendment.  I  hap- 
pened many  years  ago  to  be  elected  on 
a  Tuesday  in  December,  and  the  result 
was  that  we  had  to  wait  for  three  days 
to  get  the  ballot-boxes  in  on  account 
of  a  snowstorm,  and  it  was  impossible 
for  a  number  of  voters  to  get  to  the 
mainland  to  record  their  votes.  In 
many  burghs  men  had  to  be  imported  to 
act  as  polling  clerks,  and  if  the  county 
elections  took  place  about  the  same 
time  these  people  could  be  utilized  with 
very  little  increased  cost  to  the  county. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  This,  of 
course,  is  entirely  a  matter  of  conveni- 
ence and  detail,  but  I  am  afraid  that 
November  would  be  too  early  for  the  elec- 
tion. One  of  course  sees  that  the  further 
we  get  into  winter  the  less  convenient  the 
election  will  be.  But  the  Parliamentary 
roll  is  just  ready  by  the  1st  of  Novem- 
ber.   Now,  in  burghs,  where  the  roll  is 


always  accessible,  the  eleotion  can  take 
place  at  once.  But  you  have,  to  consider 
the  case  of  the  more  scattered  coontieBi 
and  I  do  not  think  you  could  have  the 
election  before  December,  as  the  roll  is 
not  ready  until  November.  There  is 
another  matter  to  consider.  By  an 
Amendment  proposed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  Barclay),  the 
Town  Councils  are  to  elect  their  repre- 
sentatives to  the  County  CounoiLs.  It 
is  quite  clear  that  it  must  be  the  fresh 
Town  Council  that  should  elect,  and  the 
fresh  Town Councilisnot  itself  appointed 
until  November. 

*Mb.  BARCLAY  :  I  wish  to  point  out 
that  under  the  Bill  as  now  worded,  tiiere 
will  be  in  police  burghs  two  separate 
elections,  one  for  Police  Commissioners 
in  November,  and  another  for  County 
Councils  in  December.  The  difficoltj 
which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  just  suggested  is  not  a 
serious  one,  because  the  Amendment  I 
proposed,  and  which  was  agreed  to,  was 
that  the  County  Councillors  should  be 
elected  in  burghs  at  the  first  meeting  of 
the  new  Town  Council. 

Mb.  EIRTH  (Dundee) :  I  should  like 
to  say  that  in  the  interests  of  unifonnityy 
as  both  the  municipal  and  Coonty 
Council  elections  in  liUgland  and  the 
municipal  elections  in  E^tland  are  in 
Novemoer,  I  think  it  will  be  well  to 
make  the  County  Council  elections  in 
Scotland  in  the  same  month,  but  later 
in  that  month. 

Mb.  CALDWELL :  The  roll  ought  to 
be  ready  in  all  parts  of  the  county  on 
the  third  Tuesday  in  November,  and 
that  would  get  rid  of  the  diflSculty  that 
would  otherwise  be  caused  by  fiurm 
labourers  removing  on  the  26Ui  of 
November. 

«Mb.  BARCLAY :  I  hope  the  righl 
hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate  will 
consider  the  question  before  Beport| 
and  if  so  I  wiU  withdraw  my  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  cannot 
undertake  to  reopen  the  question  of 
County  Councillors  being  elected  by 
police  burghs,  because  it  was  very  fiiUy 
considered  by  the  Committee,  oat  we 
will  see  if  we  can  do  anything  to  meet 
the  views  of  hon.  Gentlemen  with  regard 
to  the  date. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Other  Amendments  made. 
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the    burgh    and    not  by    the    Oounty 
Cbunoil. 


On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Bobbbt- 
-eoir  the  following  Amendments  were 
agreed  to: — In  page  3,  line  1,  leave 
out  ''in/'  and  insert  "for;"  page  31 
lines  4  and  5,  leave  out  "  Oounty 
Council, "  and  insert  "  returning 
o£Bcer ;"  page  3,  line  5,  after  "  appoint," 
add— 

*'  Provided  that,  if  the  returning  officer  shal^ 
■eo  determine,  the  county  electors  for  two  or 
more  electoral  divisions  may,  by  public  notice 
iimeoualy  given,  be  directed  to  poll  at  the  same 
polling  place,  and  such  place  shall  be  con- 
veniently situated  for  the  majority  of  such 
eoonty  electors.** 

Olause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  3. 

Sib  G.  OAMPBELL  :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  Lord  Advocate  whether  the  pro- 
posal to  omit  this  clause  will  not  cause 
some  obscurity  in  connection  with  Clause 
4.  I  wish  to  know  whether  the  Town 
Council  at  large  will  elect  the  Oounty 
Councillors,  or  whether  as,  in  the  case  of 
the  School  Board,  it  will  be  one  or  more 
TOtes  for  one  man  ? 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  The 
point  is  worth  considering,  whether 
there  should  be  as  many  votes  as 
•candidates. 

Clause  agreed  to. 
Clause  4  agreed  to. 

Clause  5. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  moved, 
Clause  5,  page  4,  line  10,  before  <*or," 
insert  "  non-acceptance  of  office." 

Question  proposed,  *'That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

♦Mb.  OAMPBELLBANNERMAN : 
Is  it  not  desirable  to  make  some  defini- 
tion as  to  the  time  in  which  an  elected 
Member  should  accept  ? 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  think  , 
that  is  provided  for  by  a  subsequent 
clause. 

«Mb.  firth  :  When  such  an  election 
takes  place  under  the  Bill  of  last  year, 
no  vacancy  is  to  be  filled  up  within  six 
months  of  the  triennial  election. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

«Mb.  BARCLAY:  The  Amendment 
which  I  now  move  is  to  provide  that  in 
the  event  of  a  vacancy,  the  election  to  fill 
the  vacancy  shall  be  by  the  Council  of 
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Amendment  proposed,  page  10,  after 
''  disqualification,'^  insert  ''  of  a 
Oouncillor  not  being  a  Councillor 
elected  by  a  burgh  or  police  burgh." 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  can- 
not see  that  the  point  is  one  of  great 
importance.  The  reason  for  filling  up 
a  vacancy  by  co-optation  is  to  avoid 
the  expense  of  sucn  election.  I  am, 
however,  quite  ready  to  concede  the 
Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

*Mb.  SHIRESS  WITjL  (Montrose, 
&c.) :  I  only  wish  to  kuow,  in  moving 
this  Amendment  in  my  name,  whether 
the  Lord  Advocate  will  reconsider  the 
matter  to  .which  it  refers?  I  move 
formally. 

Motion  made.  Clause  5,  page  4,  line. 
10,  leave  out  ''the  County  Council," 
and  insert — 

"  election;  and  such  election  shall  he  held  by 
the  same  persons  and  in  the  same  manner  as  an 
election  to  fill  an  ordinary  vacancy,  and  the 
person  elected  shall  hold  the  office  until  the 
time  when  the  person  in  whose  place  he  is 
elected  would  regularly  have  gone  out  of  office, 
and  he  shall  then  go  out  of  office." 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
'  the  County  Council '  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  hope 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  press  this 
proposal,  as  I  am  unable  to  assent  to  it. 
*Mb.  SHIRESS  WILL :  I  do  not  pro- 
pose, under  the  circumstances,  to  press 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Motion  made,  Clause  5,  page  4,  line 
13,  leave  out  after  ''county,"  to  end  of 
Clause. — {The  Lord  AdvoeaU.) — Agreed 
to. 

Motion  made.  Clause  5,  page  4,  line 
13,  after  "occurred,"  add — 

"  and  shall  remain  in  office  so  long  only  as 
the  person  in  whose  room  he  was  appointed 
would  have  remained  in  office." — (3fr.  Mozier.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  6,  7,  and  8  agreed  to. 
R 
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Clause  9. 
Amendtaent  propoBed,    p 

'  lint  "  UTiH  in* 


5,  line 
16,  leave  out 

"  ProTJileil  that  any  district  for  the  purposBB 
of  malntainiD^  and  mannging  highwayg  shall 
alto  be  a  diBtriot  for  the  paipose  of  the  admin- 
utntioD  of  the  lawB  reUtiDg  to  public  health, 
and." — {Thi  Lord  Adtoeate.) 

AmeDdment  agreed  to. 

Amendmeat  proposed,  page  5,  line 
8S,  after  "  burgQ,"  insert — 

"And  shall  be  held  to  have  contained  accord- 
in';  to  the  census  of  1881  a  populattoQ  of  mora 
tlkan  7,000,"— C»r.  Hazier.) 

Me.  J.  P.  B.  EOBERTSON ;  I  hoije 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  press  this 
Amendment,  whicb  I  do  not  think  at  all 
neceeeaty,  ae  the  matter  is  dealt  with  in 
a  special  clause. 

*Mr.  HOZIEB  :  That  being  so,  I  ask 
leave  to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  bj  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  10  agreed  to. 

Clause  11. 

The  following  Amendments  were 
agreed  to : — Clause  '  1,  page  6,  line  14, 
leave  out  "  a  county,"  and  insert  "from 
and  after  the  passing  of  this  Act, 
counties  and  burghs  ;  "  lines  H  and  15, 
leave  out  "  it  has  at  the  passing  of  this 
Act,"  and  insert — 

"Thejr  respectively   have,  ot  in  the  ce 
counties  stiU  eubject  to  local  Acts  of  Parliament 
regulating  bigbvays  will  bave,   after  tbe  ap- 
pointed day : 

lines  15  and  16,  leave  out  "  County 
General  Assessment  (Scotland)  Act, 
1868,  "  and  insert  "  '  Roads  and  Bridges 
(Scotland)  Act,  1878;'"  Amendment 
proposed,  line  20,  before  "boundary," 

"  Sheriff  in  the  year  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  eighty-nine,  and  thereafter  the.'' 
—{The  Lord  Advocate.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 
*Mk.  D.  CEAWFOBD  :  This  is  a 
question  of  which  it  may  truly  be  said 
that  it  is  in  no  sense  a  Party  question, 
and  I  am  confident  if  the  GoverDment 
sea  their  way  to  accept  my  suggestion 
they  will  do  so.  From  information 
which  has  reached  me  from  various 
qtiarters  I  am  fully  persuaded  that  the 
creation  of  expensive  machinery  to  deal 
with  the  boundary  question  is  totally 
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unnecessary.  I  think  the  duty  may 
very  well  be  entrusted  for  future  yeaxa — 
just  as  it  is  proposed  for  the  first  year 
—to  the  Sheriff.  There  is  one  oon- 
dderation  to  which  I  should  like  tv 
draw  ths  attention  of  the  Lord  Advooater 
and  that  is  as  regards  the  adjustment 
of  the  difficult  question  of  ezpenaes  aa 
between  county  and  burgh.  Xow,  in. 
the  distribution  of  the  local  taxation, 
[icences  we  propose  that  some  system 
shall  be  devised  for  throwing  them  into 
a  common  fund,  and  thus  the  question 
of  expenses  would  not  arise.  Of  conne, 
if  this  question  remained,  it  miglit 
prove  one  of  the  best  defences  of  tbe> 
proposal  for  the  appointment  of  a  Boon- 
dary  Commission.  But  ws  hope  that 
this  thorny  question  of  expenses  and 
interest  as  between  burgh  and  oounty 
will  not  arise,  but  that  the  licences  wiU 
be  dealt  with  on  some  general  principle. 
Is  it  not  the  fact  that  the  Boundaiy 
Commissioners  in  England  have  found 
their  duties  to  be  exceptionally  light  P 
I  am  sure  the  Government  would  not 
appoint  the  Boundary  Comnussions 
simply  for  tbe  purpose  of  creating  a  tew 
offices  ;  and  1  would  earnestly  ask  tbem 
to  consider  whether  the  Sheriff  ooold 
not  do  the  work  sufficiently  well  under 
proper  precautions. 

Ms.  J.  P.  B.  aOBEHTSON :  Upon 
this  subject  I  may  point  out  to  ths  hon. 
Qentleman  that  the  duties  of  the  Com- 
missioners will  only  arlss  when  tha 
boundaries  of  a  burgh  run  into  two 
counties,  or  where  it  is  a  dispute  as  to 
the  boundaries  of  two  counties.  In  soeh 
a  matter  it  is  evident  you  must,  for  the 
determination  of  the  question,  havs  & 
tribunal  which  stands  entirely  outside 
the  county,  and  that  a  Sheriff  certainly 
does  not  do.  Take  the  case  of  a  boundary 
to  be  rectified  between  two  oonutisa. 
Each  county  has  a  SherifiF;  which 
Sheriff  is  to  decide  the  dispute ;  or,  if 
both  are  to  adjudicate,  who  is  to  be  the 
umpire?  If  you  are  to  have  Sherifli 
entirely  outside  the  counties,  why  them 
that  is  only  the  Boundary  Commission 
under   another  name.    Already   qns^ 


tions  have  arisen  which  will  require 
close  examination,  and  it  will  be  b 
to  have  an  absolutely  impartial  body 
than  to  entrust  the  duty  to  an  offlfiial 
who  already  has  considerable  duties  to 
perform. 
•Mk.  D.  CEAWFOBD:  It  seems  to 
me  that  this  is  a  question  for  the  disor*- 
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tion  of  the  Government ;  bat  I  think  it 
mv  duty  to  point  out  that  ia  the  opinion 
of  many  of  us  on  this  aide  of  the  House 
the  proposal  would  mean  a  very  nn- 
necessaiy  expenditure  of  publio  money, 
and  that  the  duties  might  be  very  muoh 
more  economically  performed. 

*Mk.  OAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
This  ia  a  matter,  aa  has  been  said,  very 
muoh  for  the  discretion  of  the  Oovem- 
meat.  It  is  also  a  matter  of  experience, 
sod  it  has  been  pointed  out  that  the 
Boundary  Commissioners  appointed 
under  the  Enii^lish  Bill  of  last  year  have 
found  their  duties  not  nearly  aa  hea^ 
as  was  anticipated  by  the  House.  If 
that  be  so,  I  really  think  it  is  worth 
while  for  the  Qovemment  to  consider 
whether  all  this  expense  and  maohinery 
for  a  special  Boundary  Oommission  is 
necesoary.  I  attach  the  greatest  import- 
ance to  the  opinion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North-East  Lanarkshire 
(lir.  D.  Crawford],  because  ha  was 
himself  a  Boundary  Commissioner  under 
ttie  Representation  of  the  People  (Scot- 
land) Act  of  a  year  or  two  ago,  so  that 
he  must  be  well  aware  of  the  work 
which  will  come  before  the  Commission. 
Hy  hon.  Friend  thinks  it  may  be  possible 
to  dispense  with  the  creation  of  this 
body,  and  I  really  hope  that  his  views 
will  be  token  into  consideration.  I  do 
not  think  there  would  be  much  difficulty 
in  arranging  that  the  question  of 
boundaries  should  be  settled  by  the 
Sheriff,  especially  as  the  Boundary  Com- 
missioners would  be  men  with  no  know- 
ledge of  the  locality. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  This  is 
entirely  a  matter  of  administrative 
arrangement.  It  is  desirable,  however, 
that  the  work  of  settling  the  boundaries 
should  be  settled  by  persons  who  are 
entirely  impartial.  Nothing  I  have 
heard  in  the  Debate  has  removed  the 
impreesion  from  my  mind  that  the 
appointment  of  a  Boundary  Oommisaion 
is  Ute  beet  plan  of  settling  these  ques- 
tions. On  the  question  of  expense,  it 
may  be  observed  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  opposite  is  right  in  thinking 
that  the  amount  of  work  will  be  light, 
the  expense  will  be  correspondingly 
light.  No  doubt  also  the  people  con- 
cerned woold  look  with  more  confidence 
on  an  impartial  body  of  men  than  they 
would  on  the  Local  Autboritiee. 
Queation  put,  and  agreed  to. 


Mb.  duff  ;  The  next  Amendment, 
standing  on  the  Paper  In  my  name,  is 
drawn  after  consultation  with  the  Road 
Trusteesof  the  County  of  Aberdeen  and 
the  County  of  Moray,  and  has  received 
their  approval.  It  is  only  a  temporary 
provision  intended  to  be  in  force  until 
the  Boundary  CommisBtonere  define  the- 
boundaries  of  counties.  The  Bill  as  it 
stands  at  present  presents  an  anomaly  in 
this  respect— that  taxation  and  represeU' 
tatiou  do  not  necessarily  go  together ; 
but,  according  to  this  Amendment,  oer- 
t^o  members  of  both  parties'would  not 
be  represented  on  the  County  Council. 
But  I  think  that  objection  can  be  over- 
come by  a  subsequent  Amendment  stand- 
ing in  the  name  of  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  the  Member  for  Clackmannan 
(Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour.) 


"  Where  the  boandary  of  a  road  district  hu 
been  Bxed  under  a,  Loctd  Road  Act,  pa«ied 
prior  to  the  Gleaeral  Koad  Act  o(  1878,  the 
«iiitiug  bounduy  so  deQnod  in  nid  Local 
Act  shall  coDtiuDB  ia  fores  for  all  rutiiig  pur- 
poses  for  the  maiuteDanoe  and  management  of 
roads  and  bridges,  notwithstanding  aaj  pro- 
visioni  in  this  Act  to  the  contrary."— [.Wr. 
Dug.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Ma.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  must 
own  that  there  is  great  reason  why  care 
should  be  taken  not  to  disturb  an 
arrangement  which  has  been  ratified  by 
Parliament,  and  which  ia  found  to  be- 
most  convenient.  If,  however,  we  were 
to  adopt  the  course  suggested  in  the 
Amendment  we  should,  as  it  were, 
divorce  the  administration  of  the  roads 
&om  the  administration  of  other  county 
affairs.  Then  the  question  arieee,  what 
electorate  is  to  determine  in  the  one 
question  and  the  other.  Are  they  to  be- 
the  same  or  different  ?  I  have  carefully 
considered  the  problem  involved  in  the 
Amendment,  and  I  think  a  solution  may 
be  found  in  the  action  of  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee appointed  by  the  two  conntiea. 
Whether  that  be  ao  or  not,  I  can  assure- 
the  hon.  Uentleman  that  I  completely 
sympathize  with  the  object  he  has  in 
view,  and  in  one  way  or  other  I  auL 
quite  certain  we  shall  attain  it. 

Mb-  duff  :  If  the  Amendment  be 
withdrawn  will  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  bring  up  a  clause  to  carry  out  thft 
object  in  view  F 
R3 
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Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBEETSON:  I  will  Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  I  think 

either  do  that  or  enable  the  hon.  Oen-  a  very  email  number  will  be  safflcient. 

tleman  to  make  a  proposal  of  his  own  It  seems  well  that  there  should  be  a 

if  he  differs  from  me.  very  limited  number,  so  that  there  mav 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn.  ^®  concentrated  action  on  the  part  of  all 

of  them. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to.  Dr.    CAMERON :     How    will    the 

Clause  12  Commission  be  composed?    Will  there 

,      _           ,  ^  be  a  mixture  of  the  legal  and  eneineer- 

Amendment    proposed,     Clause    12,  ing  elements? 

page  6,  line  24,  after**  counties."  insert  ^^    j    p    g    ROBERTSON:  I  do 

^' so    far    as    expedient.  —{Mr.  J.  B.  ^^^  ^^^^^^  ^^^  1^^^  element  ought  to 

Balfour,)  preponderate.     My  impression  is  that 

Amendment  agreed  to.  the  Commission  ought  to  be  one  eon* 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  beg  ^ufu^^^^^T^JT^'Jl^^^Tii  iS 

to  move  the  next  Amendment  standinf  I^tiliti'ctrindJ  J^   ^^^^  "  "*" 

m  my  name.  „                   ,  x 

.         -        ^                 J     /^i            , «  Clause  agreed  to. 

Amendment    proposed,    Clause    12,  ° 

page  6,  line  25,  after  <<  counties,''  insert  Clause  13  agreed  to. 

**or  parishes." — (ifr.  /.  P.  B.  Robertson,)  niougo  14 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words  The    following    Amendments    were 

be  there  inserted."  agreed    to :— Page    8,     line    5,     after 

*Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN :  !*  parishes,"    leave    out    "  and."     uid 

I  wish  to  ask  whether  the  Boundary  P^ert  ''or;"   hue  6,  after  **bui^h," 

Commissioners    are   to   deal  with  the  msert  "  or  to  group  parishes  or  parts  of 

question  of  burghs  wholly  within  one  panshes ;       hues  7   and   8,  leave  out 

county?    I  think  the  Lord  Advocate  " parishes  or  pohce  burghs,"  and  11^ 

is    aware    that    one    of   the     burghs  '*  distncts  formed  under  the  proviuou 

in     my  constituency    is  very  unfortu-  ?*  this  Act ;  "line  14,  after  "equal,** 

nately  situated,  and  there  are  others  in  *?«?rt  *' but  subject  always  to  the  pro- 

much  the   same   position— the  Parlia-  ^^1^°^  of  this  Act.  — (Jfr.  J.    P.    B. 

mentary   and  Royal  burghs    differing  Bobertton.) 

entirely  in  their  extent,  fiie  Boundary  *Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR :  The  primary 

Commissioners  I  am  afraid  would  not  idea    of   the   publication  required   by 

have  power  to  deal  with  a  question  of  the  clause  is,  no  doubt,  that  the  matter 

this  sort.  should  become  known  to  all   pereons 

Mb.  J.  P.   B.   ROBERTSON:    No,  interested,   and  for  this   purporo  loaa 

Sir;  that  would  not  fall  within  the  scope  newspapers    are    unquestionably    nee- 

of    the    Boundary   Commission.     The  ful.      But  there  are  reasons  that  alao 

Committee  has  already  decided  that  the  render  it  desirable  that  there  should  be 

municipal    boundary  is    to    decide  the  publication   in   the  Edinburgh   €^u%M$. 

area  of    the  burgh  — that  is  to   say.  Thus  there   are  railways  in   Sootlud 

where  the  Parliamentary  burgh  differs  which  traverse  1,200  miles  of  coontiyp 

from  the  municipal  boundary  the  latter  and  it  cannot    be  expected  that  their 

shall  prevail.  officials  should  read  all  the  local 


Question  put,  and  agreed  to.  P^P®"    published  in  the    oountiy    to 

traversed,    while  they  could  read  the 
*Mk.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN :    Edinburgh  Gazette.    I  move  my  Amend- 
Will  the  Lord  Advocate  state  the  names    ment. 


of  the  Commissioners  ?^ Amendments  proposed,  page  8, 

Mb.  J.    P.  B.  ROBERTSON:    No,  n,  after    "  in,'^  insert   -the   ^  Eik^ 

Sir ;  I  cannot  just  now.     I  think  it  wiU  i^gj^  Gautte:  and  in ;  "   page  8,  Une 

be   perfectly    satisfactory  to  the  right  17,  after  "such,"  insert  "  other." 

hon.  Gentleman  if  I  do  so  on  Report.  a«,^«^«.^,»*«  »^.»^^  ♦rv 

Db.  CAMERON  :  Will  the  right  hon.  ^^mendments  agreed  to. 

Gentleman  give  us  some  indication  of  *Mb.  HOZIER  :    The  Edinburgh  Oc- 

the  number  of  the  Commissioners,  and  zette  may  be  very  interesting  reading, 

of  the  character  of  the  Commission  ?  but  it  is  not  much  read,  eiuier  by  mj 


.  I 


Za«at  OocfrmmMt 


{JuTT  IS,  ISSg}         (8eoiland)^e.  BiS. 


oonatitnents  or  by  me,  and  I  hope 
that  the  right  hon.  Qentlemaii  will  Dot 
objeot  to  m;  Amendmeat  in  line  21. 

Amendmentpropoeod,  p^geS,  line  21, 
aftar  "  Oazette,  add  "  and  ODoe  in  each 
of  two  SDcceuire  weeks  in  some  ona  and 
th«  same  newspapar  circulating  in  ikb 
dirtriot." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Claose, 
as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Da.  GAMGRON  :  Perhaps  the  Lard 
Advocate  can  nov  give  us  some  general 
idea  of  the  line  upon  which  these  Count; 
Oouncils  should  be  constituted.  It  will 
be  remembered  that  at  an  earlier  stage 
of  the  first  Bill  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Uember  for  North  Lanark  brought  the 
matter  forward,  and  a  Division  waa 
taken  on  the  general  question  whether 
the  diTisions  of  the  oounty  for  electoral 
porposes  should  be  scheduled  in  the 
Bill.  It  was  promised  then  that  there 
should  be  laid  before  the  House  infor- 
mation as  to  the  general  rulee  that 
would  be  followed.  It  was  stated  that 
there  was  a  general  idea  that  the  num- 
ber of  Counoillors  should  be  about  60. 
I  think  before  we  pass  away  from  this 
clause  we  should  have  some  general 
idea  of  what  are  the  Oovemment  pro- 
posals on  this  point. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  am 
not  aware  that  whatever  may  be  the 
number  decided  upon  any  modification 
of  thisvlause  will  be  necessary,  I  shall 
certainly  be  prepared  at  a  very  early 
stage  to  give  the  information. 
*JiK.  OAMPBELL-BANNEBUAN ; 
Before  the  Bill  leaves  Committee  t 

Ma.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  Yes,  cer- 
tainly. We  have  been  making  sufficient 
progress  to  justify  a  hope  that  we  may 
get  through  the  Bill  to-night;  but  I 
uall  be  prepared  to  report  Progress 
before  the  Bill  is  finished,  to  allow 
of  the  statement  being  made. 

Dr.  CAUEKON  :  For  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  ask  us  to  accede  to  this 
clause  laying  down  instructions  to  the 
Sheriff  without  any  information  on  the 
point,  is  "  rather  a  large  order,"  to  use 
a  common  expression. 

Bia.  ANGUS  SUTHERLAND :  Will 
the  statement  be  a  verbal  one  ? 

Ma.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  hope 
to  make  a  verbal  statement  in  such  a 
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form  tiiat  it  shall  be  perfectly  intel- 
ligible. 

Da.  CLARK :  I  think  it  waa  under- 
stood,  from  the  President  of  the  Local 
GoTemment  Board,  that  a  statement 
should  ha  submitted  which,  if  the  Com- 
mittee desired,  ahoold  be  scheduled  in 
the  BiU. 

Ma.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  an 
in  the  recollection  of  the  Committee,  but 
certainly  no  such  pledge  was  given  that 
the  statement  should  be  scheduled  la 
the  Bill. 

Db.  CAMERON:  I  think  the  ar- 
rangement was  that  the  statement 
should  be  laid  upon  the  Table,  and  when 
I  any  member  of  the  Committee  ooold 
have  an  opportunity  of  moving  that  it 
<  be  scheduled  in  the  BtU. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  To  that 
I  calmly  adhere.  I  will  undertake  that 
the  Bill  shall  be  laid  on  the  Table  before 
the  Bill  leaves  Committee.  We  shall 
present  it  for  information  with  the  hope 
that  it  may  find  acceptance,  but  it  will 
be  open  to  the  Committee  to  make  any 
suggestion  on  the  information  supplied. 

Mr.  J.  C.  BOLTON :  WiU  the  num- 
bers of  the  Councils  be  approximately 
equal,  because  the  ciroumstanoes  of  the 
oouoties  vary  very  muoh  ? 

Ma.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  The 
hon.  Member  will  observe  the  effect  of 
the  words,  subject  always  to  the  pro- 
visions  of  this  Act.  A  general  view 
will  be  taken  of  the  whole  circumstances, 
and  having  regard  to  all  the  matters 
referred  to,  you  reach  a  standard  of 
equality,  and,  according  to  this,  yoQ 
make  them  as  far  as  possible  approxi- 
mately equal. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  15. 

The  following  Amendments  were 
agreed  to:— Page  8,  lines  23  and  24, 
leave  out  "of  each  county;"  line  26, 
after  "in,"  insert  "section  14  and 
sub-section  (1)  of;"  line  31,  after 
"  Gaaette,"  insert — 

"  And  ODoe  in  Mch  ol  two  iiiccwiiTB  wetks 
in  some  one  uid  the  ume  newspaper  drcalB- 
ting  in  the  district ;  " 

Line  35,  after  "  Acts,"  insert — 


be  put  of  the  si 
register  of  county  i 
and  provided  tor  acoordlDglj." 


Qclusive,  in  line  On  the  Motion  of  the  Lord  Advooatei 
**  and,"  insert  the  following  Amendments  were  affreed 
9.  line  1,  after    to  : — Page  11,  line  22,  after  "number/' 

insert  ^'  of  county  councillors,  the  nam* 
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Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to.  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  16.  Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

The    following    Amendments    were 

agreed  to  :— Page  8,  line  39,  leave  out  Clause  18. 

Biter  <'  and,"  to  **  or  "  inclusive,  in  line  On  the  Motion  of  the  Lord  Advooatc^ 
40;     line  41,     before 
**  and  parishes ;  "  page 

**  may,"  insert —  .^ , 

"  If  the  Commissioners  shall,   in  the  whole  ^W  "  ;   line  28,  leave  out  "  small." 

circamstances  of  the  case,  deem  it  necessary  or  ^     ^,      „,.          .o,.     •,       --.   ,     - 

expedient."  On  the  Motion  of  Sir  John  Kinlooh 

Line  2,  after  «'  and,"  insert  '*  that ; "  *^®  following  Amendments  were  affreed 

line     2,    after    the    second    **  county,"  to  :— -Page  11,  line  28,  after  "parishes," 

insert  ''  or  parish  "  insert  "  or  parts  of  parishes ; "  line  29, 

A^endn^ents  agreed  to.  fj.LTv^"s^'^J'^J^J 

Amendment  proposed,  page  9,  line  8,  insert  "  or  parts  of  parishes." 
after  "  provided,"  insert — 

"  Provided  that  in  determining  any  altera-  *Mb.      CRAWFORD  :      I     have     an 

tion  of   boundaries    the  Commissioners  shall  Amendment  to  propose  which  does  not 

take  into  account  how  far  the  proposed  altera-  appear  on  the  Paper.     I  am  not  quite 

rr„t5r!rd'^h'^rr°aTySoul1%?£^^?  certainwhetherthisisapopularAJand. 

Authorities  affected   by  any    such    proposed  '^®°''  '^^  *■  daresay  some  pansbes  will 

alteration  before  determining  the  same."  much  object  to  be  grouped  with.   Othen 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.   ROBERTSON :   If  it  ^^"^  ''^^}^^.  purposes.     But  I  fed  vwy 

were    not    for   local  circumstances,    I  strongly  that  in  many  cases  it  is  demrabU 

should    have    accepted    this    unsuspi-  to  enlarge  the  area  of  rating  and  ttBre- 

dously;    but     anything    that    comes  fore  I  have  no  hesitafaon  in  sabnuttmg 

from      that     extremely     controversial  this  Amendment  to  the  judgment  of  the 

region    around    Glasgow    raises    sus-  Committee     There  is  one  observatioii 

picion    at    once.      I    would    suggest  which  might  be  made  by  way  of  objeo- 

tomyhon.  Friend  that  he  should  omit  Jj^'i  *«*  ^^'^  f-aendment,   and  that  » 

the  words  from  "  take  "  in  the  second  that  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  is  already 

line  down  to  "  shall."  empowered  on  the  petition  of  a  County 

a-     I.    ri                      \  3  Council  to  unite   certain  parishes  for 

Sir  A.  Campbell  assented.  these  purposes.    There  are  many  paita 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn.  of    Scotland     in    which    I   admit    it 

were  iJSedt''--*"'*'^'  Amendments  irendmentS  foTC^Jt^thweSS  oSS 

^  pcurts  where  the  parishes  are  so  numer* 

Page  9,  Ime  8,  after  **  provided,"  in-  ous  and  so  small  that  obviously  they  do 

^^^^*  not  form  a  convenient  area  for  rating 

"  Provided  that  in  determining  any  altera-  purposes,     and     we     have    long     been 

^lT.«nlp°''''^f*"^%*^%^A°'?J^'^^^^^  anxious  in  those  cases  to  have  an  op- 

hear  any  County  or  Local  Authorities   affected  ^^^f„^:f„   ^.p  ^«lo^«;««  4-1.^  «<>♦;»<«  <.«-! 

by  any  such  proposed  alteration  before  deter-  P^rtunity  of  enlarging  the  rating  aiM. 

mining  the  same.*'  Now,  this  proposal  is  guarded  in  the 

Page  9,  line  25,  leave  out  *«  scheme  "  ^^^^  ^*^®^^  ^^  *^^  precautions.    One  ia, 

and  insert  *^  order."                                '  ^^^^  ^^^  Secretary  for  Scotland  can  only 

Page  9,  lines  29  and  30,  leave  out  ^^a^®  action  on  the  petition  of  the  County 

**have  effect  only  as,"  and   insert  **  be  C?"^oil»  which   is  responsible  for  the 

deemed  to  be."  district    affected ;    and    the    other    ia 

Page  9,  line  35,  leave  out  **  referred  *^**  ^^  alteration  in  the  boundaries  Oftn 

to    a    Select    Committee,"   and    inf^ert  ***^®  ®^®°*  except  it  is  contained  in  a 

^'  deemed  to  be."  Provisional  Order,  which  must  be  ratified 

p,                      .  by  Act  of  Parliament.     I  think  the  im- 

Olause  17.  portance  of  maintaining  the  independ- 

Amendment  proposed,  page  11,  line  ence  of  small  parishes  is  so  great  that 

4,  before  '*  adjustment,"  insert  "any."  unless  we  had  these  two  securitiea — the 

—(2^  Lord  Advocate.)  security  of  origin  and  that  of  confirma* 
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tion — I  should  not  take  the  responsi-  the    District    Committee.     Still,  if  the 

bility  of  making  this  proposal  to   the  Lord    Advocate  will    approve   of    my 

Oommittee.     Under  the  ciroamstances,  Amendment  to   the   extent  of   saying 

however,  I  woald  urge  upon  the  Lord  there    ought    to    be    a  wider    rating 

Advocate  the  importance  of  giving  some  authority,  I  shall  be  content  to  leave  it 

legislative  assistance  for  the  enlarge-  in  that  position. 

ment  of    areas  of  rating  when  it   is  *Mr.    BAHCLAY:  I  am  afraid  that 

Qecessary.  the  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend  is  pre  • 

Amendment    proposed,    Clause     18,  mature.     The  great  object  of  the  pre- 

page  11,  Une  32,  to  insert  a  new  sub-  ""f^i  ^F  '*  ^^**  each  County  Ooundl 

«ection  with  a  view  to   uniting  all  the  ^^^'l  determine   the   district  which  is 

parishes  and  school  districts  within  a  ™^?*  agitable    for   administration  and 

<K)unty  district  into  one  area  of  rating.  mating,  and  when  we  have  attained  that 

end,  then  it  will  be  time  enough  to  try 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  BOBEETSON :  The  and  secure  uniform  rating  for  all  pur- 
hon.  and  learned  Member  has  given  poses  over  the  district.  The  great  diffi- 
evidenoe  of  the  great  interest  he  takes  culty  in  dealing  with  the  question  of 
in  this  subject ;  and  I  am  not  surprised  county  government  is  the  inequality  of 
— after  the  Debate  we  had  last  Friday —  the  rating  area,  and  the  desire  is  to 
that  he  should  have  brought  forward  break  up  the  county  into  suitable  dis- 
this  Amendment.  But  I  must  point  out  tricts  for  administration  and  uniformity 
that  he  is  stepping  outside  the  province  of  rating.  I  hope  that  the  County 
of  this  Bill  by  entering  into  the  region  Councils,  after  some  experience,  will 
of  rating  areas  for  purely  parochial  be  able  to  divide  the  counties  into  dis- 
rates. I  do  not  see  how  we  can  very  tricts  and  areas  most  suitable  for  uni- 
well  vest  the  District  Committees  of  the  formity  of  rating  and  administration, 
County  Councils  with  the  duty  of  raising  and  then  when  they  have  gained  suffi- 
rates  over  the  administration  of  which  cient  experience,  we  could  have  a  Bill 
they  will  have  no  control  whatever.  At  to  amalgamate  the  whole  administration 
present  it  will  be  observed  that  we  leave  under  the  District  Committee  with  uni- 
the  administration  of  the  school  and  form  assessment  and  a  consolidated  rate, 
parochiftl  rates  to  the  School  Board  and  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 
l^arochial  Board  respectively.  We  do  ^,  .  .  ,  , 
not  transfer  those  duties  to  the  County  ^^*»*8®»  *»  amended,  agreed  to. 
Councils;  and   I  do  not  see  by  what  Clause  19. 

logic  or  reason  you  can  make  the  District  ^^     FARQUHARSON:  I  wish    to 

Committee    of  the    County    Council-  ij^t^oduce  a  word  in  this  clause  which 

which  has  nothing  to  do   with  these  wiU,  however,  have  the  important  effect 

rates-the  rating  authority  for  them.   I  ^^  ^^^^       ^^^  ^1^^33  compulsory    in- 

agree  that  it  may  be  desirable  to  unite  g^ead  of  permissive, 

parishes,  in  some  instances,  for  the  col-  .         /      ^                .              ,<>    i- 

lection  of  rates ;  but  that  must  be  done  /"^endment  proposed  page  12    hne 

on    considerations    which  are  entirely  27,  leave  out  -  may,  if  they  see  fit,    and 

eeparate  from  those  now  before  the.Com-  ^^'S  t^^'^ij  except  where  otherwise 

mittee.      The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle-  f  flowed  by  Board  of  Supervision,  from 

man   is   pursuing    a    more    ambitious  time  to  time." 

course  than  we  necessarily  find  it  Mb.  MARE  STEWART:  My 
possible  to  adopt.  Amendment,  which  follows,  will  have 
♦Mr.  CRAWFORD:  The  Bill  itself  practically  the  same  effect.  My  ex- 
transfers  certain  duties  and  rates  of  the  perience  is  that  unless  you  make  the 
Parochial  Boards,  and  I  thought  I  was  carryins^  out  of  these  powers  of  appoint- 
only  following  out  that  principle  when  ing  medical  officers  and  sanitary  inspec- 
I  made  this  proposal.  It  would  be  tors  compulsory,  few  Boards  will  take 
jpossible — if  the  Lord  Advocate  pre-  the  trouble  to  enforce  them. 
ferred  it— not  to  make  the  District  Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  This 
Committee  the  rating  authority,  but  I  is  certainly  an  Amendment  of  great 
do  not  think  that  my  proposal  is  unrea-  importance,  and  I  have  very  great 
eonable,  seeing  that  each  of  the  Paro-  sympathy  with  the  objects  disclosed  by 
ohial  Boards  would  be  represented  on  the  hon.  Members.     But  at  the  same 
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time,  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  wise  *Sib  W.  FOSTEB  (Derby,  Ilkeatone) : 

for  the  Bill  to,  in  so  many  words,  com-  The  object  of  the  Amendment  before 

pel  the  County  Council  to  equip  a  full  the  Committee  is,  I  take  it,  to  inanre- 

sanitary  staff.    I  think  it  is  quite  suffi-  that  the  exercise  of  these  powers  shall 

oient  to  give  them  a  broad  hint  that  it  be  compulsory.     In  the  past,  permis- 

is  their  duty— except  under  exceptional  sive  legislation  has  not  proTed  satis- 

circumstances — to    appoint    a    medical  factory  in  Scotland.    We  hare  Teiy  few 

officer  and  sanitary   inspector.      It    is  Medical  Officers  of  Health  there,  anci 

wise  to  give  a  stimulus  to  sanitary  or-  we  want  to  insure  that  thcnre  shall  be  a 

fanization  throughout  the  country,  but  complete  sanitary  organization  in  every 
doubt  if  it  is  wise  to  proceed  by  com-  county,  and  that  the  establishment  of  that- 
pulsion.  Still  in  order  to  enlist  the  organization  shall  be  one  of  the  primary 
active  co-operation  of  the  County  duties  which  the  Local  Authorities  will 
Councils,  I  think  it  would  be  as  well  to  be  compelled  to  cany  out.  We  think  it- 
use  more  general  terms.  is  essential  for  the  health  of  the  oom- 

*Mb.    CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  :  T''!J^**°*  I*'',  ^t?  ^u°*f?'v''^"''*®"f 

Of  course,  we  have  always  been  taught  °*  »  district  that  this  should  be  done.    1 

tounderstandthat  the  word"  may"  in  an  '"'•'  ?"l*«  understand  that  the  Lord  Ad- 

Act  of  Parliament  means  "  shall,"  and  ^?°t*«  "'^  '?.  ^^  ^^^J^^  «^  »*  «>^* 

if   the  Lord  Advocate  consents  to  the  S[.  *>%r**!lf '   '^'^^'"^          *  SL    t 

omission  of  the  words,  "  if  they  see  fit,"  *^"i^«  *^»»  *^?  compulsoiy  appointment 

thus    leaving  the   word  "m/y,"    and  of  ^ese  officials  would  be  to  them  a. 

agree  also  t£at  that  shall  be  taken  as  J?"**".  «'  considerable  expeMe.      But 

meaning '<  shall,"  I  shall  be  quite  con-  *ere  "  no  reason  why  these  smaUer 

tent.    But  he  speaks  of  "exceptional  "'°'?°''®''  ^^"'i^^  not  umte  for  theap- 

oircumstances "  in  which  the    6ounty  Pomtment    of    a    thoroughly   effioimt 

Council  may  be  placed  in  regard  to  the  °®?®'  ^°5  *^«  combined  districts.     We 

appointments  of  medical  officers.    Now,  belj^^e  that  medical  officers  appomted 

I  cannot  conceive  any  such  exoeptionai  ^"^^^  *^T  circumstances  have  mncb 

circumstances.      Upon    what  occasions  greater  "lAufnce  as   sanitary  adyiSOTs- 

can  it  possibly  be  that  it  wiU  not  be  the  *'»*'l,    '*     '^^^     "®    appointed     for 

duty  of  a  County  Council  to  appoint   a  smaller  areas.    The  experience  gained 

medical  officer,  and  a  sanitary  inspector  ?  j^*^^®'  *'^®  ^^\  Government  Act  passed 

Are  there  any  conceivable  reasons  why  i»«*  y^^-'  "^t'"*'  ^  ?4*'*»°°*^  f*«>» 

a  county  should  be    left  without   this  f?'  '"*Hv  ^  *'"'  P/°""°°  compulsory, 

sanitary  organization  ?      I  do  not  be-  ^P  *°  *^%  P'®«®f.*  t>P«  only  a  smaU 

lieve  there  are  any  such  exceptional  cir-  ?H"^«.'  "^^  counties  m  England  have- 

cumstances,  or  any    grounds^hatever  taken  it  upon  themselves  to  exercise  thia 

for  such  a  suggestion,  and  therefore   I  i?''ul''' *5P**"'*i''f.,*^t^\*^»^®°1?u' 

am  quite  prepared  to   support  my  hon.  ?tf  *^  ^'^i^*  ''??  ^^''*'  it'^'^'^L^ 

Friend  in  insisting  on  the  use  of  the  better  for  the  sanitary  condition  of  the- 

imperative  phrase  «'"°*'"y  l^^^""?-  bounty  Council  woald 

'^             '^  carry  out  the  objects  of  this  proYiaioii. 

Mr.  FINLAY  :  I  apprehend  that  my  Mr.  FIRTH  :  There  is  still  another 

hon.    Friend    the  Lord    Advocate   wiU  reason  to  which  I  wish  the  attention  of 

hardly  say  that  the  word  **  may  "  means  the  Lord  Advocate  to  be  drawn.     Under 

•*  must."     There  was  an  idea  abroad  for  Section  20  District  Sanitary  Officers  will 

some  time,  such  as  has  been  referred  to  be  responsible  to  the  County  OoandlSy 

by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem-  and  it  is  obviously  necessary  that  the- 

ber  for  Stirling  Burghs,  that  the  word  County  Councils  should  have  an  officer 

''may  "  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  meant  qualified  to  advise  them,  otherwise  th» 

**  must "  or  **  shall,"  but  it  has  recently  Keports  of  the  sanitary  officers  would  be 

been   decided   by  the  highest  tribunal  useless. 

that  the  word   **may"  means  nothing  Dr.   CLARK:    I  hope  that  in  this. 

else  but  "may,"  and  not**  shall,"  and  case  the  Lord  Advocate  will  adopt  the- 

it  is  only  where  some  antecedent  duty  Amendment.      I    think     each    oonn^ 

of  exercising  certain    functions    exists  should  appoint  as  medical  officer  a  maik 

that  the  word  **  may"  can  be  construed  who  will  devote  his  eatire  time  to  Xh» 

as  imposing  a  duty.  work.      But    stiU,    it    would  be    pofti^ 

l^r.  J.  P.  B,  Rohertson 
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Ible  for  two  or  three  small  ootutiea  to 
oombine  in  order  to  seoare  the  serricea 
of  a  thoroughly  effioient  medio&l  offlner. 
I  do  not  aee  why  the  Lord  Advocate 
ahonld  object  to  thii  Amendmeat,  unless, 
indeed,  it  is  desired — and  unlew  also  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  QoTemment — to 
permit  some  counties  not  to  appoint 
medical  officers  and  sanitary  inspectors. 
If  that  is  their  desire,  then  by  all  means 
let  us  make  the  clause  permissible ;  but 
if  it  is  the  intention  of  the  House  and 
the  Government  that  there  shall  be  in 
every  county  a  medical  officer  of  health 
and  sanitary  inspector,  then  we  ought  to 
adopt  the  Amendmsnt  of  my  hon. 
Friend. 

Me.  J.  P.  B.  EOBERTSON :  Our  de- 
sire was  rather  to  leave  the  counties  to 
take  the  initiativs  in  this  matter,  but  the 
expression  of  opinion  whichwe  have  had 
to-nis;ht  shows  that  this  is  one  of  those 
pi'uminsnt  questions  upon  which  we 
ought  to  take  the  liberty  of  directing 
the  action  of  the  County  Councils.  That 
being  so,  the  Government  have  no  desire 
to  stand  in  the  way  of  so  persmptory  an 
indication  of  opinion  aahasoome  from  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Caithness  has  pointed  out  what  may 
prove  a  practical  difficulty  in  the  way 
of  enforcing  this  provision  in  some  of 
the  smaller  counties,  and  we  shall  have 
to  consider  whether  there  cannot  be  some 
modification  of  the  clause  in  the  direc- 
tion he  has  indicated.  It  is  possible 
that  there  may  be  counties  in  which 
some  arrangement  might  be  agreed  upon 
other  than  restricting  the  medical  officer 
to  the  work  of  his  office.  It  might  be 
possible,  for  instance,  to  find  some 
methodof  arranging  for  the  suspension 
of  the  prohibition  as  to  private  employ- 
ment, with  the  consent  of  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, the  Qovemmsnt  will  not  offer 
any  opposition  to  the  substitution  of  the 
word  "  shall  "  for  "  may." 

Dr.  FAEQUHARSON  :  I  think  the 
difficulty  could  best  be  met  by  empower- 
ing two  or  three  small  coundee  to  oom- 
bine together  for  the  appointment  of  a 
medical  officer.  It  is  constantly  done 
in  England,  and  the  system  has  been 
found  to  work  extremely  well,  for  by 
means  of  it  the  services  of  highly  quali- 
fied men  have  been  obtained,  and  that 
is  much  better  than  getting  a  little  snip 
of  the  time  of  an  already  over-worked 
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praatitionor,  who  may  be  elected  to  dis' 
charge  the  duties  in  a  smallsr  area. 
*Mb.  BARCLAY :  In  my  opinion,  it  is 
desirable  that  there  should  be  at  least 
one  officer  for  each  county.  I  think 
it  would  be  unfortunate  to  have  too  large 
distriots. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  ClauM^ 
as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

•SiE  W.  P08TEE:  I  should  like  to 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  a 
a  very  important  Amendment  is  left  out 
with  reference  to  the  Sanitary  Inspector 
and  I  move  to  insert  after  "Council," 
*'  Provided  alirayB  that  the  SanilATylaspeotor 
or  Sanitary  Inipectors  aader  the  Act  audi  be- 
anbordiakteto  tbe  Medical  0£i»r  of  the  diatriot 
or  county  to  which  they  are  appointed," 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

MR.J.P.B.R0BEBTSON:  Theintro- 
dnotion  of  these  words  might  lead  to- 
complications  with  regard  to  Inspectors  in 
towns,  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  Sanitary 
Inspectors  who  would  be  in  the  service 
of  the  County  Council  would  more  or 
less  be  under  the  Scientific  and  Chief 
Officer  of  the  Staff. 

De.  FARQUHAKSONr  (Aberdeen- 
shire,  W.)  It  is  rather  a  pity  the 
Amendment  is  not  accepted,  ae  wo- 
might  have  made  the  Inspector 
work  in  harmony  with  the  Medical 
Officer.  I  think  it  is  a  great  pity  that 
it  should  not  be  definitely  laid  down 
that  the  opinion  of  the  Medical  Officer 
should  be  made  paramount  and  supreme^ 
and  that  the  Sanitary  Inspector  should 
be  made  a  secondary  person. 

Mr.  CALDWELL :  If  the  Sanitarjr 
Inspector  should  be  made  subordinate 
to  the  Medical  Officer,  you  would  inter- 
pose a  difficulty  in  the  way  of  prosecu- 
tions under  the  Public  Health  Act. 

Mb.  FINLAT:  The  words  are  so 
very  vague  that  I  do  not  know  whether 
they  oquld  be  used. 

Sir  W.  FOSTER :  The  difficulty  will 
be  more  aud  more  felt  as  time  goes  on. 
If  the  officers  are  independent  of  one 
another,  you  will  be  liable  to  their 
clashing  in  sanitary  work,  which  wilL 
be  made  exceedingly  difficult,  and  per- 
haps inoperative.  However,  I  will 
withdraw  the  Amendment,   and  leav» 
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time,  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  wise 
for  the  Bill  to,  in  so  many  words,  com- 
pel the  County  Council  to  equip  a  full 
sanitary  staff.  I  think  it  is  quite  suffi- 
cient to  give  them  a  broad  hint  that  it 
is  their  duty — except  under  exceptional 
circumstances— to  appoint  a  medical 
officer  and  sanitary  inspector.  It  is 
wise  to  give  a  stimulus  to  sanitary  or- 

fanization  throughout  the  country,  but 
doubt  if  it  is  wise  to  proceed  by  com- 
pulsion. Still  in  order  to  enlist  the 
actiye  co-operation  of  the  County 
Councils,  I  think  it  would  be  as  well  to 
use  more  general  terms. 

*Mr^i"ix,  I'll  V '  I.  .Lii^HSERM  AN : 
Of^^ffT County  Council  over  the  j511,?il* 
Luthority  if  these  words  be  left  out  ? 
If  the  Beport  is  not  sent  in,  the  contri- 
bution is  not  made. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  My 
objection  is  that  it  is  very  undesirable 
to  fix  the  penalty  which  is  to  be  paid. 
My  opinion  is  that  it  should  be  open  to 
the  supervision  of  the  official  charged 
with  a  public  duty  to  mete  out  the 
penalty  which  should  attach  to  the  offence. 
I  think  you  had  better  not  consider  a 
case  of  the  kind  on  the  ultima  ratio  of 
consequences  to  the  defaulter. 

Mr.  firth  :  We  are  working  under 
this  clause  at  the  present  time,  and  it  is 
important  to  see  why  this  alteration 
should  be  made.  The  chief  object  of 
appointing  the  Medical  Officer  to  the 
County  Council  is  that  there  should  be  a 
central  control  over  the  Reports  from  the 
districts. 

Dr.  CLARK :  Supposing  a  Report  is 
not  sent  in,  and  suppose  the  Council  were 
not  to  dismiss  the  official,  the  Council 
would,  therefore,  be  compelled  to  see 
that  the  Reports  were  sent  in.  It  seems 
to  me  that  would  be  a  strong  induce- 
ment to  the  District  Committees  to  see 
that  the  Reports  were  sent  in  to  the 
County  Council. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  On  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Aberdeenshire  we  have  struck  out  the 
word  **  periodical,"  and  accordingly  the 
Reports  will  go  before  the  County 
Oouncil.  I  think  that  makes  it  still 
more  undesirable  that  we  should  lay 
down  a  peremptory  rule.  In  every  case 
where  there  was  a  failure  to  report,  the 
County  Council  would  stop  the  allowance 
for  salary.       On  the  whole,  it  would  be 

Sir  JF,  Fowler 


♦Sib  W.  FOSTER  (Derby,  Ilkestone)  : 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  before 
the  Committee  is,  I  take  it,  to  insnre- 
that  the  exercise  of  these  powers  shall 
be  compulsory.     In  the  past,  permis- 
sive legislation  has  not  preyed  satis- 
factory in  Scotland.    We  have  very  few 
Medical  Officers  of  Health  there,  and 
we  want  to  insure  that  there  shall  be  a 
complete  sanitary  organization  in  every 
county,  and  that  the  establishment  of  that 
organization  shall  be  one  of  the  primary 
duties  which  the  Local  Authorities  wiU 
be  compelled  to  carir  out.     We  think  it 
is  essential  for  the  health  of  the  oom- 
munity  and  for  the  general  well-beinff- 
of  a  district  that  this  should  be  done.    I 
'^'^n  nuite  understand  that  the  Lord  Ad- 
after    *  vyo^.)*^*.  •v.:-»^.t*' woras    ''from 
any  such  Report "  be  left  out,  and  then 
the  clause  would  read  generdJly. 

Mr.  firth  :  Yes,  that  would  meet 
the  case. 

Question,  ''  That  those  words  stand 
part  of  the  Clause,''  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  21. 

♦Mr.  HOZIER  moved.  Clause  21, 
page  13,  line  24,  leave  out  from  "  board" 
to  ''  allow,"  in  line  26.  and  insert 
*'  County  Council  shall  expressly  other- 
wise determine." 

Question  put,  <<  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  ozthe 
Clause." 

Dr.  CLARK :  I  rise  for  the  purpose 

of  getting  some  information  from   the 

Lord  Advocate.    The  clause  states  that 

no  person  shall  be  appointed  who  has 

not    qualified     for    surgery,     sanitary 

science,    and    midwifery.      The    latter 

qualification  I  consider  necessary.     The 

Irish    College,     I    believe,     used     to 

give    a    certificate    for   midwifery.     I 

think  what  is  really  meant  is  that  in 

all  cases  a  regular  medical  praotitioiier 
shall  be  appointed,  and  it  is  very  im- 
portant to  determine  whether  you  intend 
in  the  future  to  compel  every  Medical 
Officer  of  Health  to  qualify  in  sanitary 
science.  No  man,  in  my  opinion,  onglit 
to  hold  such  a  position  unless  he  has 
studied  sanitary  science.     I  should  lil 
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praotitionor,  who  may  be  elected  to  dis- 
charge the  dntiea  in  a  Btnallet  area. 
*Mb.  BAECLAY  :  In  my  opinion,  it  is 
desirable  that  there  should  be  at  least 
one  officer  for  each  oonnty.  I  think 
it  would  be  unfortunate  to  have  too  largo 
distnots. 

AmeDdment  af^eed  to. 

QuestioD  proposed,  "  That  the  ClauM^ 
as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 
•Sia  W.  F08TEH :  I  should  like  to- 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  a 
a  very  important  Amendment  is  left  out 
with  reference  to  the  Sanitary  Inspeotor- 
and  I  move  to  insert  after  "Council," 

"  Proyf'l-- '    ■  "OBOtor 


■ible  fbi  two  or  three  small  oounties  to 
oombine  in  order  to  seoure  the  services 
of  a  thoroughly  ef&oient  medical  offlner. 
I  do  not  see  why  the  Lord  Advocate 
should  object  to  this  Amendment,  unless, 
indoed.  it  is  deaired — and  unless  also  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  QoTemment— to 
permit  some  oounties  not  to  appoint 
medical  officers  and  aanitary  inspectors. 
If  that  is  their  desire,  then  by  all  means 
let  us  make  the  olaose  permissible ;  but 
if  it  is  the  intention  of  the  House  and 
the  Government  that  there  shall  be  in 
every  county  a  medioal  officer  of  health 
and  Bftnitary  inspector,  then  we  ought  to 
adopt  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  E0BEHT80N  r  Our  de- 

to  b«  aa  m^eitt  aatiiittltj  on  sttoh 
qaeatiooa. 

Sir  W.  FOSTEEr  t  remember  what 
took  place  on  the  Kaglish  Bill,  as  I  my- 
self placed  the  clauses  on  the  Paper, 
which  were  moved  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Uember  for  Leeds, 
according  to  the  Act  of  1886.  The 
present  state  of  the  law  is  that  all 
medical  men  ou  the  register  shall  be 
qualified  in  medicine,  surgery,  and  mid- 
wifery, I  think  it  would  be  better  if 
the  Lord  Advocate  would  allow  two  or 
three  years  to  elapse  before  insisting 
upon  the  full  qualification  in  sanitary 
science,  seeing  that  in  Scotland  there 
is  no  absence  of  qualification  in  mid- 

*Hb.  HOZIER:  I  beg  to  withdraw 
my  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  following  Amendments  were 
made: — Page  13,  lino_2H,  omit  "  mid- 
wifery," in  order  to  insert  the  words 
"sanitary  science  or  public  healthy" 
page  13,  line  39,  leave  out  "fifty,"  in 
crder  to  insert  "  thirty  "—(Z)r.  f'arqu- 
har»on) ;  page  14,  line  S,  leave  out 
"from  the  district,"  to  "thousand,"  in 
Jine  7.— (ifr.  M.  SUwirt). 

Clauses,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 


Clause  22. 

8iB  G.  CAMPBELL :  This  is  an  ex- 
oellent  clause,  but  I  do  not  think  it  will 
be  quite  e£Fective  as  it  at  present  stands, 


Amendment  moved,  page  14,  line  23, 
after  "counties,"  insert  "  and  burghs." 
—{Sir  G.  Caa^beU.) 

Question  proposed,  "Thatthoee  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Ma.  J.  P.  B.  E0BBET80N:  The 
hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  have  for- 
gotten the  Act  of  1876,  which  confers 
on  every  Sanitary  Authority  in  Scotland 
the  power  of  enforcing  the  Eivers  Pol- 
lution Act.  As  the  hon.  Member  is 
no  doubt  aware,  the  Farochial  Boards 
within  the  burghs  are  the  Sanitary 
AuthoritieB;  therefore  the  burghs  them- 
selves  have  the  power  to  enfbroe  the 
*  '     '■    ■•  ■     ■  propose  merely 


Act.  In  this  clause 
to  make  County  Councils  another 
authority  having  power  to  enforce  the 
Act.  tt  would  be  alto^ther  superfluous 
to  give  the  burghs  in  this  ulauso  a  power 
they  already  possess. 

Sm  O.  CAMPBELL:  I  only  pro- 
pose to  amend  Sub-section  3  by  pro- 
viding for  the  appointment  of  a  Joint 
Committee. 

*Me.  J.  B.  BALFOUE:  The  ob- 
jection is  that  it  would  give  a  Joint 
Committee  all  the  powers  of  a  Sanitary 
Authority,  which  powers  part  of  the 
uropoeed  Joint  Committee — namely,  the 
burghs — already  possess. 

Mb.  CALDWELL :  Take  the  case  ol 
a  river  that  passes  through  a  burgh, 
which  burgh  pollutes  the  stream.  It 
that  burgh  is  a  Sanitary  Authority  who 
ought  to  enforce  the  Bivers  Pollutioa 
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inclusive  in  line  13. — (i/r.  J.   P.   B, 
Roiertson,) 

Page  19,  line  17,  leave  out  **  first," 
and  insert  **  fifteenth." — {Mr.  Hazier.) 

Page  19,  line  18,  leave  out  after 
"whatever,"  to  end  of  Clause. — {Mr. 
J.  P.  B.  Robertson,) 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  33. 
Amendments  made. 
Clause^  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  34. 

Amendment  proposed,  page  20,  line 
27,  after  **  provided,"  insert— 

**  And  from  and  after  the  appointed  day  all 
provisions  in  regard  to  the  audit  of  accounts  of 
any  administrative  body  whose  powers  and 
duties  are  by  this  Act  transferred  to  the 
county  council  are  hereby  repealed." — {Mr,  J. 
P.  B.  Sobertton.) 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  35. 

*Mb,  D.  CEAWFOED:  I  beg  to 
move  to  insert  at  the  beginning  of  the 
clause — 

**  The  Queen's  and  Lord  Treasurer's  Remem- 
brancer shall  at  the  request  of  any  county 
council  audit  the  accounts  of  such  council  free 
of  charge.  Where  such  request  has  not  been 
made." 

I  need  not  point  out  to  the  Committee 

that  this  is  an  important  Amendment  in 

the  interest  of  economy,  and  also  of  uni- 

formity.      The   authorities    in    Scotch 

counties  are  obliged  to  have  a  valuing 
officer  who  is  called  an  assessor,  for  the 
purpose  of  valuing  the  land  in  the 
county  for  rating,  and  some  years  ago 
they  were  empowered,  if  they  thought 
proper,  to  avail  themselves  of  the  ser- 
vices of  the  Governmeot  officer,  who  is 
employed  to  value  land  for  imperial  pur- 
poses free  of  charge.  Nearly  all  the 
counties  in  Scotland — all  but  five  or  six 
— have  availed  themselves  of  that  option, 
and  the  system  has  worked  exceedingly 
well. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  20, 
line  28,  at  the  beginning  [of  the  clause, 
to  insert — 

"The  Queen  and  Lord  Treasurer's  Remem- 
brancer shall  at  the    request  of  any  county 


council  audit  the  accounts  of  suoh  oonncil  fnfi 
of  charge.  Where  such  request  has  not  been 
made."— (Jfr.  Donaid  Crawford.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words' 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  BAECLAY:  We  have  now 
arrived  at  a  point  when  I  think  we  mmj 
conveniently  report  Progress. 

*Mb.  W.  n.  SMITH  :  We  have  made 
great  progress,  and  I  do  not  object  to 
Progress  being  reported. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow, 

AUDIT  (ARMY  AND  NAVY  A000nNT8> 
BILL.    (No.  814.) 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  repor- 
ted, without  Amendment;  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

REVENUE  BILL.     (No.  816.) 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

time." 

Sib  H.  DAYEY  (Stockton-on- 
Tees)  :  I  shall  not  oppose  the  Second 
Eeading  of  this  Bill,  but  I  hope  that 
before  the  Bill  goes  into  Comnoittee  the 
Government  will  carefully  consider  the 
effect  of  the  18th  dause  of  the  eariier 
Act.  The  effect  of  that  clause  was  to 
impose  the  great  burden,  both  on  Tan- 
dors  and  purchasers  of  real  estate  and 
other  property,  of  having  their 
contracts  stamped  with  an  ad 
valorem  stamp  corresponding  to  the 
whole  amount  of  the  oonsideratioo 
money.  The  15th  Clause  of  the  present 
Bill,  as  I  read  it,  makes  confusion  wone 
confounded,  and  increases  instead  of 
remedying  the  burdens  of  the  IStii 
Clause  of  the  earlier  Act.  I  trost  that 
before  the  Bill  goes  into  Oommitteei  the 
Attorney  General  will  be  in  a  position  to 
propose  some  improvement  of  the  16fli 
Clause,  which  will  make  the  Bill  more 
acceptable  to  the  House. 

♦The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir  B- 
Websteb,  Isle  of  Wight):  I  do  not  qoitfr 
agree  that  Clause  18  imposes  burdens  on 
vendors  and  purchasers  of  real  property. 
I  think  that  observation  goes  too  iajr.  At 
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the  same  time  I  will  give  my  attention  to 
the  matter  in  the  interval  which  elapses 
between  to-day  and  the  Committee 
stage,  and  I  hope  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friends  will  give  me  their  assistance  in 
framing  a  clause  to  meet  any  objection. 

Sib  W.  LAWSON  :  I  trust  the  Com- 
mittee  stage  will  be  taken  at  a  time 
when  we  can  have  full  discussion. 
Clause  25,  which  relates  to  the  liquor 
traffic,  will  cause  a  good  deal  of  discus- 
sion. 

Question  put,  and  ag^ed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  Friday. 

WEIGHTS  AND  MEASURES  BILL  (No.  230) 

Order  read  for  the  consideration  of 
Lords*  Amendment. 

♦The  PEESIDENT   of  the  BOAED 

OF     TRADE     fSir     MkJHael    Hicks 

Beach,     Bristol,     W.) :     I    hope    the 

House    will    agree  to    take    this  Bill 

now  for  this  special  reason,  that  with 
the  repeal  of  the  London  Coal 
Duty,  certain  legislation  as  to  the  weigh- 
ing of  coal  falls  to  the  ground,  and  it  is 
important  that  legislation  should  be 
substituted  in  order  that  the  public  may 
not  be  defrauded. 

Lords'  Amendment  considered,  and 
agreed  to. 

AGRICULTURAL  HOLDINGS  (SCOT- 
LAND) ACT  (1883)  AMENDMENT 
BILL.    (No.  58). 

Lords*  Amendments  agreed  to. 

TECHNICAL  EDUCATION  BILL.  (No.  27.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

♦The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  ON  EDUCATION  (Sir 
WiuJAM  Hart  Dyke,  Kent,  Dartford) : 
As  this  clause  now  stands  we  find  that 
the  just  claims  of  the  voluntary  schools 
are  excluded  from  the  Bill,  and  with 
the  yiew  of  bringing  voluntary  schools 
within  the  scope  of  the  Bill,  I  have  to 


move  the  Amendment  of  which  I  have 

given  notice.      I    can    only    say  how^ 

deeply  I  regret  that  in  the  many  and 

very  long  discussions  in  and  out  of  tha 
House,  upon  technical  education,  I  can 
offer  to  the  Committee  no  more  clear 
solution  of  this  long-standing  contro- 
versy. It  is  quite  obvious  that  we,  who- 
are  supporters  of  voluntary  schools,  find 
it  impossible  to  let  the  clause  stand  as 
it  now  does,  and  we  consider  it  our 
duty  to  bring  these  schools  within  the^ 
Bill.  I  do  hope  that  hon.  Members  may 
see  fit  to  accept  the  Amendment,  or 
that  at  least  the  discussion  may  find 
some  solution  of  the  difficulty,  and  I 
am  sure  the  time  thus  occupied  will- 
not  be  wasted. 

Amendment  proposed,  Page  1,  line 
9,  after  the  word  ''board,"  to  insert  the 
words  "or  Local  Authority." 

Question  proposed,  *^  That  the  word» 
*  or  Local  Authority '  be  there  inserted.'^ 

♦Sir  HENEY  ROSCOE  (Manchester, 
South) :  I  should  like  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  whether  h» 
would  consent  to  postpone  this  Amend- 
ment, because  it  will  be  observed  there 
is  another  Amendment  on  the  Paper,  in- 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Islington,  which  comes  later  on,  and 
this,  I  think,  we  on  this  side  of  the  House- 

are  disposed  to  accept.  It  is  important 
to  remember  that  what  we  have  at- 
tempted in  this  Bill  is  to  give  aid  and 
assistance  in  the  matter  of  technical 
education  in  all  large  centres  of 
industry  where  School  Boards  exist 
and  so  also  we  are  anxious  to  do  all  in 
our  power  to  assist  voluntary  schools 
in  connection  with  these  Board  Schools. 
The  Bill  of  1887,  which  the  Government 
introduced,  restricted  itself  to  this  par- 
ticular question  just  as  we  do  now.  I 
do  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
find  it  possible  to  accept  my  suggestion 
and  to  leave  this  matter  over  until  we 
reach  the  Amendment  which  stands 
later. 

*Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Uni- 
versity) :  I  rise  to  conQrm  what  has 
been  said  by  my  right  hon.  Friend.  I 
admit  the  matter  is  urgent,  and  I  think 
we  are  all  agreed  upon  that.    But  we 
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mast  take  care  that  in  settling  the 
matter  we  do  justice  to  all  sides.  But  I 
am  bound  to  point  out  to  those  who 
take  such  a  laudable  interest  in  the 
-matter  that  this  is,  as  it  stands,  a  one- 
sided Bill,  that  it  permits  technical  edu- 
•  cation  oniyi  n  cases  of  schools  under  School 
IBoards.  Now,  the  supply  of  elementary 
•education  to  the  country  comes  from 
i;wo  sources — from  the  voluntary  schools 
as  well  as  from  the  School  Board — 
therefore,  I  think  my  right  hon.  Friend 
IS  taking  the  right  and  manly  course  in 

moving  his  Amendment.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  refers  to  the 
Amendment,  which  is  not  under  dis- 
cussion, and  so  I  suppose  I  should  be 
out  of  order  in  dwelling  upon  it  at  length. 
I  may,  however,  say  of  it  that  it  does  not 
satisfy  me  or  those  with  whom  I  am 
acting  on  this  question — it  does  not 
•cover  cases  in  which  there  are  no  School 
Boards.  However,  we  cannot  enter 
-upon  the  discussion  of  this  controversial 
point,  because  the  rules  of  debate  do  not 
admit  of  it.  I  am  as  anxious  as  anybody 
that  an  attempt  should  be  made  to  pro- 
mote technical  education,  but  I  cannot 
•do  so  by  a  Bill  which  does  not  deal 
with  equal  fairness  with  the  voluntary 
schools  of  the  country  as  well  as  Board 
•Schools. 

*TnE  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
(Lancashire,  Bossendale) :  I  trust  that 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  will 
see  his  way  not  to  insist  on  the  Amend- 
ment which  he  has  moved,  and  which  I 
do  not  think  he  supported  with  any  ex- 
traordinary warmth  of  conviction.  The 
subject  of  technical  education  has  now 
been  so  long  before  the  country  that  it 
would  be  very  little  short  of  a  scandal  if 
-we  failed  to  give  some  expression  to 
what  is  the  almost  universally-acknow- 
ledged desire,  that  additional  facilities 
for  the  promotion  of  technical  education 
should  be  given.  And  it  would  be  much 
to  be  regretted  if  a  difference  of  opinion 
on  a  much- controverted  subject  con- 
nected with  primary  education  should  be 

allowed   to  stand  in  the  way  of  that 
important  object.      The  hon.  Member 

Jfr,  J,  G.  Talbot 


for  the  University  of  Oxford  must  b« 
aware  that  if  he  insists  on  raising  ia 
connection  with  this  subjoot  the  veij 
burning  and  difficult  question  of  the 
application  of  rates  to  voluntary  8ohooli» 
it  is  impossible  that  any  Bill  on  this  sub- 
ject can  be  passed  either  in  the  present 
Session,  or,  as  far  as  I  oanjudge»  in  any 
Session  in  which  we  are  not  able  to 
devote  a  very  great  deal  of  time  to  the 
question.  Under  these  ciroumstanoes  it 
is,  I  think,  well  worth  while  for  the 
House  to  consider  whether  it  is  not 
possible  that  a  compromise  such  as  that 

which  has  been  indicated  by  the  hon. 
Member    for    Manchester    might    be 
arrived  at.    Those  who  are  interested 
in  voluntary  schools  must  be  aware  that 
they  can  hardly  hope  in  the  present  F^ 
liament,  or  in  any  Parliament  that  we 
are  likely  to  see  for  some  time  to  oome, 
that  they  will  be  able  to  apply  the  direct 
assistance  of  rates  to  voluntary  schools, 
and  I  ask  them  to  consider  whether  it  is 
at  all  probable  that  within  any  reason- 
able period  they  would  obtain  a  greater 
concession  on  the  part  of  the  supporters 
of  Board  schools  than  is  now  within 
their    reach,    and    also    whether,    on 
account    of   the   difference  of  opinion 
which  has  arisen,  they  will  take  upon 
themselves  the  responsibility  of  prevent- 
ing the  application  of  local  funds  to  the 
promotion  of  technical  education  in  the 
face  of  the  expressions  of  opinion  whicdi 
have  proceeded  from  the  localities  in- 
terested in  favour  of  this  Bill.   It  would 
be  very  unfortunate  if  the  industrial 
centres  which  desire  to   devote  their 
local  resources  in  some  manner  or  other 
to  the  promotion  of  technical  eduoation 
should  be  debarred  from  doing  so  owing 
to  what  is  not  a  very  essential  diflBsr- 
ence  between  the  supporters  of  volun- 
tary and  Board  schools  respectively. 

Viscount  CEANBOBNE  (Lanoashiiet 
Darwen) :  I  am  sorry  to  say,  in  replj 
to  the  noble  Lord,  that  we  find  the  Bill 
fails  in  a  matter  of  detail.  But  I  do  not 
think,  from  the  point  of  view  of  hif^ 
principle,  that  the  local  rates  should  not 
be  applied  to  voluntary  schools ;  and  I 
do  not  think  there  is  a  very  grsat 
difference  between  the  Amendment  as 
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proposed  by  mj  right  hon.  Friend  and  ing  that  recommendation.  Apart  from 
the  compromise  which  is  offered  by  the  *^**>  *^®  reason  why  we  object  to  the 
hon.  Member  opposite.  Whether  the  Amendment  is  that  this  clause  is  in- 
a  1-  1  T»  J  X  ^1-  J.  ^i_  tended  to  deal  entirely  with  School 
School  Board  goes  to  the  rates  or  the  Board  districts,  and  the  discussion  should 
voluntary  schools  go  to  the  rates  is  not  be  confined  to  that  question.  The 
a  very  great  difference  of  principle ;  but  Bill  proposes  to  deal  only  with  great 
there  is  a  very  great  difference  of  centres  of  industry,  and  non-School 
opinion  between  us  as  to  the  fairness  Board  districts  may  be  dealt  with  here- 
with which  yoluntary  schools  are  treated  after.  We  ask  the  Vice  President  of 
in  the  Bill,  and,  therefore,  I  hope  that  the  Council  to  consider  whether  he  could 
the  Amendment  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  in  lieu  of  his  own  Amendment  consider 
will  be  accepted.  It  is  most  important  with  favour  that  which  will  be  proposed 
because,  as  the  Committee  is  aware,  it  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Islington  late  r 
is  not  every  parish  in  England  that  has  on. 

a  School  Board  or  anything  like  it ;  and  xr      tttottt^-d   /t?  iv      \      xrr^    «-^ 

those  pariBhes  that  hare  not.  would  be  ^»-.  WISHER  (Falham) :    We   are 

exoluded  from  any  benefit  of  technical  I""*®  *»  anxious  for  a  settlement  of  this 

education  that  this   Bill    would    give,  question  as  hon.  Member  opposite.    But 

Apart  from  that  I  say,  is  it  desirable  if  technical  education  is  a  good  thing, 

that  Toluntai7  spools  should  go  hat  in  t^en  it  is  a  good  thing  whether  it  is  en- 

band  to  the  Board  and  ask  to  have  the  ,^  ,              a.rn      :> 

adyantoge  of  technical  education?    We  «"^^^  "P°"   School  Boards  or  upon 

know  that  voluntary  schools  started  in  Toluntary  schools.  What  hon.  Members 

a    position    of    superiority   to    Board  opposite  are  endeavouring  to  secure,  is 

Schools,    and  they  have  always  been  not  a  triumph  for  technical  education, 

acknowledge  to  be  in  a  position  of  ^^^f^,  ^^^  g  ^^    1        ^he   position 

equahty.     We    have    always    thought  .      ,  .   ,  ..         ,,                   „  ,-> 

that  it  is  the  Local  Authority  which  may  be  stated  thus;  they  say:-"  Our 

should  decide  whether  the  School  Board  first  is  Board  Schools ;   our  second  is 

should  or    should  not  have  technical  Board  Schools ;  and  our  whole  is  Board 

education.     We  are  wUIiMf  that    the  Schools."     Whereas  the  diflference  on 

School  Board  should  decide  for  itself  -j     •    *!.  x             *  't*!,'-™.-. 

whether  it  should  have  technical  educa-  ?"'  "•*«  '*  *?**  T®  P"    **  this  way  :- 

tion  or  not.  but  not  that  they  should  "  ^ur  first  «  voluntary  schools ;    our 

decide  for  the  voluntary  schooU.    It  is,  ^""^  »  ^°"*  S°*»«°  "'  ^t  °"'  ^^°'^ 

I  think,  a  most  reasonable  Amendment.  "  technical  education.       When  we  find 

and  I  hope  it  wUl  be  insisted  upon.  *^»*  ^°?'  Members  onposite   "gree  in 

^                                    *^  promoting  technical  education  whether 

♦Mr.    ARTHUR    ACLAND    (York,  it  be  engrafted  upon  voluntary  schools 

Rotherham) :    I  think,   as    the    noble  or  upon  Board  Schools,  then  we  shall 

Lord  said  just  now,  that  it  would  be  a  ^r  .*^1?  ^  ,?^PP^^  *^®  ""t^^'^i     f^^^ 

^      .  -  _^        . .                   ^    1.  .,  ^  until  t^at  <Ji™®  comes,  until  voluntary 

great  misfortune  if  we  were  to  fail  to  schools  are  fairly  treated  in  this  respect, 

give  the  country  the  advantage  of  tech-  we  shall   oppose  any  measure   of  the 

nical  education  through  entering  upon  kind,  and  I  hope  that  my  right  hon. 

this  question  of  the  application  of  rates  Friend  will  stick  to  his  Amendment, 

to  voluntary  schools.     But  I  may  point  Sir    U.    KAY  SHUTTLE  WORTH 

out  that  whatever  may  be  the  personal  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe) :  I  am  sorry  to 

opinion  of  hon.  Members  opposite  that  of  hear  the  tone  of  the  hon.   Member's 

the  GK)vemment  has  been  distinctly  ex-  remarks  so  different  to  that  in  which 

pressed,  and  when  the  Royal  Commis-  the  Committee  was    addressed  by  the 

aion  proposed  that  assistance  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.    The  hon.  Mem- 

rates    should    be    given    to  voluntary  ber  accuses  us  of    wishing  to  gain  a 

schools,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  on  triumph  for  the  Board  Schools;   but, 

the  part  of  the  Government,   declared  .  j    j  ,1.       .          /.    t         r  au     u-  j 

that^^he  did  not  propose  to  disturb  the  ^°^^^'  ^"""^  "» ^^  ^""^^""^  ^f  *^^  ^^^ 

settlement  arrived  at  in  1870,  by  accept-  ^  ^^J  section  of  the  Committee.    The 

VOL.  OOOXXXVin.  f  third  Buns.]  S 
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feeling  of  tlie  Committee  ie  expressed,  I 
think,  in  the  words  of  the  Tioe  Pieeident 
when  he  desired  that  ve  should  arrive  at 
a  settlement  of  this  question,  and  that  at 
least,Bfter  all  theaeeffortsweshould  make 
some  advance  in  the  matter.  The  noble 
Lord  opposite  admitted  that  there  was  no 
great  difference  of  principle  between  the 
suggestion  of  my  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Hartington]  and  that  made  by  the 
Oovemment.  If  there  is  no  great 
differecice  of  principle  surely  that  is  one 
argucuent  why  we  should  try  to  arrive 
at  an  agreement.  In  the  first  place  rates 
will  be  applied  directly  to  the  Board 
Schools,  but  voluntary  sohools  will 
benefit  by  the  assistance  which  School 
Boards  will  give  in  technical  instruction 
for  the  use  of  voluntary  schools.  We 
cannot  advance  this  Session  so  far  as  to 
secure  technical  education  in  parishes 
where  there  are  no  School  Boards,  but  we 
may  make  some  advance  at  all  events  in 
those  parishes  where  Boards  do  esist, 
and  if  there  is  no  difference  of  principle 
between  us  surely  we  ought  to  arrive  at 
a  compromise. 

•Mr,  GEDQE  (Stockport) :  As  repre- 
senting a  large  borough,  where  there  is 
no  School  Board,  I  must  protest  against 
the  distinction  which  is  to  be  made  In 
favour  of  those  places,  even  small 
parishes,  which  happen  to  have  a  School 
Board  given  to  them,  but  taking  away 
from  large  boroughs  like  Stockport  the 
advantage  of  this  Bill.  As  it  does  not 
seem  possible  from  the  discussion  we 
have  had  that  we  shall  arrive  at  any 
solution  of  our  differences  to-aight,  I 
move  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  eit  again." — {Itr. 
Syduty  Otdg».) 

•Mb.  OHANNING  (Northampton,  E.): 
I  would  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  to 
allow  us  to  debate  the  matter  a  little 
further.  This  Bill  is  desired  in  all 
parts  of  the  House,  and  suggestions  may 
be  thrown  out  in  debate  which  would 
lead  to  a  working  coinpromise. 

Sir  ir,  Edif  SMOtlmtrth 


•Mb.  F.  8.  POWELL  (WigM) :  I 
ihould  deeply  regret  if  this  debate  wtm 
brought  to  an  abrupt  close.  I  hope  it 
will  be  understood  that  the  differences  of 
ion  that  have  been  displayed  do  not 
arise  altogether  on  this  side  of  tbs 
House.  Many  Members  on  this  side  are, 
I  am  sure,  as  anxious  to  promote  taoh- 
nical  education  as  any  nan  be  on  ths 
Opposition  Benches. 

•Sib  BIGHABD  TEMFLB(  WoroMter, 
Evesham} :  As  a  member  of  a  School 
Board  I  should  like  to  have  this  point 
argued  out  a  little  longer  in  order  that 

re  may  be  more  preotsely  iufonued  a* 
to  the  nature  of  that  oompromim  tluU 
has  been  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  liem- 
ber  for  Manchester  and  by  the  noble 
Lord  opposite.  How  is  it  to  work,  this 
compromise,  in  School  Board  distrioUt 
llntemq>lii/n$.']  I  think  I  am  satitlod 
to  get  an  answer.  It  is  difficult  to  carry 
on  a  speech  by  way  of  oonversation ; 
but  I  think  I  am  In  order,  for,  as  I 
understand  the  Motion,  we  should  re- 
port  Progress,  and  I  wish  to  pat  fnth 
reasons  why  we  should  not  yet  report 
Progress  while  we  are  imperfeotlf 
acquainted  with  the  nature  of  the  com- 
promise which  has  been  alluded  to.  I 
should  like  to  know  how  it  will  woric  IB 
School  Board  districta.  I  do  not  know, 
Sir,  whether  I  should  be  in  order  in  pro- 
ceeding further  with  this  question  T 
The  CHAIRMAN:  No. 

*SiB  BIOHABD  TEMPLB  :  Wall. 
then,  I  win  not  enter  into  the  sabjaot ; 
but  I  think  it  is  desirable  that  we  should 
have  a  little  more  time  la  order  that  ve 
may  have  on  opportunity  of  oonoidarinf 
whether  the  oompromiee  ahoitld  be 
accepted  or  not. 

Mb.  MOLLOT  (King's  County,  Birr) ; 
Although  I  do  not  agree  with  mnohtlut 
has  been  said  on  this  side  of  the  Honao,  I 
am  disposed  to  support  the  Amendmant 
of  the  lioverument.     I  tliink  we  miybt 

be  allowed  to  debate  the  Bill  a  littU 
longer. 

•Mb.  GEDOE  :  As  there  aeema  to  bs 

a  desire  on  the  part  of  the  C 
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to  continue  the  Debate,  I  will  withdraw 
my  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  DE  lisle  ;  Leicestershire,  Mid) : 
As  to  the  Amendment,  I  should  like 
some  explanation,  for  I  cannot  say  that 
I  am  satisfied  with  it.  It  appears  to  me 
that  the  control  of  Board  School  remains 
in  the  hands  of  the  School  Board  ;  but 
in  the  Amendment  which  is  proposed 
it  would  seem  that  the  managers  of 
Yoluntary  schools  are  asked  to  giye 
up  part  of  their  control  into  the 
hands  of  the  Local  Authority.  It  is 
the  Local  Authority  that  is  to  determine 
whether  technical  education  shall  be 
given  in  the  school  or  not,  whereas  in 
the  Board  Schools  the  Board  itself  deter- 
mines the  question.  Now,  we  are  anxious 
to  have  technical  education  promoted; 
but  we  are  not  prepared  to  sacrifice 
the  principle  of  complete  indepen- 
dence which  we  have  always  main- 
tained in  regard  to   voluntary  schools, 


in    voluntary    schools;     but    that    the 

management  of  such  technical  education 

should   be  in  the  hands  of  the  School 

Board.      Our   proposal   is  that   either 

or  both  of  the  two  following    courses 

may  be  taken :  the  School  Board  may 

open  a  school  or  class  for  the  giving  of 
technical  instruction,  which  shall  be 
open  to  scholars  from  Board  Schools 
and  voluntary  schools  on  equal  terms,  or 
the  Board  may  send  technical  instructors 
into  a  classroom  in  a  voluntary  school, 
the  cost  of  such  instruction  to  be  paid 
by  the  School  Board,  who  shall  also 
receive  the  Government  grants,  and  the 
said  classroom  shall  be  considered  to  be 
a  School  Board  classroom  whilst 
the  technical  teaching  is  going  on. 
The  result  of  this  arrangement 
would  be  that  in  large  towns 
where  there  are  School  Boards  it 
would  be  quite  possible  to  give 
scientific  instruction  to  boys  in  volun- 
tary schools.  Note,  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  raises  at 
once  the  old  difficulty  which  we  settled 
in  1h70,  after  discussions  of  great  length 
and  vehemence,  and  I  am  quite  sure 
that  if  this  Amendment  is  carried  it 


and  before  I  agree  to  the  Amendment    f^^^  '*»«t   *^  amount  of   strong  feel- 
which  has  been  proposed  I  should  like    *"?  *?4  ^{  agita^wn  that  will  very  much 


to  have  an  assurance  that  the  managers 
of  voluntary  schools  will  not  be  deprived 
of  any  of  their  existing  rights. 

♦Sib  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE:    I 

understand  the  managers  of  voluntary 

schools  will  have  complete  control  in 

the  question.  If  they  desire  to  have 
technical  education,  they  will  apply  for 
it,  and,  on  showing  cause,  obtain  it. 

Mb.  DIXON  (Birmingham) :  Perhaps 
it  would  be  well  if  I  were  to  give  the 
explanations  which  have  been  asked 
for  by  some  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House.  The 
objection  we  feel  to  the  Amendment 
of  the  Government  is  that  it  involves  the 
payment  of  rates  to  schools  which 
are  not  managed  by  representatives 
of  the  ratepayers.  Now,  the  compromise 
that  we  have  to  propose  is  that  contri- 
butions may  be  made  out  of  the  rates 
towards  the  cost  of  teohnioal  edaoation 


astonish  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  I 
desire  to  take  this  opportunity  of  im- 
pressing upon  the  Government  that  they 
are  treading  upon  very  delicate  and 
dangerous  ground:  so  long  as  they 
merely  permit  important  educational 
questions  to  remain  in  abeyance,  the 
acquiesence  of  Liberal  Unionists  will 
be  comparatively  easy,  but  the  moment 
they  sanction  such  reactionary  measures 
as  those  now  proposed  strenuous  opposi- 
tion will  certainly  arise  both  in  this 
House  and  in  the  country. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  :  I  do  not  doubt 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
has  sincerely  desired  to  propose  a  com- 
promise which  should  be  fair  to  the 
supporters  of  the  voluntary  schools.  But 
he  does  not  appear  to  have  really 
grasped  the  difficulties  of  the  question. 
I  have  the  case  of  the  supporters 
of  Yoluntary  schools  in  places  where 

there  are  also  School  Board  schools  to 
be  dealt  with  by  those  who  represent 
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Buch  places.  I  represent  a  large  in- 
dustrial population  in  which  there  is 
no  School  Board.  This  so-called  com- 
promise in  no  way  meets  my  case, 
and  1  decline  to  accept  as  satisfactory  a 
proposal  which  would  he  inapplicahle 
to  the  borough  I  represent,  unless  tbey 
are  willing  to  have  the  infliction  of  a 
School  Board  forced  upon  them. 

Mr.  MOLLOY:  I  am  sorry  to  see 
this  difficult  question  raised,  and  I 
had  hoped  that  we  might  haye  passed 
further  into  the  Bill  before  we  en- 
countered this  difficulty.  For  myself 
I  shall  support  the  proposal  of  the 
Government.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  there  are  163  boroughs  in  England 
and  Wales  which  have  no  School  Boards 
at  all,  boroughs  such  as  Birkenhead, 
Stockport,  Preston,  Warrington,  and 
others.  The  noble  Lord  opposite  appears 
to-night  in  a  strong  democratic  char- 
acter, and  I  am  sure  I  do  not  know 
why.    I  think  if  this  measure  is  limited 

in  the  way  you  have  proposed  it  will  do 
but  little  good.  It  can  extend  to  only 
about  one- third  of  the  country,  and  I 
feel  therefore  bound  to  support  the 
Government  in  the  interests  of 
technical  education  and  of  voluntary 
schools. 

Sir  EIOHAED  TEMPLE :  I  would 
make  a  brief  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester  and  to  the  hon* 
Member  for  Botherham.  I  under- 
stand the  proposed  compromise  is  that 
in  a  School  Board  district  the  School 
Board  is  to  have  the  option  of  having 
classes  for  technical  education,  and  of 
admitting  to  those  classes  children  from 
voluntary  schools.  The  point  I  make  is 
this:    that  the  proposed  arrangement 

with  the  School  Board  is  optional.  I 
suggest  that  it  be  obligatory;  also  to 
have  the  option  of  establishing  inside 
the  voluntary  school- houses  classes  for 
the  techical  education  of  the  children  of 
those  schools.  Naturally,  the  voluntary 
schools  do  not  like  to  go  hat  in  hand 
to  the  School  Board,  but  is  it  not 
possible  to  make  this  arrangement  ob- 
ligatory upon  the  School  Board,  so  that 

Mr.  Tomliman 


tbey  shall  be  compelled  to  oomply  with 
any  well-founded  applioation  of  a 
voluntary  school  either  to  have  some 
of  its  scholars  admitted  to  the  School 
Board  classes  specially,  or  to  have  a 
School  Board  instructor  sent  epeoially 
to  its  class-rooms  ? 

Mr.  ILLINGWOBTH  :  The  question 

to  be  decided  is  whether  hon.  Members 

opposite  will  be  content  to  accept  the 

system,  providing  payment   oat  of  the 

rates  for  technical  education  under  the 

control  of  representativee  of  the  people, 

and  thus  secure  that  technical  education 

shall  reach  to  all  parts  of  the  country. 

There  are  so  many  difficulties  in  the 
way  that  if  this  oontroTersy,  which 
was  supposed  to  be  settled  in  1870,  is 
raised  again,  then  I  am  afraid  that 
technical  education  must  be  postponed 
until  this  much  larger  question  is 
settled.  For  my  part,  I  think  that  the 
question  cannot  be  settled  until  Sdhool 
Boards  are  universal  throughout  the 
country. 

*SiB  W.  HAET  DYEE:  I  can  assun 

the  Oommittee  thatno  man  has  struggled 

more  incessantly  than  I  have  for  the 

last  two  years  to  find  some  fair  solution 

of  this  difficulty ;  and  more  than  that, 

some  of  the  acutest  and  most  intelligent 
men,  both  at  South  Kensington  and  at 
the  Education  Department,  have  also 
been  puzzling  their  brains  to  And  a 
solution.  Now,  the  difference  betwesn 
the  one  side  and  the  other  in  this  ques- 
tion that  has  been  raised  is  whether 
there  should  be  a  direct  or  an  indirect 
application  of  the  rates.  I  regret  verj 
much  that  as  yet  we  do  not  seem  to 
have  found  any  way  out  of  the  difflcollj. 

It  being  after  One  of  the  dock,  the 
Chairman  left  the  Ohair  to  make  his 
Beport  to  the  House. 

Oommittee  report  Progress;  to  sil 
again  upon  Thursday. 

And,  it  being  after  One  of  the  doflki 
Mr.  Speaker  adjourned  the  House  wil^ 
out  Question  put. 


House  adjourned  at  one 

after  One  o'dook. 
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AGRICULTURAL  HOLDINGS  (SCOT- 
LAND)  ACT  (1883)  AMENDMENT 
BILL.    (No.  42.) 

WEIGHTS   AND    MEASURES    BILL. 

(No.    141.) 

Betumed  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

SERVITUDES   REDEMPTION  (SOOT- 
LAND)  BILL.    (No.  126.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order   of  the    Day   for  the  Second 
Beading  read. 

*Thb  Makqubss  of  HUNTLT:  My 
Lords,  I  have  some  little  compunction  in 
oAi aging  before  your  Lordships  this 
very  le^al  (question  ;  but  the  gravity  of 
th3  subject  must  be  my  excuse  for  ask- 
ing your  attention  while  I  very  shortly 
venture  to  put  before  you  the  reasons 
which  induce  me  to  intrude  it  upon  you. 
My  Lords,  the  Bill  relates  to  what  are 
ciJled  in  Scotland  servitude  rights,  and 
I  will  explain  shortly  what  they  are. 
These  servitude  rights  have  been  ob- 
t«^*:3d  in  various  ways.  Some  are  the 
relics  of  the  feudal  system ;  some  have 
arisen  through  friendly  permission  at  a 
time  when  very  little  value  was  attached 
to  the  land  over  which  the  right  was 
given  ;  some  were  acquired  by  pre- 
scription, the  freedom  of  the  exercise 
havmg  been  allowed  without  hindrance 
for  40  years,  which  under  Scotch  law 
gives  the    right;    and  some   are  held 

VOL,  OOUXXXYin.  [third  sxros.! 


under  old  grants  in  the  titles  to  the 
land.  They  consist  chiefly  of  pastur- 
age and  erazing;  of  sporting,  which 
indudes  tne  various  descriptions  of 
fowling,  hunting,  and  foresting;  of 
taking  turf  and  peats,  or,  as  it  is  called 
in  Scotland,  of  feal  and  divot.  This 
divoting,  or  paring  the  surface  of  the 
ground  for  fuel,  is  a  remnant  of  a  mootr 
barbarous  custom,  and  it  is  universally 
prohibited  by  proprietors  ;  but  where  a 
neighbouring  proprietor  has  this  servi- 
tude right  over  the  land,  the  owner  can- 
not prevent  his  tenants  from  divoting.  I 
will  remind  the  House  that  these  servi- 
tude rights  are  most  antiquated  ones ;. 
they  are  the  relics  of  a  bygone  age ; 
they  are  not,  and  have  not  been  for  «\ 
long  time,  granted  in  modem  charters. 
The  tendency  of  the  day  is  to  get  rid 
of  these  joint  ownerships.  I  may  also- 
claim  for  the  Bill  that  it  follows  the 
lines  of  recent  legislation  by  enabling^ 
those  who  have  grazing  rights  to  be- 
come the  proprietors  of  land.  When 
the  rights  were  acquired  the  land  was- 
of  little  commercial  value,  and  the 
privileges  the  rights  carried  were  really 
more  for  the  convenience  of  neighbours- 
than  for  any  important  money  value 
contained  in  or  attached  to  them.  But 
there  has  been  a  very  great  change  in 
the  value  of  land  in    Scotland,    more 

Sarticularly  in  grazing  and  sporting 
istrictsj;  and  as  the  lands  have  in- 
creased in  value  these  rights  have 
been  found  to  cause  a  great  amount 
of  inconvenience  to  the  proprietors  of 
the  soil.  With  the  rise  in  the  value 
of  land,  and  especially  of  grazing  and 
sporting  land,  the  situation  has  be- 
come altered,  and  very  great  inconve- 
nience is  occasioned.  The  proprietor  of 
the  soil  is  hampered  in  dealing  with  hia 
own  land  by  reason  of  these  righU. 
The  original  privilege  granted  is  muck 
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abused.  The  tenants  from  an  adjoining 
estate  may  pasture  an  owner*s  land,  in- 
terfering with  his  own  tenants,  cutting 
the  turf  and  trees,  and  turning  in  their 
eheep  or  cattle  wherever  they  like,  and 
he  has  no  control  over  them.  The 
proprietor  cannot  fence  his  land,  can- 
not plant  it,  cannot  plough  it,  or  improye 
it  in  any  way.  He  might  have  rival 
shooting  parties  on  his  land — a  case  in 
regard  to  which  I  could  give  an  amusing 
instance — organizing  battues  and  strivi- 
ing  which  could  shoot  the  largest  number 
of  grouse  on  the  12th  of  August.  Apart 
from  the  questions  affecting  ownership, 
there  is  a  practical  one  from  the  farmer  s 
point  of  view.  Where  flocks  of  sheep 
are  disturbed  by  different  owners  run- 
ning them  on  a  grazing  with  separate 
sets  of  shepherds  and  dogs,  the  sheep 
never  settle  or  feed  so  well,  and  all 
parties  are  damaged  by  the  inter- 
mingling. Supposing  that  a  proprietor 
has  a  hill-grazing  which  carries  900 
fiheep,  and  a  neighbour  has  the  right  to 
send  300  sheep  more  to  the  hill,  it  would 
not  only  pay  the  proprietor  to  give  up 
a  piece  of  land — even  a  third  of  it — to 
his  neighbour  for  his  separate  use,  but 
it  would  pay  the  proprietor's  tenant  to 
bave  his  remaining  ground  fenced  off 
and  his  flock  allowed  to  graze  undis- 
turbed; while,  at  the  same  time,  the 
neighbour  would  much  prefer  to  have 
his  grazing  right  valued,  and  so  much 
land  given  to  him  for  it.  I  think  it  is 
clear,  from  every  point  of  view,  that 
there  exists  a  state  of  matters  which  is 
most  undesirable,  and  is  not  beneficial 
to  the  country,  or  to  any  individual. 
Several  proprietors  whom  I  have  con- 
sulted feel  with  me  that  they  would  be 
much  better  off  with  a  smaller  quantity 
of  land  free  from  these  servitudes,  than, 
AS  now,  with  a  larger  extent  burdened 
with  and  rendered  nearly  useless  by  them. 
The  method  by  which  the  Bill  proposes 
to  deal  with  the  question  is  to  follow 
the  old  Scotch  principle  of  dealing 
with  commonties,  or  lands  held  jointly 
tinder  common  right  by  two  or  more 
proprietors.  An  old  Act  of  the  Scot- 
tish Parliament  provides  that  a  pro- 
prietor, having  an  interest  in  a  com- 
monty,  may  raise  an  action  against  all 
persons  concerned  to  determine  their 
joint  rights  and  interests,  and  to  value 
and  divide  the  lands  according  to  the 
proprietors'  several  rights  and  interests, 
xhe  point   I    wish   to    insist  on,  and 

ITis  Marqueis  of  Huntly 


this  is  the  reason  for  askings  for  legis- 
lation on  the  aabjeot,   is  that  there  is 
practically  no  difference  between  oom- 
monties  and  servitude  rights ;  if  diTitton 
is  good  in  the  former  case  it  certainly 
holds  good  in  the  latter.  The  commonty 
implies   a  joint   proprietorship,    while 
the  latter  is  a  right  of  property    bur- 
dened   with   a  right   of  servitude   in 
favour  of  another  person,  which   is   a 
limited    right    of   property.      Yet    in 
those  cases  no  division  can  be  insisted 
upon  as  with  commonties.      If  a  joint 
proprietor  can  demand  a  division  with 
other  joint  proprietors,  it  is«  I  submit 
to  your  Lordships,   desirable    that   in 
the  same  way   he  should  be    able  to 
demand    a    division    with    those    who 
have  only  the  right  in  certain  deneee 
with  him  to  certain  uses  of  the  land. 
Now,  my  Lords,  the  Bill  is  a  very  short 
one.  My  proposal  is  by  the  first  clause  in 
the  Bill  to  enable  any  owner  of  lands 
burdened  with  these  rights  to  apply  to 
the  Sheriff  of  the  county  to  have  such 
rights  valued,  and  that  the  Sheriff,  after 
having    the    rights    reported    on    and 
valued,   should  fix    ana    adjudge    the 
value  of  each.     This  value  by  the  2ad 
clause  is  to  be  paid  in  money ;  but  as  it 
might  be  desired  by  the  holders  of  these 
servitudes  to  receive  a  portion  of  the 
land  over  which  their  right  existed  in 
preference  to  money,  it  is  ptovided  by 
the  3rd  clause  that  the  Sheriff  may  ad- 
judge so  much  of  the  lands  in  lieu  and 
in  place  of  the  right  of  servitude  if  so 
wished.     There  is  a  provision  by  Clause 
4  to  enable  limited  owners  to  redeem 
the  servitudes,  and  to  burden  the  lands 
in  their  possession  with  the  sum  payable 
by  them  to  the  holder  of  the  servitude. 
There  may  be  cases  where  objections 
could  properly  be  raised  to  the  commu- 
tation of  these  rights,  and  provision  is 
made  by  Clause  5  that  notice  of  any  ap- 
plication shall  be  intimated  to  all  parties 
interested,  and  that  any  one  of    those 
parties  may  appear  before  the  Shettf 
and  state   objections  to  the    proposed 
redemption.    I  do  not  apprehena  thai 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  are  likely  to  be 
taken  advantage  of  by  the  superior  or 
owner  of  the  Holum  unless  the  servitudes 
over  it  are  a  serious  drawback,  as  the 
holders  or  tenants  would  have  to  be 
compensated  very  substantially  indeed 
for  giving  up  their  rights.     It  would 
be    for   the  public  good    that   afltian 
should    be   taken,    and   the     pressnt 
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"Btate  of  thiDg^  put  an  end  to;  and 
the  holders  of  the  servitude  rights 
will  not  he  prejudiced  or  injured,  inas- 
much as  they  will  receive  compensation 
in  money  or  land  where  it  is  found  de- 
"sirahle  that  their  rights  shall  be  com- 
muted. I  must  remind  your  Lordships 
that  lands  burdened  with  these  servitude 
rights  are  practically  stereotyped  to 
remain  as  they  are.  If  nothing  is  done 
to  relieve  them  there  will  never  be  any 
improvement,  and  they  will  remain  for 
«ver  abandoned  to  their  presentcondition . 
If  there  exists  a  right  of  grazing  the  pro- 
prietor cannot  fence  his  land,  cannot 
plough  it  or  plant  it,  or  improve  it  in  any 
way.  I  know  of  thousands  of  acres  in  the 
IN'orth  of  Scotland  which  lie  under  these 
restrictions,  burdensome  and  practically 
useless  alike  to  the  owner  of  the  solum  and 
the  person  holding  the  servitude.  My 
XiOrds,  I  feel  that,  without  the  support 
of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  it  would 
be  impossible  for  me  to  carry  the  Bill  at 
this  period  of  the  Session  ;  but  I  appeal 
to  him  to  consider  whether  he  cannot 
«ee  his  way  to  support  it,  as  from  all 
«ides  I  have  received  a  favourable  report 
on  the  Bill,  and  I  am  sure  that  it  is  a 
much  needed  measure  of  reform,  would 
be  most  beneficial,  and  would  meet  with 
general  approbation  in  Scotland.  I 
therefore  hope  he  may  see  his  way  to 
support  the  Bill  of  which  I  now  move 
the  Second  Heading. 

Moved,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
fl\"^{The  Marquess  of  Huntly,) 

♦LoED  WATSON :  My  Lords,  whilst  I 
do  not  quite  agree  with  the  noble 
Marquess  in  the  account  which  he  has 
given  of  the  origin  and  position  of  the 
rights  with  which  his  Bill  proposes  to 
deal,  I  think  it  involves  matters  which 
are  well  worthy  the  consideration  of  the 
House;  but  whether,  at  this  period  of 
the  Session,  there  ought  to  be  legislation 
on  the  subject  is  a  very  different  ques- 
tion. In  the  northern  parts  of  Scotland 
there  are  some  large  tracts  of  land  which 
are  at  present  not  available  to  the  owner, 
and  of  not  much  use  to  the  servitude 
holder,  because  of  the  contrariety  of 
rights  and  interests  arising  from  that 
«tate  of  affairs,  and  in  such  cases  the 
Bill  might  be  useful.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  measure  would  be  popular  and 
beneficial  to  those  parts  of  Scotland.  I 
think,  my  Lords,  the  old  law  of  Scot- 
land with  regard  to  the  divisio        com- 


monties — which  requires  the  presence  of 
one  or  more  joint  proprietors — should 
be  extended  to  these  cases.  But  having^ 
said  so  much,  my  Lords,  the  approved 
which  I  can  give  to  this  Bill  ends.  In 
the  Northern  parts  of  Scotland,  as  I 
have  sa^d,  no  doubt  the  measure  would 
be  beneficial.  But  coming  further 
South  a  very  different  state  of  things 
exists.  There  are  in  that  part  of  the 
country  a  great  number  of  small  feuars 
and  village  communities  who  possess 
servitude  rights  of  that  kind  founded 
upon  contract  —  some  ancient,  some 
modem.  As  far  as  they  are  concerned, 
it  appears  to  me  that  a  very  strong 
case  would  have  to  be  made  out  for 
the  interference  of  Parliament,  because 
I  believe  that  in  many  cases  the  exist- 
ence of  the  servitude  right  which  each 
feuar  possesses  in  an  undivided  por- 
tion of  land  is  much  more  beneficial 
than  division  ;  and  I  believe  also  that  in 
many  cases  where  it  is  to  the  interest  of 
the  proprietor  of  the  servient  land  to  buy 
out  the  right  which  encumbers  it  its 
mere  money  value  would  be  no  com- 
pensation to  those  who  lose  it;  and  I  do 
not  think  that  a  man  should  be  deprived 
of  the  right  which  he  has  by  contract 
with  his  superior,  'and  be  compelled  to 
deliver  it  up  whenever  it  becomes  to  the 
landowner's  interest  to  require  it.  The 
existence  of  the  servitude  rights  which 
each  tenant  possessed  was  much  more 
valuable  than  any  compensation 
he  would  receive  for  their  loss.  I 
think,  my  Lords,  if  the  Bill  were  con- 
fined to  the  first  class  of  rights  to 
which  I  have  alluded,  it  might  be  a 
useful  measure ;  but  I  do  wish  to  say 
this — that  although  I  am  acquainted  so 
far  with  the  facts  which  bear  upon  this 
legislation,  I  cannot  pretend  to  know 
them  all,  and  am  therefore  not  pre- 
pared to  approve  of  the  Bill  farther 
than  I  have  stated.  I  would  suggest 
to  the  noble  Marquess  that  this 
is  a  Bill  which  ought  to  be  circu- 
lated in  Scotland  and  the  terms  of 
it  made  known,  so  that  those  who  are 
in  possession  of  interests  which  might 
induce  them  to  oppose  the  various 
clauses  of  the  Bill  may  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  presenting  their  objections  to 
the  measure.  I  think  the  Bill  should  have 
been  preceded  by  some  inquiry,  and  I 
would  advise  the  noble  Marquess,  if  a 
Second  Reading  be  granted,  not  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Bill  this  Session. 

T  2 
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The  Duke  op  ARGYLL:  My  Lords, 
I  desire  to  say  a  few  words,  but  only  a 
few  words,  on  a  Bill  of  this  character. 
As  far  as  I  can  understand  it,  it  is  a 
very  useful  measure.  The  existence  of 
these  ancient  servitudes  in  Scotland  has 
been  a  very  ^reat  inconvenience,  and  at 
the  end  of  the  17th  century  an  order 
was  passed  with  regard  to  the  common- 
ties  which  permitted  their  division. 
This  Bill  refers  not  to  common  ties 
proper,  but  to  something  very  anala- 
gous  to  them.  Throughout  a  great  part 
of  the  country  these  rights  have  been 
sold,  but  in  other  parts  they  are  un- 
doubtedly a  very  great  inconvenience. 
It  appears  to  me  that  this  Bill  pro- 
ceeds very  much  on  the  lines  of  our  old 
law  on  the  subject.  I  did  not  know 
that  there  was  enough  importance  in 
some  of  these  matters  to  make  it  worth 
while  to  deal  with  them.  Reference  is 
made  to  rights  of  shooting  and  other 
rights  existing  to  a  small  extent  in  some 
parts  of  Scotland,  and  I  was  not  aware 
it  would  be  worth  while  to  introduce 
them  into  a  Bill  of  this  kind ;  but  I  am 
told  that  in  other  parts  of  Scotland  there 
are  great  numbers  of  them.  I  think  it 
is  much  too  late  in  the  Session  to  pro- 
ceed with  a  Bill  of  this  character. 
♦The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN:  My 
Lords,  I  have  listened  with  much  in- 
terest to  the  remarks  made  by  the  noble 
Marquess  in  support  of  this  Bill.  There 
is  no  doubt  that,  as  the  noble 
Marquess  has  said,  very  great  incon- 
venience is  felt  in  many  parts  of 
the  Highlands,  and  in  other  parts  of 
Scotland,  from  the  existence  of  these 
servitudes ;  but  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  the  noble  Marquess  has  scarcely 
realised  the  importance  of  the  measure 
which  he  presents  for  your  Lordships' 
consideration.  The  Bill  goes  into  details 
in  these  matters,  and  in  many  cases  it 
would  materially  alter  the  position  of  the 
ownership  of  laud.  I  believe  it  to  be 
perfectly  true  that  the  questions  dealt 
with  by  this  Bill  are  confined  chiefly  to 
the  Highlands  ;  but  this  Bill  applies  not 
only  to  the  Highlands,  but  to  the  whole 
of  Scotland ;  and  although  in  the  Low- 
lands it  will  probably  have  but  little 
effect,  yet,  as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
has  pointed  out,  the  purposes  of  the  Bill 
might  give  rise  to  grave  inconvenience. 
Although  I  admit  the  inconvenience 
to  the  proprietors  of  the  land,  I  think 
the    noble    Marquess    has    not    quite 


realized  what  the  effect  of  mioh  a  meamm 
would  be  if  these  praotioally  oompnboiy 
powers  under  the  fiill  were  taken  adTaa- 
tage  of  by  the  owners  of  lands  OTer  whiek 
these  rights  existed.  I  oome  now  to^ 
the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  which  are  the 
practical  clauses  —  namely,  3  and  4. 
Clause  3  deals  with  the  question  of  foil 
and  divot,  which  the  noble  Marquess  pro* 
poses  may  be  taken  on  compensation  by  a 
money  payment ;  and  Clause  4,  whioh 
deals  withrightsof  pasturage,  which  m^ 
be  3ompensated  for  either  by  a  money 
payment,  or  by  the  giving  absolute  right 
of  ownership  over  a  part  of  the  land,  m 
exchange  for  the  exercise  of  limited 
rights  over  the  whole  of  it.  Take  the  caao 
of  the  right  of  f  eal  and  divot.  DiTOt,  I  may 
explain  to  some  of  your  Lordships,  is  the 
right  of,  as  it  were,  skinning  the  sur&ofr 
of  the  land  and  cutting  peats  horixon- 
tally ;  and  feal  is  that  of  cutting  peats 
perpendicularly.  The  value  of  the  right 
would  have  to  be  decided  by  the  Oonrts 
or  by  arbitration.  If  the  proprietor  weie 
to  apply  to  the  Sheriff  to  get  the  valoo 
of  turbary  rights  decided  by  arbitratioii, 
the  owner  of  the  land  must  pay  tho- 
amount  fixed ;  but  the  owner  of  the  ser- 
vitude might  not  be  able  to  get  peats 
elsewhere,  which  might  occasion  him  the 
greatest  inconvenience.  Then  there  is 
the  right  of  pasturage ;  the  same  con- 
siderations would  apply  to  that.  In 
many  cases  where  there  are  rights  of 
pasturage  over  an  extensive  tract  tfao 
owner  of  the  servitude  might  have  only 
a  small  number  of  sheep  upon  it.  But  if 
he  were  to  get,  say,  five  acres  by  way  of 
compensation,  that  could  not  possibly 
repay  him  for  the  rights  he  would  loso- 
over  a  large  number  of  acres.  The  nobis 
Marquess  has  pointed  out  cases  whioh  I 
think  show  what  are  the  object  he  has 
in  view  where  there  are  rights  of  ser- 
vitude over  a  large  tract  equally  dividsd 
between  two  farmers  or  landlords.  Thers 
advantage  might  be  gained,  and  tbflce- 
would  be  but  little  difficulty.  But  thsve 
are  many  other  cases  in  whioh  that  lig|lt 
of  pasturage  is  not  at  all  equally  divi£d« 
where  a  very  large  number  of  cattle  cr 
sheep  are  turned  on  by  one  man  in  re4|^eot 
of  his  right  of  servitude,  while  some 
one  else  might  have  only  a  small  number 
of  sheep  or  cattle  upon  the  pastnraga 
If  the  small  holder  were  to  lose  the  li^lt 
he  possesses  he  might  only  get  instsad 
of  the  rigl  t  of  pasturage  over  a  large 
number  of  acres  a  small  money  paymsnl^ 
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^hioh  oould  not  possibly  compensate 
him  for  the  extent  of  pasturage  which 
he  had  under  his  right  of  servitude. 
Those  are  objections  which  arise 
ivhere  compulsory  power  is  given  by  the 
measure  to  deal  with  rights  of  servitude ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  I  am  very  far  from 
flaying  that  the  question  is  not  one  which 
is  worthy  of  careful  consideration.  No 
•doubt  it  is  a  very  great  inconvenience  to 
the  proprietors  of  servient  land  not  to  be 
able  to  deal  with  it  under  existing  rights ; 
•but  I  do  not  think  at  this  late  period  of 
the  Session  it  is  possible  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  undertake  to  deal  with  this 
•question  or  to  consider  it  with  a  view  to 
legislation.  I  will,  therefore,  appeal  to 
the  noble  Marquess  at  once  to  withdraw 
this  Bill,  and,  as  has  been  well  suggested 
by  the  noble  Lords  who  have  spoken, 
to  have  it  circulated  throughout  Scotland, 
with  a  view  to  eliciting  opinions  from 
those  concerned,  obtaining  further  in- 
formation as  to  how  far  it  would  assist 
those  to  whom  it  would  apply,  and 
Wuom  it  is  desired  to  benefit.  I  will 
flay  no  more  on  the  present  occasion, 
flxcept  that  I  hope  the  noble  Lord 
will  not  press  his  Motion,  but  that  be 
'will  leave  the  matter  now,  as  some  of 
your  Lordships  have  expressed  your 
views  upon  it,  to  be  dealt  with  on  some 
future  occasion. 
♦The  Marquess  of  HUNTLY  :  My 
Lords,  I  only  wish  to  say,  in  answer  to 
vrhat  has  fallen  from  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  that  I  quite  admit  the 
difficulties  he  has  pointed  out  as  regards 
small  tenement  feuars  in  the  South  of 
Scotland;  but  the  Bill  is  framed  in 
this  way — that  the  Sheriff  could  re- 
fuse to  entertain  an  application  if  he 
found  the  parties  in  respect  of  such 
rights  were  materially  injured.  Then 
with  regard  to  the  compulsory  powers, 
the  only  proposition  is  that  the 
owner  or  any  persons  interested  may 
proceed  in  the  matter.  As  with  regard 
to  the  commonties,  any  person  interested 
in  the  servitude  may  go  before  the 
Sheriff,  and  it  then  becomes  aqucRtion  for 
the  Sheriff  whether  or  not  he  will  pro- 
ceed in  the  matter;  so  that  really 
my  Lords,  there  is  nothing  compulsory 
in  carrying  the  measure  through  in  this 
form.  But,  my  Lords,  I  quite  admit 
that  at  this  period  of  the  Session  it  is 
almost  hopeless  to  expect  your  Lord- 
ships to  proceed  further  with  the 
cieasure.     As  I  understand,  if  the  Bill 


be  allowed  to  pass  the  Second  Beading, 
and  withdrawn  now,  I  should  be  at 
liberty  to  reintroduce  it  next  year — ^I 
think  that  was  the  suggestion. 

♦The  Marquess  op  LOTHIAN :  I  am 
afraid  I  canno!;  assent  to  that.  I  must 
decline  to  accept  the  noble  Marquess' 
proposal,  because  if  adopted  he  wnl  see 
at  once  that  it  would  be  pledging  the 
Government  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill. 

♦The  Marquess  of  HUNTLY :  I  can 
assure  your  Lordships  I  do  not  wish  to 
prejudice  anybody  at  all.  However,  as 
the  noble  Lord  does  not  assent  to  the 
proposal,  I  will  simply  withdraw  the 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

Bill  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

ADOPTION  OF  CHILDREN  BILL. 
(No.  101.) 

SECOND    READINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

.  ♦The  Earl  op  MEATH  :  My  Lords, 
I  rise  to  move  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  Bill,  and  I  hope  your  Lordships 
will  accord  it  this  favour.  I  do  not 
suppose  that  at  this  late  period  of 
the  Session  the  Bill  is  likely  to  pass  into 
law  ;  but  I  do  hope  it  may  go  into  Oom- 
mittee,  so  that  I  may  have  for  th« 
measure  the  advantage  of  the  advice 
and  criticism  which  may  be  afforded  in 
the  form  of  Amendments  upon  its  pro- 
visions. The  object  of  the  Bill  is  to 
prevent  parents  or  other  guardians  from 
recovering  their  children  after  they  have 
consented  to  their  adoption,  unless  they 
can  satisfy  the  Justices  that  their  claim 
is  legitimately  made  for  the  benefit  of 
the  children,  it  is  a  common  occurrence 
for  children  who  have  been  placed  in 
orphanages  or  adopted  to  be  subsequently 
removed  by  their  parents  for  tbp  sole 
purpose  of  deriving  pecuniary  advantage. 
It  is  very  ipjurious,  of  course,  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  children  that  they  should 
be  removed  where  the  parents  or  natural 
guardians  are  not  fitted,  either  morally 
or  pecuniarily,  to  have  the  care  of  them. 
It  may  be  thought  that  in  introducing 
this  Bill  to  your  Lordships'  House  I 
have  the  intention  of  applying  it  to  such 
cases  as  that    which  recently  occurred 
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at  Dr.  Barnardo's  institution  which  has 
attracted  considerable  attention ;  but  I 
introduced  the  Bill  without  any  know- 
ledge of  the  case  which  occurred  in 
connexion  with  that  institution.  In  fact, 
the  Bill  was  framed  long  before  that 
case  was  heard  of.  It  originated  more 
than  a  year  ago,  when  Petitions  were 
sent  to  me  as  Chairman  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary Social  Keform  Committee  from 
persons  throughout  the  country  who 
were  interested  in  institutions  which 
took  care  of  destitute  children,  and  who 
felt  the  necessity  of  some  law  which 
would  enable  them  to  do  justice  to 
children  and  turn  them  out  useful  mem- 
bers of  society.  The  attention  of  Magis- 
trates has  long  been  directed  to  the 
abuses  to  which  I  refer.  My  Lords, 
the  subject  of  this  Bill  has  had  the 
great  advantage  of  having  been,  twice 
considered  by  this  Committee,  and  I 
have  had  the  advice  of  several  Members 
of  both  Houses  who  are  interested  in 
the  work  of  rescuing  destitute  children ; 
and,  therefore,  I  may  say  with  confidence 
that  the  greatest  care  has  been  taken  to 
avoid  all  dangers  which  might  have 
made  it  impracticable.  Of  course,  we 
know  there  must  be  certain  dangers 
in  a  Bill  of  this  sort ;  but  if  any 
loopholes  have  been  left  in  it,  or  if  any- 
thing in  it  may  be  considered  to  be 
wrong,  I  hope  that  in  Committee  those 
errors  may  be  rectified.  It  was  stated 
when  this  Bill  was  first  brought  forward 
that  it  would  lead  to  proselytism,  and 
clauBCS  have  been  introduced  in  order  to 
prevent  that,  and  providing  that  regard 
flhall  be  had  to  the  religion  of  the 
parents,  and  all  the  circumstances  which 
it  would  be  necessary  for  the  Magis- 
trates to  know  before  they  could  make 
any  order  in  the  matter.  Now,  my 
Lords,  the  attention  of  Magistrates  and 
persons  in  a  public  position  has  long  been 
directed  to  the  abuses  to  which  I  am 
now  calling  your  Lordships'  attention. 
The  authors  of  these  abuses  are  men 
and  women  living,  as  a  general  rule, 
outside  tho  pale  of  civilization — that  is 
to  say,  they  look  upon  a  child  not  as  a 
treasure  to  cherish,  not  as  a  hope  for 
the  future,  but  simply  as  a  chattel 
out    of    which     they    can    draw    the 

freatest  possible  pecuniary  advantage. 
7hen  we  know  that  the  parents  take 
these  children  and  drag  them  into  every 
sort  of  evil  and  crime  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  money  to    spend   in   drink,   I 

Tk$  £arl  of  Meath 


think  your  Lordships  will  agree  ihem 
is  some  need  for  legislation  of  this  kind. 
Children  are  brought  up  by  this  eU» 
of  parents  in  hostiUty  to  all  iaW|  and  t» 
^  notions  of  morality,  ard  they  ultu 
mately  form  a  band  of  dangerous  ehs- 
raoters — a  band  which  is  inoreasiiig  in 
number,  and  becoming  a  social  dangsr 
in  our  large  cities.  From  this  popiua* 
tion  we  may  say  spring  iiiarderers» 
thieves,  and  the  dangerous  classes  ot 
society.  Benevolent  individuals  havs 
done  their  best  to  rescue  these  duldren; 
but  although  parents  are  very  wliling 
in  the  early  ages  of  their  children  t^ 
allow  them  to  be  taken  into  homes^  or 
to  be  adopted,  as  soon  as  they  reach  an 
age  when  the  children  can  be  of  servios 
to  them,  and  can  earn  money,  they  goto 
the  benevolent  individuals  or  hemes  and 
claim  their  children.  Now,  my  Lords^ 
this  is  a  thing  which  has  not  been  un- 
noticed in  other  countries.  Other  ooun« 
tries  have  experienced  the  same  difficulty 
in  this  matter,  and  in  many  places 
stringent  laws  have  been  passed  to  pre- 
vent  people  taking  their  children  mm 
persons  who  have  adopted  them  or  from 
orphanages,  where  they  are  being  pro- 
perly' brought  up,  in  order  that  they 
may  drive  them  into  a  life  of  crime* 
In  asking  your  Lordships  to  read  this 
Bill  a  second  time,  I  am  cotasking  yoa 
to  give  your  consent  to  any  new  prin* 
ciple,  for  it  is  a  principle  which  hsa 
been  adopted  by  many  of  the  n^ost  en- 
lightened and  civilized  countries  in  the 
world.  In  America  there  are  seversL 
States  which  have  passed  laws  relating 
to  this  subject.  In  Illinois  there  is  a* 
most  stringent  law  with  regard  to  it.  la 
the  State  of  New  York  a  law  was  passed 
in  the  year  lb84  giving  powers  to  be- 
nevolent institutions  to  request  the 
parents  of  any  child  placed  in  them  to 
sign  a  document  putting  the  child  en- 
tirely in  their  hands,  and  after  that 
document  is  signed  the  parents  lose  aU 
right  to  it.  Of  course,  my  LordSy  I  do- 
not  ask  that  that  should  be  done  in  thia 
country,  or  that  any  such  result  *hffuM 
be  obtained  except  in  a  Court  of  Iiaw 
or  before  Justices  of  the  Peace*  lit 
France  only  this  year  a  law  has  beeit 
passed  on  the  subject,  a  very  stringeot- 
law,  much  more  stringent  than  any  thaft. 
I  am  asking  you  to  adopt.  Ih» 
French  Government  has  taken  thi^ 
question  up  and  passed  a  BiU  by 
which    certain     classes     of     "^nlfrftwH 
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tors  are  placed  oatside  the  right  to 
exercise  or  claim  any  power  over  their 
children.  In  fact,  the  children  are 
made  wards  of  the  8 jate ;  and  they 
are  boarded  out,  a  vote  of  several 
millions  of  francs  being  taken  for 
the  purpose  of  supporting  them.  I 
do  not  think  anytning  of  that  kind 
would  be  done  b^  either  your  Lordships' 
House  or  by  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  I  do  ask  your  Lordships  to 
say  that,  with  the  consent  of  all  parties 
interested,  children  may  be  legally 
adopted  as  the  Justices  at  Petty  Ses- 
sions may  consider  best,  having  regard 
to  the  religious  opinions  of  the  parents, 
and  having  regard  also  to  the  interests 
of  the  children.  If  the  child  is  over  14 
then  the  consent  of  the  child  itself  must 
be  given  ;  and  in  the  case  of  an  insti- 
tution there  will  be  no-power  of  availing 
themselves  of  this  Act  unless  they  are 
incorporated  under  the  Companies' 
Acts  of  1862  and  1867 ;  and  if  the  Jus- 
tices see  any  cause,  on  the  application 
of  any  individual,  to  alter  their  decision 
they  may  do  so  at  any  time.  My 
Lords,  it  is  said  that  this  Bill  will  enable 
parents  to  sell  their  children  or  to  get 
rid  of  them.  I  do  not  see  that  that  is 
a  just  criticism,  because  they  can  do 
that  at  this  moment  if  they  choose. 
I  deny  that  this  Bill  would  enable 
parents  to  sell  their  children,  or 
make  it  less  difficult  for  parents 
to  do  so.  On  the  contrary,  it  would 
act  as  a  deterrent  on  parents;  and 
for  this  reason — that  whereas  at  present 
they  place  their  children  in  homes, 
knowing  that  they  can  get  them  out  at 
a  time  when  they  are  capable  of 
•aming  money,  they  would  not  under 
this  Bill  be  able  to  do  that,  and  conse- 
quently they  wo  aid  be  less  ready  to  get 
rid  of  their  children,  knowing  that  they 
would  not  be  able,  unless  they  could 
show  good  cause,  to  get  them  from  the 
hotues  where  they  were  being  taken  care 
of  in  order  to  make  money  by  them. 
And  now  with  regard  to  the  children 
working,  and  their  parents  making  them 
work.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  gpreat 
majority  of  parents  who  claim  their 
children  in  these  cases  do  not  get  them 
;ack  for  the  purpose  of  putting  them  to 
work  in  the  ordinary  sense  in  which 
going  to  work  is  understood.  They  get 
them  really  for  criminal  purposes :  the 
boys  are  claimed  in  order  that  they  may 
be  taught  to  steal,  and  the  girls  for  still 


more  evil  purposes.  I  can  give  your 
Lordships  a  few  instances  of  actual 
facts  which  have  occurred  within  a  very 
short  period.  In  a  home  for  children, 
quite  close  to  my  own  house,  several  in- 
stances of  that  kind  have  occurred,  one 
of  them  within  the  last  few  days.  A 
little  girl  was  sent  into  the  home, 
probably  only  for  the  purpose  of  getting 
her  clothing  renewed,  her  clothes  being 
in  so  filthy  a  condition  that  they  had  to 
be  burned,  for  hardly  had  she  been  sup- 
plied with  the  new  clothes  before  her 
parents  came  and  said  they  wanted  the 
child  back.  In  another  case,  the  mother, 
who  had  only  just  come  out  of  prison, 
claimed  her  child  back  because',  as  she 
openly  avowed,  since  the  child  had  been 
taken  from  her  for  the  purpose  of  being 
placed  in  the  home,  she  found  she  could 
not  get  as  much  money  as  when  she  was 
dragging  the  poor  infant  about  the 
streets  with  her.  Upon  making  inquiries 
into  the  matter,  I  may  mention  that  I 
was  told  that  9d.  a  day  is  given  for  a 
girl  child  to  drag  about  the  streets,  and 
6d.  for  a  boy.  In  another  case  a  girl 
of  10  was  sent  for  by  her  father  to 
prevent  her  going  to  service,  as  he  said 
it  would  pay  him  better  (mind  you,  she 
was  only  10  years  of  age)  to  send  her 
on  the  streets !  Another  very  bad  case 
was  that  of  a  girl,  who  was  telegraphed 
for,  the  telegram  saying  that  her  mother 
was  dying ;  but  when  the  girl  arrived 
home  she  found  the  whole  story 
false,    and     the     first    question 


was 


asked  of  her  was  whether  she  had 
brought  her  box  in  order  that  they 
might  pawn  her  clothes.  A  friend  of 
mine  on  being  told  there  was  no  demand 
for  such  a  measure,  said  he  would  ask 
the  question  of  the  first  two  men  he  met; 
The  first  person  interrogated  was  a 
working  man  who  said — "  Why  that  is 
the  very  law  we  have  wanted  for  a  long 
time ;  I  have  refused  to  allow  my 
wife  to  adopt  a  child  because  I  knew 
it  would  be  taken  away  from  us  again 
whenever  it  suited  the  parents."  The 
next  spoken  to  was  a  middle-class 
man,  and  he  again  told  a  similar  story. 
His  wife's  sister  dying  and  leaving  a 
ohilJ,  and  the  father  being  a  drunkard, 
they  were  exceedingly  anxious  to  adopt 
the  child;  but  they  felt  it  would  be 
useless  to  do  so  if  tiiey  had  to  give  it 
up  again  whenever  the  drunkard 
might  choose  to  demand  it.  In  October 
of    last    year,    a   case    came    before 
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Sir  James  Hannen  where,  after  a  child 
had   been   adopted   and    clothed,    the 
parents  claimed  it,  and  refused  to  make 
an^   tollowance  to  the   working  people 
who  had  adopted  it,  although  they  had 
incurred  expense   amounting    to    £12. 
Sir  James  Hannen  felt  the  injustice  of 
the  case  so  much  that  he  gaye  the  foster- 
parents  a    sovereign    out   of  his   own 
pocket.    In  that  case  the  mother  had 
been  confined  in  a  lunatic  asylum,  and 
foster  parents  for  the  child  were  adver- 
tized for,  and  some  working  people  in 
the  North  took  it  on  the  underp^^-^^ing 
that  they  were  to  have  it  permanently. 
They  had  maintained  the  child  about  1 8 
months,  and  had  got  very  fond  of  it, 
when  the  mother  came  out  of  the  lunatic 
asylum  and  claimed  it.     Of  course,  they 
had  to  give  the  child  up  without   even 
being  able  to  get  paid  for  the  clothes 
they  had  provided  for  it.     There  is  no 
doubt  in  my  mind  that  there  are  a  large 
number  of  people  in  this  country  who 
are  very  desirous   to   obtain  children, 
having  no  children  of  their  own,  and  who 
would  be  glad  to  adopt  children  if  only 
they  felt  they  had  a  legal  claim  upon 
them  when  they  had  adopted  them. 

"  A  drearj'  place  would  be  this  earth 
Were  there  no  little  people  on  it ; 
The  song  of  life  would  lose  its  mirth 
Were  there  no  children  to  begin  it." 

Many  childless  men  and  women  are 
feeling  the  force  of  the  truth  of 
these  lines,  and  would  gladly  adopt 
children  if  they  dared.  I  know 
that  the  Bill  has  no  chance  of 
passing  this  Session,  but  I  ask  that  it 
may  be  sent  before  a  Committee  of  your 
Lordships'  House.  It  might  then  come 
back  in  a  shape  which  would  make  it 
acceptable  to  those  who  now  might  be 
inclined  to  oppose  it.  In  conclusion,  to 
my  opponents  I  would  say — 

"  If  a  better  system's  thine 
Impart  it  frankly,  or  make  use  of  mine." 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2\"— (7%d  Earl  of  Meath,) 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR:  My 
Lords,  the  noble  Lord  has  very  frankly 
admitted  that  he  has  no  chance  of  having 
his  Bill  passed  into  law  this  Session,  and 
the  only  effect  therefore  of  your  Lord- 
fihips  giviDg  a  Second  Heading  to  it 
would  be  to  affirm  the  principle  of  it, 
in  order  that  it  may  stand  to  some 
extent  hereafter  on  that  affirmation  that 
it  embodies  a  right  and  a  wise  principle. 

Th$  Earl  of  M$ath 


My  Lords,  it  seems  to  me,  I  oonfesa, 
that  there  is  hardly  a  single  seoCian  of 
this  Bill,  or  a  principle  of  it,  bo  fax  as  I 
can  find  a  principle  at  aU,  to  whioh  I 
should  not  be  entirely  opposed.     At  the 
same  time,  I  do  not  in  the  smallest 
degree  deny  that  the  motives    whidh 
actuate  the  noble  Lord  are  of  the  most 
praiseworthy  character,  and  that  there 
IS  to  some  extent  an  evil  to  be  remedied. 
I  think,  however,  he  somewhat  exagrav 
ates  the  evil,  and,  thinking  there  u  a 
great  evil  to  be  remedied,  he  not  on- 
naturally  strives  to  remedy  it  by  doing 
what  people  frequently  do,  in  tryine  to 
legislate  for  particularly  hard  cases  Uiey 
strike  at  a  much  wider  principle.     The 
Bill  seeks,  in  dealing  with  this  particular 
hardship,  to  alter  the  whole  law  of  Eng- 
land with  reference  to    the    right  of 
parental  control.     Now,  that  is  one  of 
the  cardinal  principles  of  our  law,  and 
the  notion  in  connection  with    such  a 
Bill  as  this  of  getting  rid  of  that  prin- 
ciple of  our  law  would    raise  a  yeiy 
serious  question  indeed.  No  such  change 
ever  should  be  attempted  upon  the  lines 
that  this  Bill  is  drawn  upon  ;  but  if 
attempted  at  all  it  must  go  far  wide* 
and  deeper,  and  treat  the  whole  question 
of  the  right  of  parental  control  as  one 
subject,  not  striving  to  pick  ont  particu- 
lar parts  of  the  right  of  parental  control 
and  dealing  with  them.     I  have  said 
that  I  have  some  difficulty  in  ascertain- 
ing the  principle  of  this  Bill.     The  only 
principle  I  can  find  in  the  Bill  is  that 
the  principle  of  adoption  should  be  im- 
ported into  the  law  of  this  conntry,  and 
that  the  right  of  parental  control  should 
be  taken  away  in  certain  oiroumstanoes. 
Neither  in  the  one  aspect  of  it  nor  the 
other  should  I  assent  to  a  BUI  of  this 
sort ;  but  when  I  come  to  consider  the 
particular  mode  in  which  that  principle 
is  sought  to  be  carried  out,  and  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  that  principle  is 
sought  to  be  established,   it  is   quite 
clear  that  the  persons   who  drew  this 
Bill  found  they  were  met  at  every  turn 
by   qualifications  and  restrictions  that 
finally  took  away  the  original  yiflour 
and   force  of  what  they  proposed    to 
enact.  When  a  child  is  adopted,  instead 
of  having  all  the  rights  of  adoption,  the 
framers  declared  that  '*  nothing  herein- 
after    contained    shall    confer    on    the 
adopted    child    any  incident  of  blood 
relationship,  right  of  successiony  fto." 
Why  not?    If  it  was  a  real  adoption 
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why  take  away  that?  Again,  suppose 
a  child  was  thrown  on  the  parish,  one 
would  haye  thought  in  reason  and  logic 
that  the  foster-parent,  as  he  is  called 
in  the  Bill,  would  haye  to  pay  for  it,  but 
he  is  not  to  do  so.  Why  not  ?  It  has 
become  his  child.  The  object  was  that 
the  parents  were  not  to  be  freed  from 
responsibility  if  the  foster-parent  was 
not  able  to  support  the  child.  It  is 
quite  clear  what  has  happened.  The 
difficulties  which  would  arise  here 
occurred  to  the  framers  of  this  Bill, 
because  they  found  that  to  haye  carried 
that  out  would  haye  destroyed  the  earlier 
sections.  The  authority  oyer  the  child, 
and  the  obligations  of  the  father  and 
mother  towards  it,  would  absolutely 
cease.  That  is  absolutely  contradicted 
by  the  other  sections,  because  one  of  the 
objects  contemplated  is  to  proyide  for 
the  child's  maintenance.  Then  to  meet 
the  difficulties  that  occurred  to  them  the 
framers  of  this  Bill  haye  introduced  pro- ' 
yisions  which  effectually  destroy  the 
earlier  sections.  The  whole  Bill  is  ill- 
considered.  The  13th  section  is  the 
nucleus  of  the  Bill,  because  it  proyides 
that  an  orphanage,  home,  or  charitable 
institution  may  be  th^  foster-parent ; 
and  questions  as  to  the  child's  religious 
education  or  control  might  arise  between 
that  institution  and  the  original  parent, 
whom  the  public  feeling  of  this  country 
would  recognize  as  the  person  entitled  to 
haye  a  yoice  in  the  matter  as  against 
some  proselytizing  Society  that  had  the 
child  in  its  custody.  I  do  not  find  the 
words  which  the  noble  Lord  has  referred 
to  about  the  religious  creed  of  the  child 
or  parents  being  regarded,  because  that 
is  one  of  the  points  of  amendment  which 
he  contemplates.  But  supposing  the 
father  and  mother  change  their  religion 
and  desire,  for  example,  that  instead  of 
being  educated  in  the  Protestant  faith 
the  child  should  be  brought  up  as  a 
Boman  Catholic — what  criterion  are  the 
Justices  to  adopt  ?  Are  they  to  enter 
into  the  question  whether  it  would  be 
better  for  the  child  to  be  educated 
in  the  one  religion  or  the  other? 
All  that  is  left  at  large,  and  it  is  just 
the  sort  of  question  that  would 
cause  a  g^eat  amount  of  controyersy. 
Oontroyersies  between  parents  and  per- 
haps proselytizing  orphanages  or  asy- 
lums are  among  the  most  mischieyous 
things  there  can  be.  It  seems  to  me 
that  this  Bill  is  open  to  eyery  possible 


objection  in  point  of  construction,  and 
it  is  open  to  the  gravest  objection  as 
pltering  the  whole  principle  of  the  law 
as  between  parent  and  child.  The  Billy 
as  I  haye  said,  is  ill-considered  accord- 
ing to  the  theory  of  its  own  construotioni 
and  is  almost  incapable  of  being  worked, 
but  besides  that,  it  introduces  a  most 
serious  innoyation  on  the  foundation 
principles  of  the  law  of  England  with 
reference  to  parent  and  child;  and  I 
hope  the  noble  Lord  will  not  render  it 
necessary  for  me  to  moye  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time  this  day  three 
months.  I  may  mention  that  the  eyil, 
which  I  admit  exists,  is  being  considered 
in  connection  with  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
mission ;  and  there  is  a  Bill  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Qoyernment  for  the 

Eurpose  of  preventing  children  deserted 
y  their  parents  being  taken  away  from 
the  care  of  the  Guardians  if  it  can  be 
shown  that  the  parents,  by  reason  of 
their  bad  character,  are  not  persons  fit 
to  be  entrusted  with  the  guardianship 
of  the  children.  One  word  more  with  re- 
gard to  the  adoption  under  Clause  1 4.  A 
child  not  over  14  might  be  handed  oyer 
contrary  to  its  own  wishes,  and  some- 
body else  might  be  made  its  foster 
parent.  I  hope  your  Lordships  will  not 
encourage  a  Bill  of  this  kind. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  My 
Lords,  as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
has  alluded  to  the  Report  of  a  Commis- 
sion oyer  which  I  had  the  honour  to 
preside  last  Session,  I  must  express  my 
great  satisfaction  at  learning  that  the 
Goyernment  intend  to  deal  with  that 
particular  portion  of  the  Report.  It 
was  clearly  shown  to  us  that  this  eyil 
existed  ;  that  a  certain  number  of  chil- 
dren came  under  the  care  of  the 
Guardians,  were  then  placed  out  in  an 
asylum,  where  they  remained  for  yean 
perhaps  under  proper  control,  when 
suddenly  the  parents  (very  often  vicious 
parents),  finding  that  sometiiing  could 
be  made  by  withdrawing  the  children 
from  the  institution,  or  the  persons  with 
whom  they  had  been  boarding  out,  took 
them  away.  That  is  a  great  hardship 
upon  the  children,  and  an  injury  to 
them,  and  it  seems  to  me  a  yexy 
proper  subject  for  legislation,  though 
it  would  require  to  be  very  guarded. 
With  regard  to  the  Bill  itself,  I  must 
say  I  entirely  agree  with  what  has  been 
said  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on 
the  Woolsack.  I  cannot  see  that  it  is  ne- 
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cessary  to  make  such  an  extensive  altera- 
tion in  the  law  of  this  country,  and  I 
think  if  a  change  were  made  it  should 
not  be  made  in  the  manner  contemplated 
by  this  Bill.  There  is  one  clause — 
namely,  the  11th— on  which  I  should 
gpreatly  support  the  argument  of  the 
noble  Lord.  By  the  11th  clause  the 
order  made  can  be  rescinded,  so  that 
after  the  foster  parents  have  adopted 
the  child,  and  have  maintained  it  as  their 
child  for  it  may  be  years,  an  application 
may  be  made  by  the  parents  to  rescind 
the  order.  Consider  what  may  follow. 
Exactly  the  same  thing  may  arise  in  that 
case  which  has  given  rise  to  so  much 
controversy  in  other  cases.  The  parents 
may  have  changed  their  minds  on  the 
subject  of  religion,  or  they  may  be  insti- 
gated by  other  persons  to  bring  the 
matter  before  the  Justices  of  the  Peace. 
Then  arises  the  question,  is  a  Justice  of 
the  Peace  a  proper  person  to  decide 
di£Qcult  questions  of  that  kind?  I 
entirely  agree  with  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  that  the  objects  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  in  view  are  excellent ; 
but  I  do  not  think  it  is  desirable  that  we 
should  give  our  consent  to  the  Second 
Heading  of  this  Bill,  looking  at  the 
general  nature  of  it  and  the  period  of 
the  Session,  thereby  committing  our- 
selves to  a  principle  which  goes  far 
beyond  what  the  necessities  of  the  case 
demand.  I  hope,  therefore,  the  noble 
Lord  will  feel  induced  not  to  press  the 
Motion. 

♦LoED  FITZGEEALD  :  My  Lords,  I 
would  also  ask  the  noble  Lord  to  with- 
draw this  Bill.  I  am  sure  his  motives 
are  most  praiseworthy,  but  my  objections 
to  the  Bills  are  founded  on  principle. 
Adoption  is  wholly  unknown  to  the  law 
of  England.  I  could  understand  the 
introduction  of  a  law  of  adoption 
such  as  exists  in  India,  under  which 
the  person  adopted  becomes  the  child 
of  the  foster  parents  for  all  purposes, 
80  that  even  if  children  are  after- 
wards  born  to  the  foster  parents  the 
adopted  child  shares  in  the  inheritance 
equally  with  such  other  children.  There 
is  sense  in  that  arrangement,  and  some 
degree  of  justice,  although  it  frequently 
leads  to  the  greatest  difficulties,  quarrels, 
and  litigation.  I  must  not  be  taken  as 
recommending  to  my  noble  friend  the 
Hindu  law  of  Adoption.  For  many  years 
of  my  life  I  had  to  administer  laws  which 
gave  rise  to  questions  similar  to  those 

The  Earl  of  KimherUy 


which  would  grow  outof  the  alterations  of 
the  law  proposed  by  this  Bill.  Questions 
between  religious  litigants  give  rise  to 
difficulties  such  as.  would  have  to  be 
dealt  with  under  the  Idth  section  of  the 
Bill.  My  colleagues  and  I  oame  to  the 
conclusion  that  there  was  nothiufif  like 
adhering  to  and  enforcin|ic  parental  au- 
thority. The  law  of  England  generally 
is  that  parents  cannot  divest  themselves 
of  parental  rights  or  of  the  obligation 
to  look  after  their  children.  The  noble 
Earl  spoke  of  traffic  in  children  and 
how  desirable  it  would  be  to  put  a  stop 
to  it.  The  direct  and  necessary  ten- 
dency of  this  Bill  would  be  to  create 
that  very  traffic  which  the  noble  Lord 
seeks  to  destroy.  Whilst  in  the  case 
of  a  child  who  had  parents  certain 
questions  would  be  asked  and  the  Magi- 
strate would  exercise  his  judgment  upon 
the  facts,  in  the  case  of  the  unfortunate 
child  who  had  no  parents  there  would 
be  no  inquiry  at  all,  and  the  child  would 
be  handed  over  as  a  matter  of  course  to 
the  foster  parent,  or  the  person  assum- 
ing the  position,  as,  for  instance,  one  of 
those  institutions  which  would  sprine 
into  existence  on  all  sides  if  this  Bill 
were  passed.  In  practice,  when  I  had 
to  administer  laws  somewhat  cognate, 
where  the  child  was  of  sufficient  age 
and  intelligence,  I  always  ascertained 
by  careful  and  anxious  inquiry  what  tho 
wishes  of  the  child  were,  and  I  am 
thankful  to  say  that  in  that  way  I  think 
succeeded  in  maintaining  the  law  for  the 
benefit  of  the  children.  I  consider  this 
Bill  fraught  with  danger  contrary  to  tlie 
laws  and  institutions  of  this  country;  and 
that  it  ought  not  to  be  readily  adopted. 
Especially  your  Lordships  ought  not  at 
this  period  of  the  Session  to  agree  to  the 
Second  Heading,  with  no  object  but  to 
get  what  must  necessarily  be  an  imper- 
fect examination  of  the  details  in  Uom- 
mitteo.  I  think  the  noble  Earl  had 
much  better  withdraw  the  BUI,  and,  if 
he  should  think  fit,  introduce  it  again 
freed  from  its  many  defects  and  founded 
on  a  sounder  basis  than  at  present. 
*LoBD  DENMAN :  This  Bill  was  down 
for  a  Second  Beading  on  July  8th,  and 
opposed  by  a  noble  and  learned  Lord^ 
who  would  oppose  it  if  referred  to  a 
Grand  Committee.  I  hope  that  it  will 
be  read  a  second  time.  If  it  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Law,  it  must 
afterwards  be  re-committed  to  the 
Whole  House ;  and  if  it  is  re-committed 
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to  a  Oommittee  of  the  Whole  House,  I 
do  not  believe  it  could  be  sent  back  to 
the  Committee  on  Laws.  I  can  see 
there  is  a  struggle  to  ^ve  that  Com- 
mittee power  over  all  Bills.  The  Bill 
is  an    experiment,    and   I    have    very 

Seat  doubts  of  its  success.     As  an  old 
ember  of  this  House,  I  say  the  sooner 
you  get  out  of  the  present  system  of 
referring  Bills  to   many   Qrand  Com- 
mittees,  and  return  to  a  more  suitable 
one,  the  more  you  will  be  honoured  by 
the  country  and  the  world. 
♦Lord  KINNAIRD  :  My  Lords,  I  wUl 
not  detain  you  with  more  than  a  few 
words.     I  regret  the  course  which  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack 
has  thought  it  necessary  to  take  with 
reg^d  to  this  Bill,  which  I  consider  a 
very  useful  one;  but  I  presume,  after 
his  speech,  that  Lord  Meath  will  not 
press  the    Bill    further  at    this    time. 
Referring  to  the  Bill  which  the  noble 
and    learned    Lord    on    the   Woolsack 
has  stated  is  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Government,  I  hope  it  will  prove  a 
useful  measure,  by  enabling  the  man- 
agers   to    retain    control   of    the  chil« 
dren     after    leaving    the    Poor     Law 
Schools.     It  would  be  a  great  help  to 
the    managers    of    those    schools.      I 
would  ask,  with  regard  to  certain  private 
schools   which   are   under  Government 
inspection,  whether  they  could  not  be 
put  upon  the  same  footing  as  the  Poor 
Law  Schools  ?  Many  of  them  have  been  at 
work  for  a  long  time,  and  have  contrived 
to  keep  numbers  of  children  out  of  the 
Poor  Law  Schools.    We  think  it  a  pity  to 
brand  a  child  perpetually  as  having  been 
a  Poor  Law  scholar,  and  it  would  be  a 
matter  for  regret  if  the  operation  of  such  a 
Bill  as  this  should  be  to  send  children  to 
those  schools.     In  one  country  where 
these  questions   have  been   made   the 
subject  of  legislation,   there  is  a  very 
useful  law  that  no  parent  should  resume 
the  right  to  a  child  where  it  has  been 
left  for  a  certain  number  of  years  to  be 
supported  by  a  public  institution  without 
refunding  the  cost  of  the  child's  educa- 
tion.    The  way  that  works  is,  that  a 
parent  thinks  twice  before  he  becomes 
liable  to  pay  a  sum  of  £20,  or  it  may  be 
£60.  Many  children  are,  therefore,  left 
under  the  charge  of  foster  parents,  or  in 
an  institution  without  inteiierence,  until 
they  are  able  to  take  care  of  themselves. 
I  hope  the  Government  will  be  able  to 
add  some  clauses  to  the  Bill  which  the 


noble  and  learned  Lord  has  mentioneA 
with  reference  to  the  Poor  Law  Schools, 
in  order  to  provide  that  those  schools^ 
only  are  to  be  used  which  are  thoroughly 
efficient,  and  that  they  will  have  regard 
to  the  interests  of  the  public  any 
measure  which  may  be  introduced  on^ 
the  subject. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  I  only 
desire  to  explain,  what  I  said  was  that 
the  matter  is  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Government  in  the  form  of  a  Bill. 
I  do  not  give  any  pledge  in  regard  to- 
the  particular  form  the  Bill  will  take.  I 
think  it  would  be  irregular  for  me  to  do- 
so,  either  for  myself  or  for  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Lord  NAPIER  of  MAGDALA  :  My 
Lords,  it  is  imposbible  not  to  be  struck 
with  the  very  great  number  of  children 
apparently  in  need  of  protection  ;  and  it 
seems  only  reasonable  that  where 
parents  are  unable  to  bring  up- 
their  children  properly,  they  should 
be  enabled  to  place  them  in  the 
care  of  others  who  are  able  to 
support  them.  I  trust  the  noble- 
Lord  will  not  be  discouraged  in  hisr 
benevolent  intentions. 

*Thb  Earl  of  MEATH  :  My  Lords, 
I  am  delighted  to  hear  that  the  Govern- 
ment acknowledge  there  is  an  evil  to 
remedy,  and  I  am  also  pleased  to  know^ 
that  they  have  some  intention,  at  all^ 
events,  of  considering  whether  they  can 
diminish  that  evil  in  one  particular 
line.  But  that  line  in  regard  to  Poor 
Law  Unions  is  only  a  small  line,  and 
I  hope  the  Government  will  not  forget 
the  claims  of  other  institutions.  It 
appears  to  me  that  the  suggestion  of 
the  noble,  Lord  Kinnaird,  is  worth  con- 
sideration, and  I  hope  your  Lordships 
will  think  this  matter  over,  and  kindly 
give  any  assistance  that  you  may  think 
necessary  by  way  of  amendment. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with* 
drawn. 

Bill  (by  leave  of   the  House)   with* 
drawn. 

CANADA   (ONTARIO   BOUNDARY)  BILI^ 

(No.  161.) 

SECOND   BBADINQ. 

Order    of  the  Day   for   the  Second' 
Beading  read. 

♦LoED    KNUT8F0RD:    My    Lords^. 
I   have  only  to  say  that  part    of  thet 
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boundary  has  been  settled  by  a  decision 

of  the  Judicial  Oommittee  of  the  Privy 

Oouncil  part  has  been  settled  by  an  old 

Proclamation    of   1791,    and    part    by 

•agreement.   The  boundaries  are  now  set 

out  in  an  Address  from  the  Legislature 

of  Canada  which  is  scheduled  to  this 

3ill,  to  which  I  ask  your  Lordships  to 

:giye  a  Second  Heading. 

Eead  2^  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Thursday  next. 

BILLS  OF  SALE  BILL  (No.  150). 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
•order;  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday 
next. 

WESTERN  AUSTRALIA  CONSTITUTION 
BILL  (No.  1 26.) 

THIRD   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Read- 
iing,  read. 

Thb  Earl  op  FEVER8HAM:  My 
Lords,  I  should  like  to  say  a  few  words 
on  this  Bill  with  regard  to  handing  over 
the  Crown  lands  in  the  northern  portion 
of  the  territory  of  the  colony  to  a  small 
population  of  40,000  inhabitants.  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  whether  the 
Bill  follows  the  lines  of  former  legisla^ 
^ion  for  the  Colonies  ?  At  the  same  time, 
I  believe  there  is  no  previous  instance 
of  handing  over  such  an  enormous 
territory,  as  is  now  proposed  to  be 
handed  over,  to  the  responsible  Govern- 
ment of  the  colony.  I  protest  against 
such  a  large  tract  of  territory  being  so 
handed  over. 

*LoRD  KNUTSFORD  :  My  Lords,  I 
shall  not  venture  to  trouble  your  Lord- 
ships with  a  re-statement  of  the  argu- 
ments which  I  adduced  yesterday,  but  I 
will  shortly  answer  the  noble  Earl's 
question.  With  regard  to  the  question 
whether  a  precedent  exists,  I  may  inform 
the  noble  Earl  that  in  Queensland  we 
handed  over  an  equally  large  area  to  a 
population  of  only  28,000,  whereas  the 
population  of  Western  Australia  is  over 
40,000.  I  may  also  point  out  that, 
under  the  system  of  representative 
Government,  the  people  of  Western 
Australia  have  practically  had  the 
-control  of  these  lands  for  many  years, 
•and  that,  as  I  have  already  shown,  their 
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policy  has  been  in  tavoor  of  immigra- 
tion. There  is  no  reason  to  doubt  that 
that  policy  will  be  continued,  and  that, 
as  in  the  case  of  Queensland  and  the 
other  Australian  Colonies,  after  Beepon- 
sible  Government  had  been  granted  to 
them,  immigration  will  steadily  inorease. 
As  regards  the  land  which  is  to  remain 
under  the  control  of  the  Colonial  Qo- 
vemment,  I  may  remark  that  by  far  the 
largest  part  of  it  is  unfitted  for  agricul- 
ture ;  and  it  will  be  remembered  that 
all  the  land  in  the  northern  part  of  tlie 
colony  is  to  remain  under  Crown  man- 
agement and  control 
^The  Earl  of  MEATH:  My  Lords, 
I  must  say  that  I  also  protest  against 
the  handing  over  of  this  enor- 
mous territory  to  40,000  people.  B 
we  hand  over  all  the  Crown  lands  to 
our  Colonies  the  result  will  be  that  the 
Colonists  will  say,  **  We  do  not  want 
any  more  people  to  come  here ;  we  want 
the  land  for  ourselves."  Let  me  ask 
your  Lordships  to  consider  what  you 
are  going  to  do  in  this  matter.  A  Com- 
mittee has  been  appointed  in  the  other 
House  for  the  purpose  of  considering 
colonial  questions,  and  yet  your  Lorct 
ships  are  going  to  hand  over  this  enor- 
mous tract  of  country  at  once  to  a  small 
population  no  larger  than  that  of  a 
country  town.  I  do  hope,  my  Lords, 
some  action  will  be  taken  to  stop  it. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEBLEY:  The 
noble  Lord  has  said  there  is  a  preoedent 
for  this.  I  do  not  think  he  has  quite 
correctly  understood  what  has  taken 
place  in  the  other  colonies.  I  would  point 
out  to  him  that  the  population  of  New 
South  Wales  is  at  least  1 ,000,000,  the 
population  of  Victoria  is  1,000,000|  and 
the  population  of  New  Zealand  600,000. 
In  New  Zealand  the  Govern oient  had 
for  a  longtime  encouraged  immigrationi 
and  had  paid  the  cost  out  of  the  puUio 
funds,  because  there  was  nothing  they 
were  so  anxious  for  as  to  inorease  the 
white  population.  A  colony  in  its  in- 
fancy will  always  be  found  to  be  most 
anxious  to  obtain  as  many  immigrants  as 
possible ;  but  when  they  have  a  million 
or  so  of  white  inhabitants  you  will  find 
they  no  longer  desire  to  receive  the 
labouring  class  of  immigrants.  I  would 
ask  the  noble  Lord  whether  he  thinks  anj 
Minister  or  Government  in  this  oountry 
would  ever  undertake  to  advise  Parlia- 
ment to  send  emigrants  to  a  oolony 
whether  the  colonists  desired  it  or  noir 
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I  venture  to  say  that  no  Ooremment 
would  be  80  msane. 

Thx  Eabl  of  FEV£RSHAH  :  That, 
I  think,  is  an  ailment  against  hand- 
ing over  BO  large  a  territory  at  onoe. 

Thx  Eabl  of  KIUBEBLET:  To 
interfere  with  the  colon ista  in  thia 
natter  ia  practically  telling  them  that 
they  cannot  colonize  their  own  landa. 
It  will  always  be  found  that  the  colo- 
niHts  on  the  spot  can  best  asaiBt  immigra- 
tion  and  promote  the  colonization  of 
lands  adjoining  those  already  oolonized. 
Even  large  tracts  of  country  are  better 
managed  and  dealt  with  by  oolonists  on 
the  spot.  If  it  is  desired  to  send  out 
emigrants,  that  can  beat  be  done  with 
the  assistance  of  the  coloniats  themselveSi 
and  when  they  have  obtuned  a  large 
population  you  will  find  they  will 
colonize  the  adjoining  lands  themselves. 

Bill  read  3' (according  to  order);  an 
Amendmeat  made  ;  Bill  passed,  and 
sent  to  the  Commons. 

THE  STATION-MASTER  AT  BANGA- 
LORE. 

QUZSTION.     OBSKBTATIOnS. 

•Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLET, 
in  putting  the  question  which  stood  in 
the  Notices,  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  whether  the  gallant  conduct 
of  Mr.  Smaller,  the  station-master  at 
Bangalore,  in  rescuing  a  Hindoo  woman 
from  being  run  over  by  a  train  has 
received  any  recognition  from  the 
Madras  Government,  s^d  :  I  have  only 
to  add  that  the  newspapers  had  stated 
that  the  woman  was  only  11  yards 
fr^m  the  engine  when  she  fell  off  the 
platform,  and  that  there  was  much  more 
risk  in  thia  case  than  there  would  be  in 
jumping  into  a  river. 

*The  secretary  of  STATE  foe 
INDIA  (Viscount  Caoss) :  I  have 
pleasure  in  stating  that  the  Oovem- 
ment  of  Madras  have  passed  the  follow- 
ing Besolution  on  the  case  referred  to — 
"  Hii  Eicellency  the  Governor  in  Council 
viewe  with  high  ftpprobtttion  the  signal  braverj' 

d<.Diayed  by  V'   "—'' v.v_^. . 

Bud  GOUTSgeou> 
mil  of  h'f  owi 

of  s  reward  of  200  rupeoi,  the  highest  am oont 
which  it  is  in  the  power   of   Oovemment   to 

I  have  only  to  add  that  in  this  com- 
mendation and  award  I  heartily  and 
entirely  concur. 


PUBLIC  TRUSTEE  BILL  (No.  127.) 
Amendments  reported  (acoording  to- 
order)  ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Thurs- 
day next. 

BOARD  OF  AOBICTJLTDRE  BILL 
(No.  t2fi.) 
"  Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  General  Bills,  with  Amend- 
ments; the  Report  thereof  received; 
Bill  re-committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  Friday  next ;  and  to 
be  printed  as  amended.    (No.  162.) 

ADVERTISEMENT    RATINO    BILL 
(No.  Wi.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  General  Bills,  with  Amend- 
ments ;  the  Report  thereof  received ; 
Bill  re-committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  Friday  next;  and  to 
be  printed  as  amended.    (No.  163.) 


Brought  from   the  Commons ;    read 
1*,  and  to  be  printed.     (No.  164.) 

WINCHESTER  BUHQE88ES  (DISQUAU- 
FICATION  REMOVAL)  BILL.  (No.  IH.) 
Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bille  relating  to  X^aw,  fto. 
without  amendment,  and  re-committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  X/hole  House  on 
Friday  next. 

BEIBEEY  (PUBLIC    BODIES)   PREVEN- 
TION BILL— i^^O  y  BRIBERY  (PUBLIC 
BODIES    AND     OFFICERS     UNDER 
THE  CROWN)  PREVENTION   BILL. 
(No.  W.) 
Reported  from   the   Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  &o., 
with  Amendments  :   the  Seport  thereof 
received  ;  Bill  re-committed  to  a  <!]om- 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House ;  and  to  be 
printed  as  amended.    (No.  165.) 


MASTER  AND  SERVANT  BILL.  (No.  111.) 
Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 

mittee   for   Bills  relating  to  Law,  4o., 

Eicellencj  in  Coimcil    without  amendment,  and  re-committed 
that  official    to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 


COUNTY   COURT   APPEAia   (IBELAND) 

BILL,     (No.  104.) 

Reported   from  the  Standing  Com> 

mittee  fox  Bills  relating  to  Law,  &ov 


;519 


Sir  John 


{COMMONS} 


Orde. 


620 


^ith  amendments :  the  Eeport  thereof 
Teceived  ;  Bill  re- committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  ;  and  to  be 
-printed  as  amended.     (No.  166.) 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o*clock,  to 

Thursday    next,  a    quarter 

past     Ten     o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  leth  July,  1889. 


QVESTI0N8. 


SCOTCH  *«  BOYCOTTING." 

Dr.  CAMEKON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  state- 
ment in  the  Scottish  Highlander  to  the 
effect  that  Sir  John  Orde  has  not  only 
deprived  Mr.  Thomas  Wilson,  a  solici- 
tor, who  had  refused  to  act  for  him  in 
•certain  proceedings  against  his  tenantry, 
of  his  house  at  Lochmaddy,  but 
**  warned  all  the  tenants  about  Loch- 
maddy that  they  must  not  give  lodg- 
ings," thus  driving  him  from  the  dis- 
trict in  which  he  had  established  a 
practice  ;  and,  whether  any  Law  pjjfainst 
boycotting  or  exclusive  dealing  exists  in 
Scotland ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
instruct  the  Criminal  Authorities  to  in- 
quire into  the  facts  alleged  in  Mr. 
AVilson's  case  with  a  view,  if  they  prove 
-well-founded,  of  instituting  criminal 
proceedings? 

*The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr. 
J.  P.  B.  EoBERTSON,  Bute) :  I  have 
seen  the  statement  in  the  Scottish  High- 
lander referred  to.  I  am  informed  that 
in  October,  1888,  Sir  John  Orde  inti- 
mated to  the  tenant  of  the  house  which 
Mr.  Wilson  occupied  that  he  required 
to  resume  possession  of  the  house  at  Whit- 
sunday. I  am  further  informed  that 
for  many  years  Sir  John  Orde  has  ob- 
jected to  his  tenants  keeping  lodgers, 
and,  probably,  this  has  made  it  a  matter 
of  some  difficulty  for  Mr.  Wilson  to  find 
accommodation.  I  am  not  aware  that 
he  has  been  driven  from  the  district. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  he  was  resident  on 
the  island  a  few  weeks  ago.  If  Mr. 
Wilson  has  any  complaint  to  make,  in- 


volving a  criminal  charge,  he  should 
inform  the  Procurator  Fiscal,  who  will 
make  inquiry  and  proceed  if  a  oharge 
is  substantiated. 

Dr.  CAMEKON :  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  not  answered 
the  last  part  of  the  question. 
♦Mr.  J.  P.  B.  EOBEETSON  :  That  in- 
volves  an  abstract  question  of  law, 
which  I  am  not  prepared  at  this  moment 
to  enter  into.  I  have  answered  the 
question,  which  I  understood  to  relate  to 
a  specific  case. 

SEIZURE  OF  NETS. 

Mr.  FEASER-MAOKINTOSH  (In- 
vemessshire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Lord  Advocate  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  nets  of  Donald  Madellan 
and  John  Cameron,  fishermen  and 
crofters  in  North  Morar,  were  seised 
in  the  open  waters  of  Loch  Nevis, 
Invernessshire,  on  the  night  of  4th»  or 
early  in  the  morning  of  5th,  July  current, 
by  the  head  keeper  of  the  proprietor  of 
Knoydart,  accompanied  by  a  policeman 
and  several  assistants ;  whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  by  the  29  Oeo.  11.,  c.  23, 
white- fishing  is  open  on  the  coasts  of 
Scotland ;  and,  whether,  if  the  circum- 
stances abova  detailed  are  correoti  he 
will  take  steps  to  punish  the  wrongdoers 
for  their  forcible  seizure  of  property  P 

*Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  The 
facts  are  as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member, 
except  that  the  men  were  fishing  within 
the  limits  of  an  estuary  for  salmon,  and 
not  for  white  fish.  I  am  informed  that 
they  are  to  be  proceeded  against  for  a 
contravention  of  the  Act  7  and  8  Yiot., 
c.  95. 

SIR  JOHN  ORDE. 

Mr.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH:  Ibeg 
to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  if  Sir  John  Orde^ 
Baronet,  proprietor  of  North  XJist|  corre- 
sponded with  the  Sheriff  of  Invemees- 
shire,  or  his  substitute  in  the  Long 
Island  district,  or  the  Procurator 
Fiscal  of  that  district,  with  the  view  of 
compelling  Mr.  Thomas  Wilson,  Soli- 
citor, Lochmaddy,  either  to  act  for  Sir 
John  Orde  in  certain  proceeding^  against 
his  crofters,  which  Mr.  Wilson  deemed 
unjust,  or  to  have  Mr.  Wilson  removed 
from  an  office  he  held  in  connection 
with  the  Procurator  Fiscal ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  lay  a  copy  of  the  oor- 
lespondence  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 
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♦Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  It 
appears  that  in  April  of  last  year  Sir 
Jonn  Orde  wrote  to  the  Sheriff  relative 
to  some  crofter  cases  then  in  prog^ss, 
in  which  Mr.  Ohisholm,  the  Procurator 
Piscal,  and  Mr.  Wilson,  who  was  then 
his  partner,  were  interested.  The 
Sheriff,  considering  it  undesirahle  that 
a  firm  of  which  the  Procurator  Fiscal 
was  a  partner  should  act  in  such  cases, 
instructed  them  to  that  effect.  Mr. 
Chisholm  eventually  agreed  to  give  up 
such  cases,  hut  Mr.  Wilson  refused,  and 
Mr.  Chisholm  consequently  severed  his 
connection  with  him.  I  cannot  lay  this 
correspondence  on  the  Tahle.  It  relaces 
to  the  arrangements  for  carrying  on  the 
criminal  business  of  the  district;  and  I 
may  add  that  I  approve  of  the  Sheriff's 
action  in  the  matter. 

THE    CROFTERS'    COMMISSION   IN 
NORTH  UIST. 

Ma.  MACKINTOSH :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Lord  Advocate  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  directed  to  the  report  of 
proceedings  before  the  Crofters  Com- 
mission in  North  Uist,  and  particularly 
to  the  application  of  the  crofters  of 
Malaglate  for  an  enlargement  of  their 
holdings  from  the  adjoining  farm  of 
Yallay  from  which  it  appears  that  the 
proprietor  of  North  Uist,  Sir  John  Orde, 
baronet,  resisted  the  application  before 
the  Commissioners,  stating  that  he  had 
ceased  to  be  the  proprietor  of  Vail  ay, 
but  according  to  the  reply  of  the  appli- 
cants Sir  John  Orde  had,  since  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Crofters'  Act  of  1886,  made  a 
gratuitous,  or  what  is  termed  in  Soot- 
laud  *'a  nominal  and  fictitious,"  trans- 
fer of  the  farm  to  his  eldest  son  and 
apparent  heir;  and,  whether  he  will 
amend  the  Law  as  to  extension  of  hold- 
ings, so  as  to  prevent  evasions  of  its 
intention  ? 
♦Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  The 
notice  of  this  question  was  the  first 
intimation  I  had  of  the  subject.  On 
inquiry  I  have  ascertained  that  the 
application  of  these  crofters  for  an  en- 
largement of  holding  is  at  present  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Commission.  I 
must,  therefore,  decline,  in  the  mean- 
time, to  answer  the  question. 

THE  SUTTON  WATER    COMPANY. 

Mb.  JOHN  KELLY  (Camberwell, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  (Government  Board   whether  his 


attention  has  been  called  to  the  state- 
ment recently  made  by  a  member  of  the 
Sutton  Local  Board,  to  the  effect  that 
18  wells  in  the  immediate  proximity  of 
the  wells  of  the  Sutton  Water  Company, 
one  at  the  distance  of  only  a  few  yards, 
had  been  converted  into  cesspools; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Dr.  Dupr6  has 
reported  the  water  supplied  by  the 
Sutton  Water  Company  to  be  inferior 
to  that  taken  from  a  well  in  the  vicinity, 
at  the  top  of  Banstead  Downs ;  whether, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  records  in 
the  Local  Government  Board  office 
prove  that  disastrous  outbreaks  of 
enteric  fever  have  been  caused  through 
the  specific  contamination  by  excre- 
mental  matter  of  public  water  supplies, 
he  proposes  to  take  any  and,  if  so,  what 
steps  for  the  protection  of  the  public 
health  in  the  district  supplied  by  the 
Sutton  Water  Company  from  the  ^eat 
dangers  threatened  by  the  cesspools  in 
question  ;  and,  whether  he  has  any 
intention  of  introducing  any  legislation 
with  a  view  of  assisting  local  sanitary 
authorities  to  put  an  end  to  the  monopo- 
lies enjoyed  by  such  Water  Companies 
as  may  show  themselves  indifferent  to 
the  health  interests  of  the  districts  sup* 
plied  by  them  ? 

♦The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritohib, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  I 
have  communicated  with  the  Sutton 
Local  Board,  who  inform  me  that 
there  are  wells,  some  on  the  sand  and 
others  on  the  chalk,  which  have  been 
converted  into  cesspools.  In  one  or  two 
cases,  on  notice  from  the  Local  Board, 
the  owners  have  cleaned  out  and  filled 
up  the  cesspools ;  and  the  Local  Board 
state  that  they  are  endeavouring  to 
reduce  the  number  so  as  to  preserve  the 
purity  of  the  water  supply.  Analyses 
of  the  water  were  made  between  January 
and  March  of  last  year ;  but  none  have 
been  made  since.  The  Local  Gt)vem- 
ment  Board  have  for  a  long  time  been 
urging  the  Local  Board  to  provide 
sewers,  and  as  the  Local  Board  show  no 
disposition  to  perform  this  duty  they 
have,  after  local  inquiry,  been  declared 
in  default  by  the  Local  Gt>vernment 
Board.  As  its  order  was  not  complied 
with  application  was  made  to  the  High 
Court  for  a  mandjtnus.  This  came  before 
the  Court  in  May,  when  the  Local  Board 
made  excuses  for  delay  and  obtained  an 
extension  of  time.    If   it  is  necessary 
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sit  for  the  Queen's  Scholarship  Examina- 
tion in  July  should  be  in  possession  of 
the  class  list  before  the  end  of  Septem- 
ber; whether  those  of  Her  Majesty's 
Inspectors  of  Schools,  who  attended 
the  scholarship  examination,  have  been 
instructed  to  advise  candidates  who 
have  not  completed  their  fourth  year  to 
be  prepared  to  sit  at  the  fourth  year 
examination  in  October  next;  and, 
whether,  with  a  view  to  obviate  the 
necessity  for  such  examination  in  certain 
cases,  he  will,  with  the  large  staff  at 
his  disposal  in  his  Department,  cause 
the  results  of  the  recent  scholarship 
examination  to  be  published  before  the 
SOth  September  ? 

♦The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford) :  I  am  not  aware  that  any 
such  promise  has  ever  been  made, 
nor  have  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors 
been  instructed  to  tender  the  advice 
described  in  the  second  part  of  the 
question ;  but  it  is  the  wish  of  the 
Department,  and  I  have  no  reason  to 
doubt  that  it  will  be  realized,  to  publish 
the  results  of  the  July  examination  be- 
fore the  collective  examination  of  pupil 
teachers  held  in  October.  This  has  been 
done  for  the  last  two  years. 

DEATH  FROM  VACCINATION. 

Mr.  summers  (Huddersfield) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  circumstances 
attending  the  death  of  Emily  Maud 
Child,  aged  six  months,  in  the  Leeds' 
Infirmary,  on  the  1st  instant,  and  to  the 
finding  of  the  Coroner's  Jury,  to  the 
effect  that  **  the  deceased  died  from 
syphilis,  acquired  at  or  from  vaccina- 
tion ; "  and,  whether  it  is  his  inten- 
tion to  institute  any  inquiry  into  this 
case? 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE:  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  circumstances  attend- 
ing the  death  of  the  child  referred  to, 
and  to  the  finding  of  the  Coroner's  jury. 
I  have  directed  an  inquiry  to  be  made 
into  the  case. 

BURIAL  BY  MISTAKE. 
Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.):  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Whitechapel  (Mr.  Montagu)  has 
given  notice  of  the  following  question  : 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  whether  his  attention 

Mr,  Conical/ 


has  been  called  to  the  following  facts  r 
Mrs.  Toop,  an  inmate  of  the  White- 
chapel  Infirmary,  died  there  on  Tuesday 
last,  and  her  friends  forthwith  made 
arrangements  for  the  funeral;  bat 
when  the  undertaker  called  at  the  In- 
firmary a  body,  which  was  not  that  of 
Mrs.  Toop,  was  offered  to  him  ;  and  the- 
friends  of  the  latter,  in  spite  of  repeated 
applications,  have  not  been  able  to 
obtain  delivery  of  her  body,  whiohf  it  ia 
understood,  has  been  bnried  by  mis- 
take ;  and  whether  he  will  point  out  te 
the  Guardians  of  the  whiteehapel 
Union  that  it  is  their  duty  to  recover 
the  body  of  Mrs.  Toop,  and  hand  it  over 
to  her  friends?  My  hon.  Friend  de- 
sires me  on  his  behalf  to  postpone  the 
question  until  Thursday ;  but,  in  the* 
meantime,  I  hope,  in  view  of  the 
urgency  of  the  case,  that  the  right  hon» 
Gentleman  will  lose  no  time  in  inquir- 
ing into  it. 

«Mr.  RITCHIE :  I  sent  a  special  mes- 
senger this  morning  to  the  Whiteehapel 
Board  of  Guardians,  but  as  yet  have- 
received  no  reply. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL :  May  I  ask  the^ 
Home  Secretary  whether  any  applica- 
tion has  been  made  to  him  for  authority 
to  exhume  the  body  of  Mrs.  Toop  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  No  such  appli- 
cation has  come  under  my  personal 
notice. 

USIBEPU. 

Mr.  THOMAS  ELLIS :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  the  Chief  Magistrate, 
to  whom  the  question  of  Usibepu's  dis* 
charge  from  the  preliminary  examina- 
tion by  the  Resident  Magistrate  has- 
been  referred  to  for  further  considera- 
tion, has  power,  under  the  law  of  Zulu-^ 
land,  to  decide  whether  Usibepu  should 
be  prosecuted  or  not;  and,  whether^ 
after  so  deciding,  he  would  also  be  the- 
Magistrate  who  would  sit  as  judge  and 
jury  to  try  Usibepu  in  the  event  of  a. 
prosecution  being  instituted  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H. 
DE  Worms,  Liverpool,  East Toxteth) :  The- 
question  whether  Usibepu  should  be- 
prosecuted  by  the  Crown  will  be  one- 
for  the  Goyernor  to  decide;  and  if  a- 
prosecution  is  ordered  he  would  also 
decide  whether  there  is  any  ground  fnr 
providing  a  special  tribunal  in  lieu  of' 
that  prescribed  by  the  law  of  Zoluland. 
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—namely,  the  Ohief  Magistrate  and  two 
other  Magistrates. 

THE  ET8H0WE  COMMISSION. 

Mb.  THOMAS  ELLIS :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  Sir  Arthur  Havelook 
has  brought  with  him  a  Heport  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  Special  Judicial 
Oommissioa  which  was  opened  at  Et- 
showe,  in  Zululand,  in  November  1888, 
and  finished  its  work  in  April  1889.  by 
passing  sentences  of  imprisonment  of 
10,  15,  and  12  years  on  IKnizulu,  Nota- 
buko,  and  Tshingana ;  and,  if  so,  how 
soon  the  Heport  will  be  laid  before 
Parliament  ? 

Babon  H.  ds  worms  :  The  second 
portion  of  the  Heport  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  Special  Commission  subsequent 
to  Decemoer  last  has  not  been  brought 
home  by  Sir  A.  Havelock,  as  it  was  not 
completed  when  he  left  Natal.  It  is 
expected  to  be  in  the  hands  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  at  the  beginning  of 
August,  when  it  will  be  presented  to 
Parliament  with  the  least  possible  delay. 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness)  :  When 
will  the  Papers  in  continuation  of  the 
South  African  Papers  be  presented  ? 

Babon  H.  de  worms  :  They  were 
presented  a  fortnight  ago. 

IRELAND— MR.  GILL  AND   MR.  COX. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS  (Gla- 
morgan,  S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  whether  he  will  pro- 
cure and  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  Copy  of  the  depositions  of 
Police  Constable  Robinson  in  the  trial 
of  Messrs.  Oill  and  Cox,  at  Drogheda, 
on  the  8th  instant  ? 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddbn,  University  of 
Dublin) :  The  course  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member  is  entirely  contrary  to  the 
practice  in  such  cases,  and  I  am  there- 
fore unable  to  accede  to  it. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question  by  Mr. 
A.  WiUiams, 

Mb.  madden  said :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman puts  a  question  to  me  in  refer- 
ence to  matters  of  detail  which  it  is 
perfectly  obvious  I  cannot  answer  with- 
out notice.  I  must  have  an  opportunity 
of  ascertaining  what  the  facts  are. 

Mb.  a.  WILLIAMS  :  Then  I  beg  to 
give  notice  that  I  will  ask  further  ques- 
tions on  the  subject  on  Thursday. 


Mb.  sexton  :  Has  any  action  been 
taken  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Magis- 
trates  dismissed  the  charge  against  my^ 
hon.  Friends  on  the  ground  that  they^ 
disbelieved  the  sworn  evidence  of  tho 
constable  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  If  the  right  hon. 
Member  wishes  to  know  whether  any 
action  has  been  taken  against  the  con* 
stable  he  must  g^ve  notice. 

Mb.  BRADLAUQH  (Northampton)  i 
May  I  ask  whether  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  means  to  say  that  it  is 
against  the  precedent  of  the  House  ta 
lay  on  the  Table  sworn  affidavits  in  pro- 
ceedings against  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  No,  Sir;  I  did  not 
say  there  was  no  precedent  for  it,  but  it- 
is  contrary  to  the  usual  practice. 

THE  NEWFOUNDLAND  FISHERIES. 

Mb,  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Fer- 
managh, N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Oolonies 
whether  any  complaints  have  been  made 
of  French  interference  with  the  fisheries 
of  Newfoundland;  and,  whether  repre- 
sentations have  been  made  to  the 
Colonial  Office  on  this  subject  by  both 
Houses  of  the  Newfoimdland  Leg^sla- 
ture? 

Babon  H.  de  worms  :  The  answer 
to  the  hon.  Member's  question  is  in  the 
affirmative,  and  the  representations  on 
the  subject  are  receiving  the  careful 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
There  are  also  representations  on  the  part 
of  the  French  on  points  connected  with 
their  rights  of  fishery  in  Newfoundland 
waters ;  but,  on  the  whole,  during  the 
present  season  the  fishing  operationa 
appear  to  have  been  conducted  with- 
out the  occurrence  of  any  serious  diffi- 
culties. 

ROYAL  GRANTS. 
Mb.    OOBB    (Warwickshire,     S.E.^ 
Rugby)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury   whether,   before   any 
measure  is  introduced  having  reference 
to  Royal  Grants,  the  proceedings  and 
evidence    before    the    Committee    now 
sitting  will  be  printed  and  distributed 
among  Members  of  the  House  ? 
♦Thb  FIRST  LORD  op  the  THEA- 
SURT  (Mr.    W.    H.    Smith,    Strand, 
Westminster)  :  Well-established  prece- 
dents will  be  followed,  and  the  Heport 
of  the  Committee  will  be  laid  before 
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♦Mb.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.) 
moved  in  page  22,  line  16,  after  ''  ac- 
count," insert — 

<<  Provided  that  no  person  shall  be  liable  to 
l>e  surcharged  under  the  provisions  of  this  sec- 
tion so  far  as  his  actings  have  been  authorized 
by  the  County  Council.' ' 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  opposed 
the  Amendment. 

Question,  '^  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  moved  in 
line  27,  to  leave  out  "Council,"  and  in- 
sert "auditor." 

Question,  "  That  *  Council '  stand  part 
of  the  Clause,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  "That '  auditor'  be  there  in' 
fierted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  moved  in 
line  28,  after  "  same,"  to  insert, 

•*And  the  county  council  shall  reimburse 
him  for  his  expenses,  including  a  reasonable 
allowance  for  his  time  in  so  far  as  not  lecovered 
from  the  person  surcharged.'* 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  moved  in 
page  23,  line  2,  after  "Scotland," 
insert, 

"Provided  that  if  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
ehall  80  determine,  such  abstract  may  come  in 
place  of  and  render  unnecessary  a  return  of  the 
receipts  and  expenditure  of  the  county  council 
in  pursuance  of  '  The  Local  Taxation  Returns 
(Scotland)  Act,  1881.'" 

Question,  "That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  ^Qf  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  37  agreed  to. 

Clause  38. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  moved— 
In    page    23,    line    31,    after   "seal,' 
add — 


"All  deeds  granted  by  a  county  council 
shall,  in  addition  to  being  sealed,  be  signed  by 
two  members  of  the  council  and  by  the  county 
clerk." 

Question,  "That  those  words  be 
added,  "  put,  and  agreed  to. 

♦Mr.  HOZIER  moved  after  the  words 
last  inserted  to  add — 

"  And  under  that  name  may  sue  or  be  sued, 
purchase,  take,  hold,  and  dispose  of  lands  and 
other  property  for  the  purposes  of  and  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  of  1889." 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  opposed. 


Question,  ''That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put  and  negatived. 

Clause  38,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Olause  39. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  S8, 
line  86,  after  **  loan,"  insert — 

"Provided  that  nothing  in  this  Aot  diaU 
derogate  from  the  provisions  of  the  Contagioni 
DiseasesC  Animals)  Acts  in  regiod  to  the  appoint* 
ment  on  Committees  under  the  said  Aoti  of 
persons  not  being  members  of  the  local 
authority  thereunder."  —  (Mr,  J»  jP.  B, 
£obertt<m,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

MR.DONALD  ORAWFOKD  (Lanark, 
N.E.) :  I  heg  to  move  an  Amendment  to 
enable  the  County  Oouncil  to  fix  its  plaoe 
of  meeting.  If  some  such  words  are  not 
inserted  a  Council  might  find  itself 
restricted  to  the  county  town,  which 
might  not  be  convenient. 

Amendment  proposed,  Glause  d9| 
page  28,  line  37,  after  (2),  insert — 

**  The  county  council  shall  have  power  to  fix 
from  time  to  time  the  place  of  meeting  of  the 
council  and  of  the  district  cummittees.  — (Jfip. 
Donald  Oraw/ord.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  these  wends 
be  there  inserted." 


Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  have 
no  objection  to  the  substanoe  of  this 
Amendment,  as  I  know  the  object  the 
hon.  Member  has  in  view.  That  objeot, 
however,  is  provided  for  in  a  sub-seotion 
which  will  come  on  later  whioh  giTes 
the  County  Council  power  to  make 
regulations  as  to  time  and  plaoe  of 
meeting. 

Mb.  MARJORIBANKS  (Berwiek- 
shire)  :  I  certainly  think  that  some 
clear  statement  as  to  this  power 
of  fixing  the  plaoe  of  meeting  anonld 
be  made.  The  sub-section  the  riffht 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  rmn 
to  does  not  quite  cover  it.  The  ooontjif 
town  is  fixed  by  statute  as  hon.  Gentle- 
men are  aware,  and  it  is  very  desirable 
that  the  Councils  should  be  enabled  to 
vary  the  place  of  meeting. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  Boie^ 
the  words  * 'power  to  make  regulations  as 
to  the  place  of  meeting"  cover  the 
in  point. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Other  Amendments  made. 
Clause  agreed  to. 
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Olanse  40. 

Amendment  proposed,  Clause  40, 
page  25,  line  13,  leave  out  <' a  second 
or,  and  after  **  vote,"  insert  **  as  well 
as  a  deliberative  vote." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Olause  40  agreed  to. 

Clause  41. 

Amendment  moved,  Clause  41,  page 
25,  line  17,  leave  out  from  "all,*'  to 
'' expenses,"  in  line  29,  and  insert — 

*'  Subject  to  such  rules  and  regulations  as 
the  county  council  may,  from  time  to  time, 
appoint." — {Mr.  HozUr,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  We 
•cannot  accept  this  Amendment.  All 
pajrments  beyond  the  normal  expendi- 
ture of  the  Council  will  require 
deliberation  on  the  part  of  the  Members. 
There  should  be  no  authority  given  for 
|)a7ments  above  £50  or  for  anything 
beyond  payments  which  fall  as  a 
matter  of  course,  and  which  are  neces- 
sary to  keep  the  thing  going. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  42. 

Amendment  proposed,  Clause  42, 
page  26,  line  42,  at  end,  add— 

*  *  ( 1 0.)  For  the  purpose  of  this  section  Tow^ 
■Council  shall  include  police  Commissioners  of 
a  burgh  or  police  burgh."— (Jfr.  /.  P.  B, 
JSobertion,) 

Agreed  to. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College)  : 
It  is  proposed  under  this  clause  that 
where  there  is  an  equality  of  votes  for  the 
chairmanship  of  a  Joint  Committee  the 
•chairman  shall  be  chosen  **  by  lot."  I  do 
tiot  know  if  there  is  any  precedent  for 
that  method  of  solving  the  difficulty.  I 
do  not  say  it  is  not  an  excellent  method, 
but  I  would  suggest  that  words  should 
be  inserted  to  show  how  the  lot  is  to  be 
taken — whether  by  the  toss  up  of  a  coin 
of  the  realm  or  how.  I  am  not  aware 
of  any  statutory  regulations  applicable 
to  this  system  of  deciding  questions,  and 
if  we  do  not  have  the  matter  properly 
defined  we  may  be  landed  in  difficulty. 

Mb.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
RoUoz) :  There  is  a  religious  body  in 
Scotland  called  the  Reformed  Presby- 


terians who  object  to  the  drawing  of 
lots,  except  in  very  rare  ceises. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  have 
been  in  communication  with  the 
Reformed  Presbyterians,  and  I  do  not 
think  their  scruples  are  invulnerable. 
As  to  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  CoUege  Division  of  Glasgow 
(Dr.  Cameron),  I  should  have  thought 
it  would  be  better  to  leave  the  method 
of  chosing  by  lot  to  the  County  Councils 
themselves.  If  they  are  not  able  to 
decide  such  a  matter  I  am  afraid  that 
the  capacity  of  these  elected  bodies  wiL 
be  less  than  we  have  been  led  to 
expect. 

Dr.  CAMERON:  Is  it  to  be  three 
tosses  of  a  penny,  or  what  ?  Unless  you 
lay  down  some  principle  it  will  be  utterly 
impossible  to  proceed.  The  proposal  is 
altogether  novel.  I  never  heard  of  such 
a  thing  as  the  Chairmanship  of  a  Joint 
Committee  formed  by  statute  having  to 
be  decided  by  lot.  There  does  not 
seem  to  me  to  be  any  necessity  for  it. 
Tou  might  decide  that  the  person  who 
has  received  the  largest  number  of  votes, 
or  who  has  been  longest  elected,  should 
act  as  chairman.  Anything  would  be 
better,  it  seems  to  me,  than  this  rough 
and  ready  method  you  are  proposing  to 
meet  a  difficulty  which  will  not  often 
arise.  I  propose  to  leave  out  the  words 
*'  by  lot,"  in  order  to  insert  *'  as  herein- 
after provided."  This  will  give  the 
Lord  Advocate  an  opportunity  of  deal-* 
ing  with  the  matter  later  on. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  26,  line 
28,  leave  out  the  words  **  by  lot"  in 
order  to  insert  the  words  **  bls  hereinafter 
provided."— (-Dr.  Cameron,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
'  by  lot '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  156  ; 
Noes  116.— (Div.  List,  No.  210.) 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  43. 

Amendment  proposed,  Clause  43,  page 
27,  line  11,  after  **  divisions,"  insert — 

*'  Provided  always  that  such  division  into 
districts  for  the  purposes  of  the  managemant 
and  maintenance  of  highways  shall  not  be  made 
if  it  shall  appear  to  the  County  Council  unnecet- 
bary  or  inexpedient. — {Mr  J.  B,  Balfour,) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  If  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
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accept  some  modification  of  the  Amend- 
ment there  would  be  no  objection  to  it. 
He  does  not  desire  that  it  shall  be  left 
to  the  discretion  of  the  County  Council 
in  all  cases  to  make  a  division,  but 
merely  when  owing  to  the  size  of  the 
county  it  is  unnecessary  and  iDezpedient. 
Perhaps  he  would  not  object  to  add  the 
words,  ''  owing  to  the  size  of  the 
county." 

Me.  J.  B.  BALFOUE  (Clackmannan, 
&c.) :  I  should  be  quite  ready  to  make 
that  addition  to  the  Amendment.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  exactly 
gauged  the  sort  of  case  I  desire  to  deal 
with. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment  to  add  at  the  end  thereof, 
"  owing  to  the  size  of  the  county." — 
{Mr,  J.  P.  B,  Robertson,) 

Question,  *^  That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  44. 

Db.  CAMEEON  :  I  had  put  down  a 
similar  Amendment  to  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dumbarton  (Sir  A,  Orr- 
Ewing),  but  it  did  not  seem  to  me  that 
that  would  be  the  best  place  to  raise  the 
question.  To  put  in  two  members  from 
every  parish  would  only  be  to  swamp  the 
representatives  of  the  Council.  As  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dumbartonshire  (Sir 
A.  Orr-Ewing)  has  not  moved  the 
Amendment  he  haa  placed  upon  the 
Paper  to  reduce  the  number  of  Paro- 
chial Board  representatives  from  two  to 
one,  I  beg  to  move  the  omission  alto- 
gether of  tho  provision  in  reference  to 
the  representation  of  the  Parochial 
Boards. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  27,  line 
19,  to  leave  out  the  words  after  the 
word  *' district,"  to  the  end  of  Sub- 
section 1. — [Dr,  Cameron.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
'together  with'  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  For  my 
part,  until  we  have  some  satisfactory 
scheme  from  the  Gbvernment  before  us, 
in  reference  to  the  constitution  of  Paro- 
chial Boards,  I  cannot  consent  to  allow 
them  to  draw  a  blank  cheque. 

Mb.  J.  C.  BOLTON  (Stirling),  sup- 
ported  the  Amendment, 

J/r.  J,  P,  B,  Bobertion 


Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:    Per- 
haps  it  is  desirable  that  I  should  state 
at  once  what  the    intentions   of    the 
Government  are.     I  hold  in  my  hand  ar 
Paper  containing  our  provisional  pro- 
posals   as    to    the  number  of  Ooun^ 
Councillors  for  each  Council  in  Sootlan<J^ 
a  copy  of  which   I  shall  be  happy  to- 
fumish  to  hon.  Members.     The  pro* 
posal  is    that    the    total    number  for 
the  county  of    Lanark    shall    be  90, 
Fife    60,     Argyll    67,     Renfrew    55, 
Ross    and    Cromartie    55,    Livemese 
55,    Aberdeen   54,  Ayr  54,  Perth   50, 
Stirling  45,  Dumbarton  40,  Roxborgb 
36,  Banff  36.  Dumfries  34,  Berwick  84, 
Edinburgh  3 1 ,  Forfar  30,  Caithness  80,. 
Kirkcudbright     27,     Haddington     v5,. 
Elgin  25,  Wigtown  28,  Linlithgow  23, 
Letland  22,  Kincardine  21,  Orkney  21, 
Peebles  20,  Bute  20  Clackmannan  20,. 
Sutherland  20,  Selkirk   20,  Nairn   20, 
and  Kinross  20.     The  administration  of* 
these  district  committees  will  be  strictly 
limited  to  roads  and  public  health.     Ajb- 
regards  the  roads,  hon.  Members  know 
that  local  knowledge  is  very  important,, 
and  that  on  the  whole  the  administratioxL 
has  hitherto    been    satisfactory.      The 
roads  have  been    managed   by  district 
committees    elected     by    the     various- 
parishes.    We  propose  to  abandon  that 
method,  but  at  the  same  time  it  is  ob- 
vious, having  regard  to  the  question  of 
economical     administration,     that     tho 
parishes  should  continue  to  be  properly 
represented.     If  the  Committee  are  of 
opinion  that  two  parochial  representa* 
tives  are  too  many  let  us  have  one.     For 
my  own  part  I  think  there  ought  to  be 
upon  the  District  Committee  a  sufficient 
number  of  persons  locally  acquainted 
with   the  requirements  of  the  oounfy- 
The  advantage  of  the  scheme  we  propose- 
is  that  we  combine  the  force  ana  power 
of  a  large  central  body — namely,  the 
County  Council— with  the  local  know* 
ledge  which  we  shall  get  from  the  paso* 
chial  representatives.     I  hope  the  hon- 
Member  for  the  College  Division  (Dr.. 
Cameron)  will  dismiss  from  his  mind 
any  idea  that  the   County  Counoillor» 
are  to  be  swamped,  seeing  that  evezy- 
thing  the  District  Committee  can  do  is» 
to  be  subject  to  the  review  of  the  Gonn- 
cil.     The  District  Committee  will  simnlT- 
include  persons  brought  in  from  oatside- 
as  the  ministers  and  deputies  as  it  were* 
of  the  County  Council.     Therefore  i» 
anything  that  may  be  said  as  to  ihi» 
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oompoaition  of  these  Oommittees,  I  trust 
these  two  things  will  be  remembered, 
first,  that  the  administration  is  local  and 
limited,  and  next  that  everything  is  to 
be  subject  to  the  supervision  and  con- 
trol of  the  County  Council.    We  have 
introduced  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
constituting the  Parochial  Boards,  but 
considering  the  period  of  the  Session 
which  has  now  been  reached,  that  Bill 
must  be  regarded  as  effete.  I  know  that 
there  has  been  a  strong  objection  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  to  the  proposal 
to  give  equal  power  on  the  Board  to 
owners  and  occupiers.     Until  there  is  a 
reconstitution  of  the  Parochial  Boards, 
it  will  be  necessary  to  trust  them  as  now 
constituted,  but  it  is  to  be  hoped  that 
the  County  Councils  will  come  to  the 
consideration  of  all  these  matters  with 
an  open  mind.     What  is  known  of  the 
Parochial  Boards  as  they  exist  at  pre- 
Euut  will,  I  trust,  justify  us  in  presuming 
that  they  will  send  to  the  District  Com- 
mittees representatives   who   will  look 
after  the  roads  and  the  public  health  in 
a  satisfactory  manner,  subject  as  they 
will  be  to  the  full  swing  and  influence 
of  the  County  Councils. 

Db.   CAMEEON:    The'  right    hon. 
and  learned   Gentleman  tells   us  that 
these  District  Committees  are  intended 
to  look  after  the  roads  and  the  public 
health.     If   it    had  been   proposed   to 
appoint  the  representatives  of  a  Road 
Committee  or  of  a  Health  Committee  the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  be  a  valued  one,  but  having  re- 
gard to  the  large  proposals  contained  in 
this  Bill,  I  maintain  that  it  is  valid  in 
neither  respect.     li  we  are  to  have  the 
Parochial  Boards   represented    on    the 
District  Committees  I  protest  against 
that  object   being   carried  out  in   the 
way     this     Bill     proposes.       So     far 
as    the    present    composition     of    the 
Parochial  Boards  in  Scotland    is   con- 
cerned, every  proprietor  is  an  ex  officio 
member  of    the  Board.     If  we    must 
have  a  representation  of  the  Parochial 
Boards,  I  protest  against    the    repre- 
sentation being  a  random  one,  and  would 
prefer  that  the  representative  should  be 
the  Chairman  of  each  Board  who,  at  any 
rate,  occupies  an   official  position,  and 
would  have  some  title  to   recognition. 
If  the  Parochial  Boards  are  simply  to 
send  two  delegates,  it  is  possible  to  have 
persons  appointed  upon  real  representa- 
tive character  whatever;  they  may  be 


heritors  or  they  may  be  women.     As  to- 
the  question  of  swamping  the  County 
Councillors,   let    me    take  the  case  ot 
Elgin.   There  you  are  to  have  25  County 
Councillors ;  and  as  there  are  more  than^ 
12  parishes  in  that  county,  there  will  be^ 
a    larger    number  of  parochial  repre* 
sentatives  than  of  County  Councillors. 
It  is  no  answer  to  say  that  they  will  be- 
subject  to  the  control  of  the  County 
Council.    Such  an  arrangement  can  only 
bring  about  a  dead  lock.    You  will  have- 
the  District  Committee  determining  one 
way  and    the  County  Council,  with  a 
vetoing  power,  determining  the  other. 
I  cannot  conceive  how  it  is  possible  to* 
have  a  worse  arrangement ;  and  these 
District  Committees  are  to  be  entrusted 
with  a  most  important  part  of  the  work 
of  the    County    Councils — namely,  the- 
superintendence  of    the  public    health 
anH  the  management  of  the  roads.  Any 
arrangements  they  make    must  neces- 
sarily   work    with    great    friction,   as 
they  are  liable  to  be  constantly  thwarted 
and    defeated    by    the   action    of    the- 
Central  Authority. 

♦Mb.    ESSLEMONT   (Aberdeenshire^ 
E.) :  I  look  upon  the  constitution  of  tho 
District  Committees  8is  a  matter  of  great 
importance ;    and    I    hope    the    Lord 
Advocate  will  re-consider  his  proposal 
and   not   introduce  this   new    element. 
The  clause  as  it  stands  will  invest  Kirk 
Sessions  with  the  control  of  the  District 
Committees.  Take  the  constitution  of  the^ 
Councils  themselves.    It  would  be  mani- 
festly absurd  to  return  two  representatives- 
of  the  Parochial  Boards  for  every  Town- 
Councillor  elected  by  the  wards.      Tho 
County  Councillors  acting  upon  the  Dis- 
trict Committee  might  be  swamped  at 
any  moment ;  and  they  would  take  very- 
little  interest  in  the  questions  brought- 
before    them.      Take  the  case   of  the 
County  of  Aberdeen.     My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  College  Division  is 
right  in  saying  that  the  District  Com* 
mittees  are  the  persons  who  will  have 
the  real  work  to  do.     It  is  not  at  the 
monthly  meetings    of  the  big  Council 
that  the  work  will  be  done,  but  at  tho 
meetings  of  the  District  Committee ;  and 
you  are  virtually  placing  the  control  of 
each  district  under  the   Kirk   Sessions. 
In  the  County  of  Aberdeen,    with   54 
Town  Councils,  you  will  have  164  re- 
presentatives of  the  Parochial  Boards, 
as  there  are  82   parishes.      I  am   suro^ 
that^the  Lord  Advocate,   when  he  re- 
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considers  the  matter,  will  not  insist  on 
his  present  proposal.  For  my  own  part 
I  do  not  see  the  necessity  of  having  any 
representatives  from  the  Parochial 
Boards  at  all,  until  we  are  able  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  education  as  well. 
.At  all  events,  I  trust  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will  with- 
-draw  the  proposal  to  send  two  represen- 
tatives of  the  Parochial  Boards  to  the 
District  Committees.  At  the  same  time, 
I  do  concur  with  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  College  Division, 
that,  if  there  is  to  be  only  one,  the  best 
man  to  take  is  the  Chairman  of  the 
IBoard. 

Sib  a.  ore  EWING  (Dumbarton- 
shire), who  was  almost  entirely  in- 
audible, wa«  understood  to  support  the 
•clause.  From  the  knowledge  he  had 
acquired  of  the  way  in  which  the  Paro- 
chial Boards  managed  the  affairs  of  the 
county,  he  had  perfect  confidence  that 
they  would  send  representatives  to  the 
District  Committees  who  would  manage 
the  affairs  of  the  county  with  advantage. 

Mb.  a.  ELLIOT  (Roxburgh) :  I  can- 
not say  that  I  am  at  all  gratified  by  the 
announcement  the  Lord  Advocate  has 
-made  as  to  the  number  of  county  coun- 
cillors for  each  county.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  am  extremely  disappointed  by 
it.  The  numbers  appear  to  be  ex- 
tremely small,  and  one  result '  would 
'be  that  the  District  Committees  would 
not  be  the  representative  bodies  they 
ought  to  be.  I  trust  that  the  Lord 
Advocate  will  inform  us  that  the  matter 
will  be  open  to  reconsideration  with  the 
Tiew  of  providing  a  much  larger  repre- 
sentation. 

♦Mb.  F.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk,  Eye) : 
This  question  is  of  some  interest  to 
English  Members,  because  similar  pro- 
posals may  be  made  for  England  when 
District  Councils  are  formed.  In  the 
original  English  Bill  neither  County 
Council  members  nor  parishes  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  the  District  Councils ; 
whereas  in  the  Scotch  Bill  the  District 
Committees  are  composed  of  both  ele- 
ments, but  it  is  important  that  the 
wants  and  wishes  of  the  people 
in  the  smaller  areas  should  be  ade- 
quately represented,  and  on  the  show- 
ing of  the  supporters  of  the  clause 
that  would  not  be  the  case.  I  therefore 
join  in  the  appeal  which  has  been  made 
by  the  Scotch  Members  on  this  side  of 
^the   House   that  this  part  of  the  Bill 

Mr,  EssUmont 


should  be  postponed  for  the  presenti 
until  the  organisation  and  representa- 
tion of  the  parishes  themselves  shall 
have  been  settled.  Although  this  is  in 
some  respects  a  distinct  improvement  on 
the  District  Council  legislation  pro- 
posed last  year  to  be  applied  to  Jmg- 
land,  I  think  it  ought  not  to  be  earned 
out  until  other  necessary  reforms  haye 
been  effected.    

Mb.  D.  CEAWFOED:  The  number 
of  members  for  each  County  Council 
announced  by  the  Lord  Advocate 
would  create  in  the  District  Com- 
mittees anomalies  that  would  be 
untenable  and  intolerable  in  the  widely 
varying  proportions  of  County  Coun- 
cillors to  parochial  representativeB. 
I  submit  that  that  is  an  absurd  and 
indefensible  result  about  which  no  infor- 
mation has  been  given  and  no  defence 
attempted.  The  Parochial  Councillors 
would  constitute  the  enormous  majority, 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  feature  of  the 
Bill  cannot  be  defended.  I  entirely 
endorse  the  other  objections  to  the  BiU 
stated  by  my  hon.  Friend  below  me  as 
to  the  Parochial  Council  elementi  and 
under  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case 
I  think  it  would  be  very  much  better  at 
this  stage  of  the  Bill  that  the  Parochial 
Boards  should  be  put  on  a  different 
footing. 

Dr.  CLAEK  :  I  fail  to  see  how  the 
scheme  of  the  Government  will  work. 
If  you  carry  out  the  proposed  clause, 
you  give  two  Members  to  each  parish, 
and  this  will  be  the  proportion  in  the 
counties.  In  the  county  of  Argyll 
there  are  38  parishes ;  so  you  will  haTe 
76  representatives  of  Parochial  Boards, 
and  57  County  Councillors.  In  the 
County  of  Forfar  you  will  have  80 
members  on  the  County  Council,  and 
104  representing  the  Parochial  Boards. 
In  Fife  there  are  62  parishes,  and  yoa 
would  have  60  County  Councillors^  and 
174  representatives  of  parishes.  In 
Eoss  you  would  have  55  County  Oonn* 
cillors,  and  56  sent  by  the  parishes.  In 
Aberdeen  you  would  have  104  repre- 
senting parishes,  and  54  County  Oonn- 
cillors.  In  Perth  there  will  be  148 
representing  the  parishes,  and  50  Oountjr 
Councillors.  From  these  figures  it  is 
clear  that  in  the  great  bulk  of  the  coun- 
ties the  County  Councillors  will  be 
swamped  by  the  district  representatives. 
In  Sutherland  there  are  13  parishes— 
my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Angus  Sutherland) 
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«aj8  14 — and  you  woald  then  have  20 
Oounty  Councillors  against  26  District 
Oounclllors.  Under  these  circumstances 
it  is  useless  for  the  Goyemment  to  ask 
us  to  discuss  this  scheme.  I  was  repre- 
aentative  of  a  Local  Board  some  20  years 
ago,  at  a  place  where  the  ratepayers 
numbered  something  like  20,000.  We 
bad  about  16  or  18  representatives  of 
the  ratepayers,  and  there  were  repre- 
sentatives of  500  heritors.  The  only 
way  in  which  the  work  could  be 
clone  was  to  have  a  Joint  Committee  of 
the  ratepayers,  and  of  the  heritors,  and 
of  the  Kirk  Session.  This  Joint  Com- 
mittee practically  did  all  the  work. 
With  Local  Beards  constituted  as  they 
Are,  and  with  the  small  number  of  County 
Councillors,  those  representing  the 
Parochial  Boards  will  practically  have 
full  control  and  will  be  able  to  do  any- 
thing. 

Mb.  J.  p.  B  ROBERTSON :  The  hon. 
Member  has  given  us  an  analysis  of  cer- 
tain figures  which  bring  out  very  clearly 
the  desirableness  of  the  method  of 
representing  Parochial  Boards  which  the 
Government  have  proposed.  The  hon. 
Member  studiously  avoided  any  notice 
of  the  concession  which  I  intimated, 
that  instead  of  two  representatives  of 
Parochial  Boards,  there  would  be  one. 
His  figures  bring  out  clearly  that  un- 
less you  duplicate  the  number  of 
parishes,  the  number  of  parochial  repre- 
sentatives is  fair  enough. 

Da.  CLARK :  Fifty-two  for  Forfar. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  The 
proposal  of  the  Government,  as  now 
formulated,  is  completely  vindicated  by 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  said.  It 
is  useless  to  discuss  the  particulars  of 
individual  counties.  The  hon.  Member 
mentioned  Aberdeenshire,  where  there 
is  a  startling  preponderance  of  parochial 
representatives.  But  I  take  the  case  of 
one  connty  where  there  are  20  County 
^Councillors,  while  the  number  of  parishes 
in  that  county  is  six.  The  consequence 
is.  that  the  number  of  Parochial  Coun- 
cillors will  be  six  to  20  County  Coun- 
cillors. There  are  similar  instances. 
How  can  you  fairly  judge  by  one 
example  when  it  is  neutralized  by 
another?  With  regard  to  the  small 
number  of  County  Councillors,  we  are 
quite  open  to  a  re-consideration  of  that 
subject. 

Mb.  J.  C.  BOLTON  :  Under  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Lord  Advocate,  the  local  mem  - 


bers  will  not  be  representative  in  any 
sense.  It  is  scarcely  to  be  supposed  that 
any  Parochial  Board  will  send  up  as  their 
representative  on  the  County  Council  an 
elective  member,  and  I  think  I  can 
appeal  to  Scotch  Members  to  confirm 
that  statement.    It  is  true  that  in  a 

Eopulous  place  there  are  elective  mem- 
ers,  but,  so  far  as  my  experience  goes, 
in  a  landlord  parish  of  Stirling  the 
elective  members  are  practically  no« 
where,  generally  speaking.  There  is  a 
landowner  more  active  than  his  neigh- 
bours, and  he  manages  the  Parochial 
Board,  or  it  is  the  manager  of  the 
parish — as  very  often  happens.  I  would 
urge  upon  the  Lord  Advocate  to  post- 
pone the  addition  of  any  members  from 
the  Parochial  Boards  until  there  has 
been  a  reform  of  the  Parochial  Boards. 
Such  a  course  would  be  satisfactory  to 
the  Scotch  people. 

Mb.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire):  Sir, 
it  is  very  certain  that  this  proposal  by  the 
Lord  Advocate  entirely  overturns  thepre- 
sent  system  of  parochial  management  in 
Scotland.  Take  my  own  county,  for 
instance.  The  Council  would  consist  of 
1 2  representatives  of  Local  Boards  and 
six  County  Councillors.  The  Parochial 
Boards,  in  the  country  districts  espe- 
cially, do  not  possess  the  confidence  of 
the  ratepayers.  The  Road  Trustees  at 
present  manage  the  roads  remarkably 
well ;  but  how  would  it  be  if,  even  sup- 
posing the  County  Councillors  were 
identical  with  the  Road  Trustees,  the 
members  for  the  Parochial  Boards  might 
overturn  their  decisions  ?  I  think  it 
would  be  exceedingly  unfortunate  if  the 
present  system  were  disturbed.  I  think 
the  number  of  County  Councillors  alto- 
gether too  small.  The  theory  appears 
to  be  in  the  case  of  Forfarshire  to  retom 
one  for  every  two  parishes,  and  even  if 
one  were  returned  for  each  parish,  the 
County  Councillors  would  continue  in  a 
minority.  I  do  not  see  how  it  would  be 
possible  for  a  County  Councillor  to  accept 
a  seat  on  a  Board  whereon  he  and  his 
colleagues  would  be  in  a  continual 
minority.  I  think  the  present  Bill  is 
only  a  temporary  arrangement,  the 
great  defect  of  which  is  to  divide  the 
County  into  districts  for  the  purpose  of 
uniformity  of  taxation.  If  the  Govern- 
ment would  carry  out  the  Bill  in  that  way, 
and  leave  the  adjustment  of  the  districts 
to  the  County  Council,  I  think  the 
arrangement  would  be  very  much  better. 
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I  am  certain  that,  if  the  present  pro- 
posal were  carried,  it  woald  be  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  have  an  amending  Act 
next  Session.  I  hope  the  Government 
will  allow  the  County  Councils  to 
district  the  counties  before  they  take 
any  steps  as  to  the  District  Councils. 
When  the  District  Committees  are  esta- 
blished you  ought  not  to  have  the  views 
of  the  County  Councils  brought  down 
to  the  District  Committees,  but  should 
rather  have  the  views  of  the  District 
Committees  carried  up  to  the  County 
Councils,  just  as  happens  in  the  case  of 
the  Government,  where  we  do  not  find 
that  the  views  of  the  higher  Depart- 
ment are  brought  down  to  the  lower 
Department,  but  that  the  views  of  the 
lower  Department  are  sent  up  to  the 
higher  Department.  I  hope  the  Go- 
vernment will,  under  all  the  circum- 
stances, see  the  necessity  of  postponing 
the  clause,  in  order  that  the  matter  may 
be  further  considered. 

♦Sir  W.  foster  (Derby,  Ilkeston) : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Advocate  has  made  such  liberal  conces- 
sions with  regard  to  the  Officers  of 
Public  Health  and  on  some  other  points 
that  I  was  very  much  disposed  to  accept 
the  position  he  has  taken  on  this 
question.  I  think  it  is  necessary 
tnat  the  small  areas  should  have  some 
kind  of  representation  on  these  Com- 
mittees; but,  at  the  same  time,  that 
representation  ought  not  to  be  too  large. 
One  of  the  great  difficulties  in  regard  to 
the  existing  system  is  where  the  local 
representatives  have  power  enough  to 
enable  them  to  interfere  with  the  general 
control,  and  it  is  desirable  that  this 
exercise  of  unequal  power  should  be 
avoided.  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  see  his  way  to  postpone  the 
consideration  of  the  clause. 

♦Sib  J.  KINLOOH  (Perthshire):! 
should  bo  inclined  to  say — let  every  parish 
elect  two  representatives  on  the  District 
Councils.  In  the  same  way  as  at  present, 
we  elect  two  motnbors  for  the  manage- 
ment of  the  roads,  and  if  that  number 
be  found  too  few,  for  certain  excep- 
tionally large  parishes,  it  could  be 
increased. 

Mr.  CALDWELL :  We  are  told  that 
the  subjects  to  be  dealt  with  by  the 
District  Councils  are  purely  local ;  and 
I  wish  to  point  out  that  it  is  exactly 
matters   of  a   local  character  that  are 

Mr.  Barclay 


of  the  greatest  interest  to  the  rate- 
payers. As  a  role,  the  ratepayeis 
would  take  much  leee  interest  in  the 
general  affairs  of  the  Councils  than  in 
those  coining  under  the  consideration 
of  the  District  Councils.  As  it  is  at 
present,  the  greatest  amount  of  interest  is 
felt  in  matters  that  come  before  the 
District  Boards,  and  the  oonstitntion  of 
those  Boards  is  naturally  regarded  as  a 
matter  of  great  importance  by  the  conn^ 
electors.  The  theory  here  is  that  we 
start  with  County  Councils  elected  on  a 
popular  basis,  but  yet  when  you  come  to 
deal  with  the  District  Councils  you  in* 
troduce  a  new  element.  I  quite  agree 
with  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Dumbartonshire  that  the  management 
should  be  done  by  the  ratepayers^ 
representatives,  who  are  the  workings 
representatives  on  the  Parochial  Boards ; 
but  you  will  find  the  landowners  comings 
into  the  bodies  you  propose  to  set  up, 
and  although  they  know  nothing  about 
the  affairs  of  the  neighbourhood  they 
will  exercise  their  mandate  and  will 
vote  down  the  representatives  of  the 
ratepayers.  In  one  parish  with  which  I 
am  acquainted  there  are  seven  represen- 
tatives of  the  ratepayers,  and  yet  there 
are  120  members  of  the  Parochial  Board. 
who  simply  hold  their  membership  by 
reason  of  their  property  qualification^ 
and  tHose  120  persons  can  at  any  time 
swamp  the  representatives  of  the 
ratepayers.  The  same  result  would 
arise  here  unless  you  say  that 
the  District  Councils,  like  the  County 
Councils,  shall  be  purely  elective.  There 
need  be  no  difficulty  in  making  these 
bodies  elective.  If  you  take  the  parish 
as  a  unit  you  can  allow  each  parish  to 
have  at  least  one  representative,  while 
the  larger  parishes  might  have  more» 
This  would  probably  double  the  pro* 
posed  number,  and  they  could  be  sub* 
divided  into  District  Councils,  on  each  of 
which  you  would  have  a  representative 
of  every  parish.  Or  you  might  arrive 
at  the  same  end  by  haying  the  election 
in  each  parish  for  the  County  Council, 
and  enabling  the  ratepayers  to  vote  at 
the  same  time  and  on  the  same  paper 
for  the  District  Councils.  If,  however, 
vou  adopt  the  proposal  of  having  one- 
naif  owners  and  the  other  half  eleoted 
by  the  ratepayers,  you  will  not  have  the 
elective  element  as  the  basis  of  counlgr 
government,  which  is  the  theory  on 
which  this  Bill  is  said  to  be  founded. 
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Mr.  a.  SUTHERLAND  (Sutherland- 
«hire)  :  The  obsteu^le  and  difficulty  here 
^eemii  to  be  the  constitution  of  the 
'Parochial  Boards,  to  which  I  think  it 
would  be  dangerous  to  give  such  powers 
•as  are  proposed,  if,  as  is  stated,  they 
will  have  no  practical  voice  in  what  is 
done. 

Dr.  CLARK :  Looking  at  the  list  of 
new  suggested  qualifications,  I  take  it 
that  this  proposal  will  place  the  elected 
members  and  nominated  members  very 
tnuoh  in  the  same  position.  There  are 
About  1,000  parishes  in  Scotland,  and 
there  will  be  a  little  over  1 ,000  members. 
Some  small  counties  like  Clackmannan 
and* Kinross,  which  ought  to  be  united, 
will  be  over-represented  under  this 
system ;  while  the  larger  counties  will 
be  under-represented. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  194  ; 
lfoe#  146.— (Div.  List,  No.  211.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  27, 
line  20,  leave  out  ''two/'  and  insert 
-«<one."— fiStr  A.  Orr  Ewing,) 

Db.  CLARK:  The  result  of  this  pro- 
posal will  be  very  different  in  differ- 
ent counties.  There  are  some  parishes 
that  ought  to  have  more  representatives 
-than  one.  Take,  for  instance,  the  parish 
of  Govan.  If  I  mistake  not,  that  parish 
•comprises  four  or  five  electoral  divisions. 
It  runs  into  two  or  three  counties.  It 
«end8  four  or  five  Members  to  this 
House,  and  yet  it  is  only  to  have  one 
representative  on  the  District  Committee. 
The  result  of  this  rule- of- thumb  pro- 
position put  forward  by  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate will  be  that  the  large  parishes  will 
ibe  insufficiently  represented,  while  small 
ones  will  be  over- represented,  and  it  is 
really  worth  the  consideration  of  the 
Government  whether  they  cannot  draw 
up  a  clause  giving  the  larger  parishes  a 
fairer  share  of  the  representation,  or, 
at '  any  rate,  grouping  the  smaller 
j)arishes  together  for  this  purpose.  I 
would  invite  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  of  England  to  give 
VA  his  views  upon  this  point. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  The  desire 
of  the  Government  has  been  to  secure  that 
every  parish  shall  be  represented  on  the 
District  Committee — that  every  parish 
which  has  any  want  or  requirement 
-ahall  be  secure  of  having  one  person  at 
least  on  the  Committee  who  is  capable 


of  giving  expression  to  its  wishes.  We 
regard  this  as  vital  to  the  Bill,  and  we 
desire  that  all  parishes  shall  be  equally 
represented  on  the  County  Councils. 
The  Government,  therefore,  accept  the 
Ajnendment. 

Dr.  CAMERON:  It  appears  to  me 
that  8is  at  present  proposed,  the  Com- 
mittee will  consist  to  a  very  large  extent 
of  representatives  of  the  Parochial 
Board,  who  will,  however,  be  likely  to 
work  at  variance  with  the  County 
Councils.  This  arrangement  will  do 
more  harm  than  good,  and  therefore  I 
hope  that  my  hon.  Friend  will  persist, 
later  on,  in  moving  the  rejection  of  the 
clause. 

Dr.  CLARK :  I  have  pointed  out  a 
serious  objection  to  this  proposal.  Tou 
are  giving  small  and  large  parishes 
exactly  the  same  representation.  There 
are  some  counties  which  contain  only  a 
few  large  parishes,  while  others  are 
made  up  of  a  large  number  of  small 
parishes,  so  that  the  representation  will 
really  be  most  unequal.  In  order  to 
have  something  approaching  equality, 
we  ought  to  g^oup  the  smaller  parishes, 
so  I  would  suggest  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  postpone  the  consideration 
of  this  clause  and  bring  before  us  at  a 
later  stage  some  more  sensible  plan. 

Mr.  BARCLAY:  I  think  a  uniform 
system  such  as  that  proposed  is  not 
suitable  to  the  whole  of  Scotland.  I 
would  strongly  urge  the  Government  to 
withdraw  this  scheme. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.):  I  think  there  is  a  great 
deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of  the  com- 
plete representation  of  the  parish. 
As  the  Lord  Advocate  has  pointed 
out,  the  number  of  parishes  about 
equals  the  number  of  electoral  divi- 
sions. But  under  this  plan  you  will 
have  two  classes  of  representatives  on 
the  District  Councils.  Tou  will  have 
the  County  Councillor  elected  from  a 
reasonable  and  equal  electoral  division, 
and  you  will  have  the  Parish  Councillor 
elected  from  a  totally  unequal  and  in- 
compatible division  ;  in  fact,  the  Parish 
Councillor  will  be  the  nominee  of  the 
landlord  and  the  Church  party.  It  seems 
to  me,  under  these  circumstances,  that 
the  Parish  Councillor  is  quite  unneces- 
sary, and  we  could  get  on  quite  as  well 
without  him.  I  am  afraid  that  the 
Government  are  forcing  this  on  to  us 
for  the  benefit  of  the  landlord  and  the 
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^ill  be  more  satisfactory  to  hon.  Gentle- 
inen  opposite  than  the  proposal  now 
^made. 

*Mr.  ESSI.EMONT  :  I  admit  that,  as 
<ea^ards  public  health,  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  has  made 
out  a  fair  case,  but  that  with  respect  to 
the  management  of  roads  the  Govern- 
ment are  going  back.  The  Parochial 
^Joard  has  really  nothing  to  do  with  the 
roads  at  all,  and  practically  we  are 
putting  the  roads  into  the  hands  of 
the  County  Council  with  this  drawback 
— that  we  are  adding  to  the  Boad  Trus- 
tees a  representative  of  the  Kirk  Ses- 
-fiions  who  is  elected  for  ecclesiastical 
purposes,  or  for  his  knowledge  and  care 
of  the  poor.  It  is  a  most  unfortunate 
arrangement.  I  have  no  desire  to  bring 
up  the  subject  of  what  is  good  or  bad 
for  Scotch  Home  Rule.  What  I  hope 
ihe  Government  intend  is  that  the  roads 
-shall  be  managed  according  to  the 
popular  wishes  of  the  people.  The 
■arrangement  proposed  cannot  be  con- 
tinued. It  would  be  far  better  to  leave 
things  as  they  are,  rather  than  make  a 
disturbing  arrangement  which  cannot 
•continue  and  which  will  not  give  satis- 
faction to  the  community. 

Mr.  SHIRESS  WILL  (Montrose, 
&c.) :  I  rise  to  propose  a  compromise  in 
this  matter.  Of  course,  the  Parochial 
Boards  stand  condemned  even  by  the 
Government  themselves  ;  but,  recogniz- 
ing the  conciliatory  tone  of  the  speech 
of  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  I  propose  to  add 
after  the  word  **  therein,"  in  line  22, 
^<  such  representative  being  chosen  from 
amongst  the  elected  members  of  the 
Board."  My  hon.  Friend  has  proposed 
an  Amendment  which  is  objected  to  be- 
cause it  entails  another  election.  My 
Amendment  will  not  entail  another  elec- 
tion :  it  will  entail  nothing  more  than 
what  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  himself  contemplates, 
and  which  will  have  the  advantage  that 
it  will  make  some  concession  to  the 
representative  principle.  At  present 
there  are  upon  this  Board  owners  and 
magistrates  and  representatives  of  the 
Kirk  Sessions  and  so  forth,  and  all  we 
propose  is  that  the  gentleman  to  be 
iDominated  shall  be  one  of  the  elected 
members.  If  the  Government  will 
accept  this  suggestion  it  is  probable  a 
Division  will  be  saved. 

Mr.  Ritchie 


Dr.  CAMERON  :  I  hope  the  Govern- 
ment will  not  adopt  the  suggestion  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  We 
want  real  representatives,  such  as  would 
be  secured  by  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Edinburgh  or 
by  the  arrangement  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Fifeshire.  I  do  not 
think  we  ought  to  weaken  our  case  by 
accepting  a  compromise. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN :  It  is  said  that 
the  adoption  of  my  Amendment  would 
necessitate  another  election.  I  take  it 
that,  if  the  Bill  passes  as  it  now  stands, 
the  election  for  Road  Trustees  will 
cease,  so  that  the  election  that  will  take 
place  for  the  members  of  what  will 
practically  be  a  new  Board,  will  be 
merely  a  substitution  for  the  election 
which  at  present  takes  place.  The  object 
I  have  in  view  is  simply  the  representa- 
tion of  the  parish  on  what  will  prac- 
tically be  the  Board  of  Health  for  the 
future.  * 

Mr.  J.  C.  BOLTON :  What  we  wish  to 
obtain  in  some  way  is,  that  the  delegate 
from  the  Parochial  Board  shall  be  an 
elected  member,  that  he  shall  have 
obtained  the  approval  of  those  amongst 
whom  he  resides,  before  he  goes  to 
represent  them.  Rather  than  have  the 
Bill  as  it  stands  I,  for  one,  at  all  events 
would  infinitely  prefer  to  take  my  chance 
of  getting  from  the  Parochial  Board  the 
representation  suggested  rather  than  to 
be  represented  by  a  man  who,  perhaps, 
does  not  possess  any  claim  to  the  confi- 
dence of  the  people. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  189; 
Noes  143.— (Div.  List,  No.  212.) 

Amendment  proposed  in  page  27, 
line  21,  after  <*  parish,"  insert  "com- 
prised or  partly." — {3fr.  J.  B.  Balfour.) 
Agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed  in  page  27,  line 
21,  after  "therein,"  insert — 

"And  one  representative  of  each  bmgh 
within  the  meaning  of  '  The  Roads  and  Bridges 
(Scotland)  Act,  1878,'  where  the  wn^way^mfiq^ 
and  maintenance  of  the  highways  withio  the 
burgh  have  under  the  provisions  of  the  Isrt 
mentioned  Act  been  transferred  to  the  county." 
— {The  Lord  AdvocaU,) 

Mh.  CALDWELL :  The  effect  of  this 
will  he  that  each  police  burgh  will  have  a 
double  representation,  one  as  a  polieo 
burgh,  and  one  as  representatiye  ol 
the  parish  of  which  the  police  burgh 
forms  part. 
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Ub.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  There  the  Sirk  Seuions   having    preyiouBly 

it  to  ft  oertaia  extent  a  doable  repre-  had   charge   of  the    poor,     they    were 

MQtetimi,    but   seeing    that   the  bor^h  allowed    representation    on     the    new 

fbrmerly  had    the   management  of  ite  Parochial  Board.     Now  that  ia  recog- 

owa  stneta  and  roads,  I  do  not    think  nized  aa  a  blot  on  the  constitution  of  the- 

it  !■  other  than  desirable    that  it  should  Parochial   Boards,     and    an    absurdity 

baveaoonwderable  share  in  the  general  that    the    Lord    Advocate    does    not 

management.  defend.    So  in  days  to  come,  when  the 

•M».  ESSLEMONr :  I  agree  with  the  origin  of  this  repreaentation  is  lost  sight 

lighthon.  Qentleman  in  this  respect,  and  t*fi ''  ^"11  be  a  carious  enigma  how — the 

I  *m  Tery  sorry    he  did  not   take  the  Prima!  duty  of  the   Parochial    Boarde 

swne  Tiew  of  the  last  Amendment.  being  to  manage  the  poor— they  came 

Db-OLAEK:    My  own  constituency  to  control  the  popularly-elected  Ooimty 

wiU  afford  an  illustration  of  the  double  Councils,  and  a  Committee  having  the- 

representation     through     burghs     and  *d ministration    of  the    Public    flealth 

pi^ee,  and  of  the  manner  in   which  .t"*'  ""^^  ">«  loads'   Act.     I  think  the 

iwreeentetion  will  be  confused  on  these  tteojy  and  precedent  we  are  following 

B^rda   which    will    be    fearfnlly    and  ««  dangerous.     We  do  not  require  thta 

wonderfuUy  constituted.  representation    of    P'^rochial     Boards 

-*  and      after      the       last      Amendment 

Amendment  agreed  to.  the    result    will     be     a    totally    un- 

,         J        .  ,  .    „,  ,.  workable  and  cumbrous  District  Com- 

AmendmMit  proposed,  pape  in  27,  line  ^-^^^^^     The  Lord  Advocate  has  told  ns 

ai,  after  "therein,^'  insert 'Und-  ^^at  he  reaUy  has  in  view  that  these 

"  Prorided,  ttiit  in  the   caaa    of   poiiihes  Committees  should  owe  their  existence 

l»rtl7  Wwijd  md  partly  burffhal,  such  ra-  entirely  to  the  County  Council,    and  I 

^?:?r:^.'?/rr±r„  7°Z  ^"?t  ?-  f^^!^  l«t  *»-  county  CouncH 


pwoohisl  board  who  have    a  qualiScstion  as 
mdk  in  the  Isadwatd  pan  of  the  parish." 
(Jfr.ffMur.) 

Ma.  J.  P.  B.  B0BEBT80N :  I  think 
my  hon.  Friend  will  see  that  tJiis 
Amendment  would  be  inconsistent  with 
the  cbangee  in  the  clause  which  the  Com. 
mittee  nave  already  decided  shall  be 
made. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Qaeotion proposed,  "That  theCIause, 
■•amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Dk.  OAMEBON  :  I  think  as  the  clause 
Stands  the  Bill  would  be  better  without 
iL  I  am  altogether  opposed  to  the 
prinoiple  of  representation  on  this  newly 
oonititated  body  of  a  body  which  has 
hithwto  been  non-efficient,  and  on  the 
wde  ground  that  it  has  had  to  do  with 
one  of  the  branches  of  business  with 
irhioh  the  new  body  will  have  to  deal. 
We  have  an  example  of  the  effect  on  the 
Parochial  Boards  themselves.  In  the 
old  days  administration  was  in  the 
bands  of  the  Kirk  Sessions.  They  did 
nut  do  the  thing  satisfacterily,  or  at  all 
eventa  the  Legislature  thought  there 
was  oooasion  for  the  change.  But  in 
making  the  change,  in  consideration  of 
VOL.  OGCXXXVIU.  [thibd  axBus.] 


do  ito  own  districting,  but  if  you  appoint  • 
a  Statutory  Committee  composed  of 
elements  to  a  large  extent  antagonistic 
to  the  popular  representative  elementon 
the  County  Council,  and  having  no  real 
control,  carrying  their  own  way  in  the 
District  Committee,  but  subject  to  hav- 
ing their  decisions  overthrown  on  every 
occasion  by  the  County  Council,  £ 
think  you  will  do  much  more  harm  than 
nwd,  and,  therefore,  I  shall  go  to  a 
Division  against  the  clause. 

Db.  CLARK :  I  object  to  the  con- 
stitution of  the  District  Committees  on 
the  lines  of  this  very  much  modified 
and  reconstructed  Clause.  The  Clause 
has  been  revolutionized  since  its  first 
appearance,  and  it  takes  some  time  to 
understand  the  relative  position  of 
County  Council  members,  Parochial 
Board  members,  and  Burgh  members. 
We  see  now  the  reason  why  the  Lord 
Advocate  was  willing  to  accept  the 
Amendment  by  which  the  County 
Council  loses  a  portion  of  its  control 
over  the  District  Committee.  The 
District  Committee  will  be  constituted 
in  such  a  fashion  that  the  County 
Council  will  have  very  little  influence 
in  it.  Constructed  in  this  fashion  the 
District  Committee  will  not  have  the 
confidence  of  the  people,  and  will  not 
be  powerful  enough  for  its   work.     I 
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wtrongfy  rapport  the  pro^Mtd  to  leflcre 
out  the  nlMant^  altogether, 

Mb,  BARCLAY  :  In  mj  coiistitaeiiej 
the  fiuuuige«Dent  of  ir>ad«  iii  nomiiudlj 
in  the  handji  of  reprenentatiTefl  of  each 
pftruih,  and  to  the  nnmher  of  26  they  ■ 
are  elected  bj  the  o<%opiers,  and  with 
thene  are  ajwociated  an  t^ual  nnmher 
of  Commitmonen  of  Sapplj ;  hot  prac- 
tically  only  a  few  membem  of  the  Com- 
miiwionen  of  Supply  attend  the  meetings, 
and  the  whole  bij%ineM  in  in  the  hands 
of  the  representatires  elected  by  the 
oecapiers.  This  arrangement  has  worked 
43iLCf^mg\j  well,  and  the  County  has 
had  no  reason  to  complain  of  the  i 
management  of  the  roads.  Now  the 
proposal  is  to  hand  over  the  administra- 
tion to  12  members  appointed  by  the 
Parochial  Boards  and  six  appointed  by 
the  C>>unty  Council,  The  people  of 
Forfar,  with  regard  to  any  policy  for 
the  a'lmini'itration  of  their  roads,  will 
have  only  six  representatives  instead  of 
25,  and  these  six  will  be  overruled  by 
12  members  appointed  by  Parochial 
Boards.  I  think  it  would  be  exceed- 
'ingly  unfortunate  for  the  management 
of  roads  to  disturb,  if  only  for  a 
year  or  two^for  it  cannot  be  for 
longer — until  the  Parochial  Boards 
Bill,  the  complement  of  the  present 
Bill,  paHses,  the  arrangement  that  has 
worked  so  well,  and  put  nothing 
better  in  its  place.  Surely  it  would 
ho  reasonable,  would  be  wiser  and 
more  prudent  to  allow  the  present 
system  to  continue  until  you  have  at 
least  an  equally  good  system.  It  is 
quite  true,  as  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  says,  there 
is  the  addition  of  duty  in  the 
administration  of  the  Public  Health 
Act,  but  hitherto  the  administration  of 
the  Public  Health  Act  has  formed  a  very 
small  part  of  county  business.  The 
important  buHiness  of  the  District  Coun- 
cils will  now,  as  in  the  past,  be  the 
administration  of  roads  and  bridges. 
If  you  pass  the  Hill  with  this  clause  in 
this  form  you  will  disorganize  the  exist- 
ing systom  without  replacing  it  by  a 
hotter  one.  I  understood  the  principle 
which  from  the  beginning  governed  the 
right  hon.  (fontleman  in  framing  the 
J)ill  was  that  there  should  be  as  little 
disturbance  as  possible  by  the  passing 
of  the  Hill  of  the  existing  system  But 
by  this  proposal  in  the  Clause  the  whole 
aystom  of  the  administration  of  roads  is 

iV.  Clark 


to  be  ehang«d.  and  changed,  aeeotding' 
to  the  almost  anaiiimoiia  opinioa  of 
those  eoocemed,  for  the  wone.  I  do  not 
think  that  the  Ijvrd  Advoeato  will  eoa- 
tend  diat  the  new  District  ComieQ  will 
be  as  good  as  that  now  exiiliiig.  Why, 
then,  persevere  with  a  clause  which  is 
distastefdl  to  and  contrary  to  the  wishes 
of  the  people  and  opposed  by  the  gvMt 
majority  of  Scotch  Members?  Why 
not  provide  that  the  roads  and  bridges 
shall  be  administered  by  the  Ooimty 
Council  through  the  present  repre- 
sentatives of  the  various  parishes? 
I  do  not  think  there  woold  be  any 
difficulty  in  carrying  that  ont.  If  the 
Lord  Advocate  will  say  that  between 
now  and  the  Beport  stage  of  the  Bill  he 
will  consider  this  point  and  see  if  he  can 
meet  the  wishes  of  Members  from  Scot- 
land, then  probably  my  hon.  Friend  will 
not  press  his  opposition  to  the  dause  to 
Division ;  but  if  not  then  I  think  it  is 
due  to  our  constituents  that  we  should 
record  our  protest. 

Mb.  CALDWELL:  It  is  a  question 
whether  the  Bill  shall  be  acceptable  to 
the  people  of  Scotland  or  to  the  Oovem- 
ment.  Certainly  that  is  the  question, 
for  it  cannot  be  doubted  that  the  Liberal 
Members  represent  the  Liberal  views  of 
the  electors  that  the  administration 
should  be  entrusted  to  a  purely  elective 
body,  elected  directly  by  the  ratepayers. 
It  is  perfectly  evident  that  by  the  two 
principles  you  apply  to  the  oonstitation 
of  this  body,  a  man  who  might  be 
rejected  by  the  ratepayers  may,  without 
undergoing  the  turmoil  of  election, 
accomplish  his  desire  by  simply  getting 
himself  nominated,  and  the  actual  repre* 
sentatives  of  the  people  may  be  swamped 
by  the  votes  of  these  nominated 
members.  Formed  in  this  manner  the 
District  Council  will  give  no  satisfaotion 
to  the  people  immediately  concerned. 
What  the  people  require  is  that  full 
power  of  choice  they  have  in  a  Parlia* 
mentary  election,  and  which  exists  in 
Town  Council  elections.  With  the 
exception  of  Gleisgow — an  exception 
under  peculiar  circumstances — there  is 
no  such  thing  as  nominated  members  on 
Town  Councils.  The  County  ratepayen 
will  insist  on  having  the  same  oontrol 
over  the  management  of  their  local 
affairs,  through  representatives  direotly 
elected,  as  the  ratepayers  in  burghs 
have  over  their  own  municipal  affluza. 
But  you    are    seeking  to 
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different  prinoiple  for  ooundoB,  youBee¥ 
io  introdaoe  a  new  element,  I  am  Bute 
the  elections  vill  repndiete.  I  agree  it 
would  be  maoh  better  to  be  without  the 
-clense  alto^ther  than  to  have  it  in  thi 
-tona  in  which  it  now  stands. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  169 
Noes  113.— (Div.  List,  No.  213.) 


Other  Amendments  made, 
and   46, 


Claoses  45  and  46,  as  amended, 
agreed  to. 

Olause  47. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Claase, 
«8  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Dr.  CLARK:  There  is  a  very  bad 
principle  contained  in  this  olause.  I 
refer  to  the  provision  to  create  a  new 
■class  of  pensioners.  I  think  the  Count; 
"Councils  should  pa;  their  officers  and 
eervante  a  fair  salary,  and  that  the  latter 
should  put  by  a  sufficient  sum  of  money 
for  their  old  age.  The  system  of 
deferred  pay  seems  to  me  to  be  a  very 
bad  one.  You  should  give  a  man  fair 
pay,  and  let  him  put  by  for  himself. 
As  we  ha*e  already  got  past  the  lines 
in  the  Clause  to  which  I  object,  perhaps 
the  best  thing  to  do  is  to  raise  the  ques- 
tion upon  Beport. 

Mb.  CALDWELL  :  It  will  be  a  very 
serious  matter  if  practically  all  the 
servants  of  the  County  Council  are  to 
be  pensioned.  I  quite  agree  that  the 
proper  course  is  to  raise  this  question 
on  Keport,  as  the  clause  certainly  con- 
tains a  new  piinciple. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
<jlattseB  48  and  49  agreed'to. 

Clause  50. 


Ub.  mark  STEWART  (Kircud- 
bright) :  There  seems  to  me  to  be  an 
omiseion  in  the  Bill.  The  Commissioners 
of  Supply  do  not  appear  to  have  power 
to  hold  their  meetings  in  the  county 
meetings,  therefore  I  move  the  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  90, 

page  29,  line  SI,  after  "  behalf,"  add— 

"  Provided  always  that  the  Commiuioiiet*  of 

Sapply  shall  he  entitled  to  hold  iheir  meetjngl 

-ana  tnnnct  all   necesa&ry  biuineu  aa  hereto- 

n  ibo  county  baildingi.  and  shall,  for  all 

~M>  of  their  hasiiiess.  have  the   same  naa 
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tilted  therefor,  u  they  vould  have  had  ft  the 
Act  of  IS77  had  not  been  passed.— (Jfr.    Mark 

SUtBOTl.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 


Me.  J.  P.  B.  BOBEETSON:  I  do 
not  think  this  is  necessary,  as  all  the  re- 

auisite  arrangements  for  the  holding  of 
le  meedngs  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Supply  are  provided  for  in  another  por- 
tion of  the  Bill.  At  any  rate  the  worda 
proposed  are  too  wide.  I  will  under- 
take to  see  whether  the  clauses  of  the 
Bill  will  provide  for  the  proper  housing 
of  the  Commissioners  of  Supply. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  witiidrawn. 

Clauses  50  and  51  agreed  to. 

Clause  52. 

Db.  CLARE:  I  would  propose  to 
strike  out  of  this  clause  "Good  Friday." 
We  know  nothing  at  all  about  "  Good 
Friday  "  in  Scotland,  and  I  object  to  the 
introduction  of  English  ideas  of  the  kind 
into  a  Scotch  measure. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  52t 
page  80,  line  30,  leave  out,  "  or  Good 
Friday."— (A-.   Clark.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 


Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  would 

eiint  out  that  Good  Friday  is  a  Bank 
oliday,  and  that,  therefore,  you  cannot 
expect  the  membsrs  of  the  County 
Ooundls  to  meet  for  the  purpose  of 
doing  work  on  that  day. 

Mb.  S.  WILLIAMSON  (Kilmarnock, 
&c.)  :  The  words  "  Bank  Holiday  "  will 
cover  the  intention  of  the  Government. 
Why  not,then, leave  out  ''Good  Friday?" 
Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  cannot 
agree  with  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member.  Altogether  apart  from  the  re- 
ligious aspect  of  the  question,  Good 
Friday  is  recognised  as  a  secular  holi- 
day. It  is  a  statutory  holiday  and  as 
we  have  to  serve  the  general  convenienoe 
of  the  whole  community,  I  think  the 
words  should  remain  as  they  stand. 
*Mb.  CAMPBELL  BANNEBMAN  : 
No  doubt  Good  Friday  is  a  Bank  Holi- 
day in  Scotland,  that  is  to  say,  it  is 
prescribed  by  law  that  the  banks  shall 
Dlose  on  that  day,  but  so  fat  as  mr  ob- 
parpo*.  of  their  hcsmess.  have  the  same  nae  '  ?e"ation  goes  this  "  Bank  Holiday  " 
et  Uie  property  transferred  by  this  seotion,  and  (  '8   Observed  in  tjcolland    Oy  I 


of  any  other  rooms  and  accommodatton  anboti- 


I  is    strictly 
X  3 


as     in     England,    where 
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all  the  shops  are  shut  and  the  business 
of  the  community  is  suspended.  No 
doubt  it  would  be  inconvenient  to  meet 
on  the  days  mentioned  in  the  clause,  if 
the  Councils  were  likely  to  have  financial 
business  to  transact  on  those  days,  see- 
ing that  the  banks  are  closed.  As, 
however,  the  meetings  will  only  be 
business  meetings,  I  do  not  see  why 
Good  Friday  should  not  be  dealt  with 
like  any  other  day. 

Mb.  CALDWELL :  There  are  other 
bank  holidays  in  Scotland  besides  Good 
Friday,  but  they  are  not  mentioned 
specifically  in  the  clause.  Christmas 
Day  is  put  in,  but  Christmas  Day  in 
Scotland  is  not  regarded  as  it  is  in  Eng- 
land. There  is  a  day  in  t^cotland  which 
is  thought  a  great  deal  more  of — namely, 
New  Years'  Day.  Scotland  is  entitled 
to  have  her  national  holidays  regarded, 
therefore  I  think  New  Year's  Day  should 
be  put  in,  and  I  do  not  see  why  St. 
Ancbrew's  Day  should  not  also  be 
included. 

*Mk.  ESSLEMONT  :  There  is  a  good 
deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of  retaining 
Good  Friday  in  the  Clause.  It  would  be 
extremely  inconvenient  if  the  bank 
holidays  and  general  public  holidays 
were  not  simultaneous.  If  we  are  to 
have  holidays  at  all,  I  think  we  should 
have  them  on  those  days  when  the 
banks  are  closed. 

Dr.  CLARK :  Are  we  to  have  the 
words  "Bank  Holiday"  substituted  for 
Good  Friday  ?  Those  words  would  in- 
clude other  bank  holidays  besides  Good 
Friday ;  for  instance,  the  first  Monday 
in  August. 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR :  As  I  under- 
stand the  Clause,  it  is  no  prohibition 
against  anything  being  done  on  these 
days.  What  it  says  is  that  the  compu- 
tation of  time  required  for  the  perform- 
ance of  anything  directed  to  be  done  or 
taken  on  a  certain  day  by  the  Act,  if 
that  day  falls  on  Christmas  Day,  Good 
Friday,  public  holiday  and  so  on,  shall 
be  considered  as  done  or  taken  in  due 
time,  "  if  it  is  done  or  taken  on  the  next 
day  afterwards,  not  being  one  of  the 
days  in  the  section  specified."  There  is 
nothing  in  the  Bill  to  prevent  the 
County  Councils  meeting  on  Good  Friday 
if  they  like. 

Dr.  CLARK :  I  know  that ;  but  my 
objection  to  these  words  is  one  of  prin- 
ciple. We  do  not  know  Good  Friday 
as  Good  Friday  in  Scotland,  and  only  a 

Mr,  Campbell' Bannerman 


very  small   proportion    of   our    people* 
know  anything  about  Christmas  Day. 
A  g^eat  many  people  in  Scotland  con- 
sider the  way  in  which  these  days  are 
regarded  in  England  as  nothing  short  of 
superstition.    If  we.  must  have  a  popular 
holiday  mentioned  in  the  Clause,  why 
not  take  New  Tear's  Day,  which  i»  a 
great  Scotch  holiday  ?    I  object,   as  I 
have     said,     to     introducing    English 
ideas    into    a    Scotch    Bill.  ^  On    that- 
ground,  and  on  that  ground  alone,  I 
object  to  these  words. 
*Mr.  THORBURN  (Peebles  and  Sel- 
kirk):   Perhaps   the    right     hon.    and 
learned  Gentleman  the  liord  Advocate' 
would  insert  New  Year's  Day  in   the 
clause,  in  order  to  satisfy  the  nationalist 
feeling  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness  ?* 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  Olanse^ 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Dr.  CLARK :  The  Clause  mentions  a^ 
*^  day  appointed  for  public  fast."  Does 
that  mean  the  fast  of  a  district  or  a  fast 
for  the  whole  country  ?  What  is  meant- 
by  the  Clause — what  is  meant  by  the- 
words  '*  public  fast,  humiliation  or 
thanksgiving  "  ?  Does  the  Clause  refer 
to  days'  appointed  by  the  Presbjrtery  t 
What  is  the  legal  meaning  of  this 
phrase  ? 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  Fast 
days  in  Scotland  are  of  two  kinds.. 
First,  those  which  are  used  in  Sootlanct 
and  set  aside  for  religious  observances, 
and  the  time  of  these  may  vary  acoord- 
ing  to  the  custom  of  the  district;  the- 
other  kind  is  where  a  public  fast  is  pro- 
claimed by  Her  Majesty.  As  the  right- 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Clackmannan  has  pointed  out^- 
the  Clause  only  means  that  anythinK" 
which  has  to  be  done  falling  on  one  of 
these  days  may  be  for  obvious  reasona> 
postponed  to  the  next  day  afterwards. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  53  agreed  to. 

Clause  54. 

Dr.  CAMERON :  Why  do  the  Ghnrem- 
ment  propose  that  fines  or  penalties  may 
be  recovered  at  the  instance  of  fli0> 
County  Clerk  ? 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  Under 
certain  Statutes  the  Town  01erk<^-ioL 
this  case  the  County  Clerk — will  be  ih» 
prosecutor. 
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Db.  CLABK:  In  cases  where  fines 
are  not  paid  you  provide  an  alternative 
of  two  months'  imprisonment.  Why  is 
that? 

Mb.  CALDWELL:  The  County  Ooun- 
-cil  will  be  able  to  prosecute  in  its  corpo- 
rate capacity.  It  would  be  incongruous, 
therefore,  to  have  the  County  Clerk 
suing  before  the  Sheriff.  There  is  no 
reason  why  the  name  of  the  County 
douncil  should  not  be  used  on  all  occa- 
sions. 

Me.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  will 
undertake  to  consider  the  case  before 
the  Report  stage. 

Dr.  CAMERON :  This  is  a  very  im- 
portant question  and  we  should  have 
some  definite  statement  from  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  it.  A  point  has 
already  arisen  in  connection  with  this 
system  of  fixing  periods  of  imprison- 
ment in  default  of  payment  of  fines,  and 
I  have  put  questions  to  the  Lord  Advo- 
<;ate  on  the  question,  but  without  elicit- 
ing anything  more  satisfactory  than  that 
^0  days  are  equivalent  to  two  months. 
These  alternative  periods  of  imprison- 
ment are  most  dsngerous  proceedings. 
Here  is  a  case  in  which  a  man  is  fined 
for  some  smuggling  transaction.  I  say 
nothing  about  the  punishment — it  might 
be  right  that  he  should  be  sent  to  gaol  for 
five  years.  I  should  not  have  questioned 
the  matter  if  he  had  been  sentenced  to 
imprisonment,  but  what  I  complain  of 
is  that  he  is  asked  to  pay  an  impossible 
fine,  and  because  he  does  not  do  it  he  is 
sent  to  gaol  for  12  months,  in  spite  of 
the  Act  passed  not  long  ago  abolishing 
imprisonment  for  debt,  and  merely 
because  the  Legislature,  having  in  view 
very  different  matters,  has  enacted  that 
QO  man  shall  be  kept  more  than  12 
months  in  prison  for  a  debt  in  respect 
of  which  imprisonment  is  still  allowed. 
It  would  be  much  better  to  fix  a  term  of 
imprisonment,  where  imprisonment  is  to 
be  inflicted,  than  to  arrive  at  that  method 
of  punishment  by  the  roundabout  process 
of  imposing  an  impossible  fine.  That 
is  an  un  statesman  like  and  often  a  most 
barbarous  form  of  punishment. 

Dr.  CLARK :  I  would  point  out  that 
in  a  Bill  the  Government  introduced 
last  year,  the  Government  did  not  permit 
the  Justices  to  inflict  the  maximum  of 
fiO  days*  imprisonment  for  a  5s.  fine. 
There  was  a  sliding  scale  laid  down 
.accordingly  to  which  the  number  of 
•days  imprisonment  would  be  14,  28,  and 


36.  I  want  to  know  why  the  Govern- 
ment do  not  adopt  the  same  scale  in 
this  clause?  Under  this  clause,  as 
framed,  a  man  find  5s.  in  default  of 
payment  can  be  sent  to  goal  for  60 
days. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  EOBERTSON:  I  do 
not  remember  the  precise  form  of  the 
Act  of  last  year,  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers,  but  I  would  appeal  to 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Clackmannan,  whether 
the  form  used  in  this  clause  is  not  such 
as  has  been  put  in  Bill  after  Bill  for  the 
last  few  years.  It  is  the  stereotyped 
provision  by  which  a  latitude  is  allowed 
to  the  Judge  in  the  matter  of  inflicting 
imprisonment  in  default  of  payment  of 
fine. 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR :  In  reply  to 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
appeal,  I  must  say  the  form  seems 
quite  familiar  to  me,  though  I  cannot 
offhand  mention  a  Statute  in  which  it  i 
to  be  found. 

Dr.  CAMERON:  Where  does  it 
come  from  ? 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  can- 
not say.  I  did  not  imagine  that  any 
exception  would  be  taken  to  it,  there- 
fore, it  did  not  occur  to  me  to  look  for 
grecedents.  If  I  had  time  to  search,  I 
ave  no  doubt  I  could  find  many  in- 
stances of  the  use  of  this  on  a  similar 
provision. 

Dr.  CLARK:  The  change  I  have 
referred  to,  whether  wisely  or  un- 
wisely, I  will  not  say — was  made  last 
year. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  55  to  58  agreed  to,  with 
Amendments. 

Clause  59. 

Amendment  moved,  page  32,  line  34, 
at  end,  add — 

(3)  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  alter  or  affeot 
any  deductions  or  allowances  or  power  of 
making  deductions  or  allowances  from  gross 
rental  made  or  possessed  under  or  by  virtue  of 
the  following  Acts :  *  The  Poor  Law  Act, 
1845,'  *The  Police  Act,  1862,'  *  The  Public 
Health  Act,  1867,*  *  The  Roads  and  Bridges  Act, 
1878; '  but  such  deductions  or  allowances,  and 
power  of  making  the  same,  are  expressly  con- 
tinued with  regard  both  to  the  rates  or  assess- 
ments imposed  under  the  authority  of  these 
Acts,  and  to  those  formerly  imposed  under 
these  Acts  but  now  to  be  imposed  under  this 
Act."— (Jfr.  J.  B.  Balfour.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 
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Mb.  J.  P.  B.  EGBEETSON :  I  think 
my  rifipht  hon.  and  learned  Friend  will 
find  that  much  of  this  Amendment  is 
unnecessary.  After  what  occurred  the 
other  day,  I  have  undertaken  to  pre- 
serve the  incidence  of  taxation  under 
the  Public  Health  Act  exactly  as  if  this 
Bill  had  not  passed.  I  am  anxious  to 
preserve  the  deductions  and  allowances 
which  it  is  now  competent  for  the 
authorities  to  make.  With  regard  to 
the  other  Acts  mentioned  in  the  Amend- 
ment they  are  not  touched  by  the  Bill, 
and  I  think  it  might  mislead  if  the 
Amendment  were  adopted. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUE :  Shall  we  see 
the  Amendment  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposes  before  the  Eeport  stage  ? 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  EGBEETSON  :  Yes ;  I 
will  communicate  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  what  I  propose.  At  present 
all  that  ]«  required  is  to  preserve  the 
incidence  of  taxation  under  the  Public 
Health  Act. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUE :  My  object  is 
to  preserve  the  incidence  of  taxation 
under  the  whole  of  these  Acts.  I  know 
that  in  Scotland  a  good  deal  of  anxiety 
is  felt  lest,  in  some  way  or  other,  in  the 
various  areas  affected  deductions  may 
be  made,  whereby  the  bases  of  rating 
under  other  than  the  two  Acts  referred 
to  may  be  interfered  with. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  EGBEETSON  :  I  should 
prefer  to  take  the  words  of  the  old 
Public  Health  Act,  or,  otherwise,  to 
take  absolutely  general  words,  as 
I  think  that  would  be  the  safer  plan. 
This  Amendment  might  mislead  the 
authorities  by  creating  doubts  as  to 
whether  or  not  they  are  touched,  when 
as  a  matter  of  fact  they  are  not  touched 
at  all. 

AmendoDf^nt,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clauses  59,  60,  and  61  agreed  to. 

Clause  62. 

Amendment  moved,  Clause  62,  page 

33,  line  17,  leave  out  "includes''    and 

insert  **  means."— (ifr.  J.  F,  B.  Robert- 
9on,) 

Question  proposed  **That  the  word 
*  includes  *  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  The  Lord  Ad- 
vocate promised  that  this  Definition 
Clause  should  be  amended  so  as 
to  make  it  clear  that  "burgh  "means 
Municipal  and  not  Parliamentary 
burgh.      He  does  not  do  it  directly  by 


amending  this  clause,  but  he  proposes* 
to  do  it  by    introducing   a  substantive- 
clause.    The  Bill  says  "  The  expression 
'  burgh  '  includes  any  Eoyal  or  Parlia- 
mentary burgh."     Well,  Dysart,  that  T 
have  mentioned  before,  is  both  the  one- 
and  the  other,  but  it   is  imder  7,000* 
population.     I  should  like  to  know  how 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  makes  the  Bill 
clear  in  this  case. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  EGBEETSON  :  This- 
Amendment  will  meet  the  case  the- 
right  hon.  Gentleman  refers  to. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  Perhaps  it 
would  be  as  well  to  defer  the  settlement 
of  this  question  until  we  come  to  the- 
clause  on  which  it  arises  in  the  other 
Bill. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  ''That  the  word  'means 
be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  ASHEE  (Elgin,  &c.) :  The- 
Amendment  I  now  move  is  designed 
to  meet  the  case  of  burghs,  com- 
bined for  Parliamentary  purposes^ 
but  which  are  in  other  respects 
distinct  burghs  A  new  clause  to  deal 
with  the  matter  has  been  given  notice  of, 
and  it  is  quite  evident  that  with  regard 
to  this  point  the  right  hon.  Gentlema]:^ 
the  Lord  Advocate  and  I  agree  as  to- 
the  principle  on  which  the  matter  should 
be  dealt  with.  I  am  not  quite  satisfied 
with  the  precise  wording  of  the  proposed 
clause,  but  as  the  difference  between  ns- 
is  merely  a  matter  of  drafting  I  do  not* 
propose  to  press  my  Amendment  L 
have  put  it  down  in  order  that  th» 
right  hon.  Gentleman  n^ay  consider  it- 
It  is  as  follows: — Page  33,  line  18, 
after  **  burgh,"  insert — 

«  But  when  a  Royal  burgh  and  a  police  barahi 
are  combined  for  Parliamentary  putpoaes,  ue- 
expreasion  '  burgh '  shall  be  read  as  applying  to* 
each  separately.*' 

Db.  CLAEK  :  I  wish  to  see  the  greater- 
include  the  less.  We  desire  to  see  Par- 
liamentary burghs  taken  rather  iluui> 
municipal  burghs,  for,  in  the  case  of 
Wick,  for  instance,  the  Eoyal  burgh, 
only  takes  in  a  portion  of  the  Parliamen- 
tary  burgh. 

Amendment  moved,  Clause  62,  pftge* 
33,  line  20,  after  '*  have,"  insert '*  at 
the  time  of  the  passing  of  this  Act."-— - 
{Mr,  So%ier,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  thoae* 
words  be  there  inserted." 
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Db.  OLABK  :  The  Government  seem 
inoUned  to  accept  this  Amendment,  but 
I  Bhould  like  to  know  what  it  means. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  proposes  the 
Amendment  seems  to  have  squared  the 
Lord  Advocate,  but  he  has  given  the 
House  no  explanation  of  his  object. 

*Mb.  HOZIEB  explained  that  if  the 
Burgh  Police  and  Health  Bill  were  to 
pass  in  its  last  year's  form,  police 
burghs  would  be  created  of  only  700 
inhabitants,  and  it  would,  therefore,  for 
purposes  of  Local  Government,  be  well 
to  have  some  definite  line. 

Dr.  GAMEEON  :  The  hon.  Member 
has  not  been  very  distinct  in  giving  his 
reason.  When  there  is  uncertainty  on 
the  part  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  giving 
a  reason,  we  on  this  side  may  be  certain 
that  he  is  doing  something  against 
Glasgow. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  EGBERTSON :  I  have 
given  notice  of  a  new  clause,  which 
states  that  nothing  in  the  Bill  shall  in- 
terfere with  the  formation  of  the  police 
burghs,  and  on  looking  at  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Gentleman  I  find  that 
it  would  be  inconsistent  with  this  clause. 
I  cannot,  therefore,  accept  it. 
♦Mr.  HOZIER  :  I  wQl  withdraw  the 
Amendment.  But  I  beg  to  assure  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  OoUege 
Division  (Dr.  Cameron)  that  it  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  Glasgow. 

Dr.  CLARK  :  The  Lord  Advocate 
had  accepted  this  Amendment  when  I 
wanted  to  know  the  meaning  of  it.  The 
meaning  of  it,  I  believe,  would  have 
been  to  prevent  the  creation  of  any  more 
burghs.  I  think  that  hon.  Members 
who  move  Amendments  having  such  a 
wide  scope  as  this  should  at  any  rate 
enlighten  hon.  Members  as  to  their 
meaning. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  moved,  page  33,  line  32, 
before  "  includes,"  insert  *'  except  when 
otherwise  expressly  provided." — ( i/r. 
J.  B,  P.  ItoberUon), 

Question  proposed.  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  CALDWELL :  We  have  scored 
out  of  a  preceding  part  of  the  Bill  the 
exclusion  of  the  Sheriff  substitute.  The 
Bill  was  framed  on  the  footing  that  the 
Sheriff  substitute  was  to  be  precluded 
from  exercising  jurisdiction,  but  we  have 
since  g^ven  the  Sheriff  substitute  equal 


power  with  the  Sheriff,   therefore  the 
words  should  be  left  as  they  are. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  My  im- 
pression is  that  there  is  no  part  of  the 
Bill  where  there  is  an  express  exclusion 
of  the  Sheriff  substitute.  At  the  same 
time  it  is  obvious  that  this  can  do  no 
harm.  It  had  better  go  in  just  now, 
and  I  will  undertake  on  Report  to  strike 
it  out  if  there  is  no  necessity  for  it. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Other  Amendments  agreed  to. 
Clauses  62  to  65  agreed  to. 

Clause  66. 

Amendment  moved,  Clause  66,  page 
37,  line  1,  after  **  office,"  insert — 

*'  For  the  electoral  divisionB  in  which  their 
qualifications  as  county  electors  respectively 
are  situated.*'— (if r.  •/.  P.  B.  Robertson,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  MARJ0RIBANK8  :  I  do  not 
quite  understand  what  the  object  of 
these  words  is.  Is  it  that  these  ex- 
officio  Members  are  to  be  Members  for 
particular  districts  ? 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  The 
object  is  to  make  these  persons  ex-oficio 
Members  for  the  divisions  in  which 
their  qualifications  are  situate.  If  their 
qualification  is  in  one  division  they  will 
sit  for  that  and  not  for  another. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Another     Amendment     agreed     to. 
Clause  66,  page  37,  leave  out  "lord." — 
{Mr.  J,  P.  B.  RoherUon.) 

Mb.  mark  STEWART :  I  beg  to 
move  an  Amendment  with  the  object  of 
obviating  the  disadvantage  the  County 
Council  will  labour  under  in  the  event 
of  there  being  no  permanent  Chairman, 
if  either  of  the  bodies  mentioned  in  the 
clause  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the 
Act.  In  a  county  with  which  I  am 
acquainted  there  is  no  permanent 
Chairman  of  the  Road  Trustees.  In- 
asmuch as  the  object  of  the  Government 
is  to  have  on  the  first  Council  persons  of 
experience  and  knowledge,  I  think  it 
woulH  be  desirable  to  allow  the  Com-^ 
missioners  of  Supply  to  nominate  aa 
$x-offieio  Member  in  the  case  I  contem- 
plate in  my  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  37, 
line  6,  after  "  1878,"  to  insert  the 
words 
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have  taken    a    DiTision  against   eaoh 
seotion  of   it.     As    this  coarse  would 
have     been     inconvenient,     I     shall 
now     move     the     rejection     of     the 
entire  clause.    The  first  part  of  the  daiise 
to  which  I  object  is  that  which  intro- 
duces   the  ex  trfieto  element.    If  these 
four    gentlemen   have  been  doing  the 
work  properly  they    will  certainly  be 
elected  by  the  electors  of  the  comity. 
My  own  experience   is  that  the  liord 
Lieutenant  takes  very  little  part  in  the 
county  business.    With  regard  to  the 
otherthree,  they  take  a  very  considerable 
part  in  county  government,  and  if  they 
have  done  this  work    well    they  wiU 
certainly  be  elected  to  the  first  Oounty 
Council.     But  there  may  be  cases  where 
the  county  would  take  the  opportunity 
of  getting  rid  of  these  gentlemen ;  there- 
fore, 1  do  not  see    why    the    County 
Council  should  be  burdened  with  gentle- 
men who  have  been  doing  their  work 
unsatisfactorily    and    unpopularly.  ^   I 
maintain  that  you  are  absolutely  putting 
these  four  gentlemen  in  a  position  of 
disadvantage    by    insisting    that    they 
shall  be  ex  officio  members.     For  the 
reason    that    members    of  the  Oounty 
Council  will,  like  Members  of  this  House, 
settle  down   and  attach  themselves  to 
particular  constituencies,    I  think  that 
to  make  these  gentlemen  ex  officio  mem- 
bers would  diminish  their  opportunities 
of    being    elected    to    future    Oounty 
Councils.     Then  there  is  the  second  pro- 
vision which  reposes  in  the  hands  oi  the 
Commissioners  of  Supply  the  duty  of 
filling  vacancies  in  these   seats  where 
two  or  more  of  the  qualifying  oflBces 
happen   to    be  in  the    hands    of   one 
person.    I  protest  against  that  provision 
as  an  attempt  to  introduce  by  a  side 
wind  a  sort  of  aldermanic  system  in  the 
counties.     We  have  congratulated  our- 
selves on  being  superior  to  our  English 
brethren  in  having  no  Aldermen  at  all.  But 
this  proposal   savours   strongly  of  the 
aldermanic  element.     If  we  allow  these 
four   gentlemen   to   take  their  ohanee 
along  with  the  rest,  I  have  no  doubt,  if 
they  are  worthy  of  it,  they  will  be  eleoted. 
Mr.  a.  SUTHERLAND :  I  am  in- 
clined to  oppose  the  clause  on  the  nound 
that  the  clause  makes  provision  for  the 
retention  of   these  gentlemen,  and  so 
continuing  the  government  of  the  ooun^ 
by  the  Commissioners  of  Supply.    It 
will  be  remembered  that  on  the  oesttp 
sion  of  the  Second  Heading  the  annonnoe- 


'*  But  where  there  is  no  permanent  Chairman 
of  Road  Trustees  in  any  county  one  person 
shall  be  elected  by  the  Commissioners  of  Supply 
an  #«  officio  Memoer  in  the  place  of  such  perma- 
nent Chairman." — {Mr.  Mark  Stewart.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 

be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  think 
this  would  not  be  in  consonance  with 
the  scheme  of  the  clause.  The  object 
is  to  put  upon  the  first  Council  four  men 
who  are  certain,  by  reason  of  their  ofiQ.ce, 
to  be  experienced.  Take  the  case 
of  a  Chairman  of  County  Boad 
Trustees.  There  is  in  Scotland,  as  hon. 
Members  are  aware,  always  someone 
in  every  district  who  has  given  his  at- 
tention to  the  subject  of  the  roads. 

Mr.  CALDWELL :  I  am  totally  op- 
posed to  anything  in  the  nature  of  any 
person  entering  the  County  Council 
except  by  election.  The  number  of 
County  Councillors  will  be  very  consider- 
able in  any  large  or  important  county, 
and  there  ought  to  be  no  difiQculty, 
if  the  Chairman  here  referred  to 
is  anxious  to  continue  his  duty  towards 
the  Council,  in  his  getting  himself 
elected  by  the  ratepayers  for  that  posi- 
tion. I  think  we  ought  to  afford  no 
facility  for  the  foisting  of  any  person 
into  the  Countil  Council  by  reason  of 
any  official  position  he  may  have  held, 
and  in  opposition  to  the  elective  prin- 
ciple. 

Db.  CLARK :  I  can  understand  the 
object  of  the  Government  in  wishing  to 
make  room  for  the  Convener  of  the 
county,  the  Chairman  of  the  County 
Boad  Trustees,  and  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  the  county,  on  account  of  their  ex- 
perience in  county  business;  but  the 
proposal  before  us  is  one  that  carries 
the  principle  a  good  deal  further,  and 
permits  the  old  Commissioners  of  Sup- 
ply to  nominate  certain  of  their  number 
m  addition  to  these  Chairmen  into  the 
position.  For  my  part,  I  shall  strongly 
oppose  the  proposed  extension  of  the 
nominative  element  into  the  clauses  of 
this  Bill. 

The  Committee   divided  :  —  Ayes  90 ; 
Noes  55.— (Div.  List,  No.    214.) 

Question' proposed,  ''That  Clause  66, 
as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

*Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  :  I  object  to 
this  clause  altogether,  and  were  it  not 
that  I  do  not  desire  to  put  the  Com- 
mittee to  imnecessary  trouble,  I  should 
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ment  that  there  were  to  be  no  Aldermen 
was  reoeiyed  with  aoclamation ;  but  I 
fear  that  this  proposal  is  in  that  direc- 
tion, and  that  it  is  an  attempt  to  continue 
those  who  have  had  control  of  the 
county  before,  and  to  perpetuate  them 
with  the  Oountj  Oouncil.  The  right  hen. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  Berwick- 
shire said  the  Lord  Lieutenant  took  little 
part  in  county  government,  yet  this  pro- 
posal is  to  place  him  on  the  County 
Council  because  he  has  not  performed 
any  popular  work.  That  is  ridiculous 
on  the  face  of  it.  It  has  been  laid  down 
as  an  argument  for  these  gentlemen  that 
they  have  had  experience  of  county  busi- 
ness; but  I  presume  that  hereafter  it 
will  be  conducted  rather  differently  to 
what  it  has  been  in  the  past,  and  there- 
fore these  gentlemen  will  not  be  better 
qualified  than  others  to  take  a  share  of 
the  county  government.  Whatever  the 
-Commissioners  of  Supply  may  have  done 
in  the  past,  it  is  time  now  to  supersede 
them  in  the  government  of  the  county 
and  in  the  interests  of  popular  election. 
I  beg  to  support  the  omission  of  the 
•clause. 
♦Mb.  HOZIER:  This  clause  is  in- 
serted for  the  object  of  securing  some 
slight  continuity  when  the  old  order 
changes  to  the  new.  It  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  the  Ijord  Lieutenant,  the 
Oonvener,  and  two  holders  of  the  other 
two  offices  mentioned  are  to  be  ex  officio 
Members  of  the  first  County  Council 
only,  and  after  that  will  have  to  stand 
for  election  in  the  ordinary  way.  It  is, 
therefore,  ridiculous  and  absurd  to  talk 
of  a  perpetuation  of  the  Commissioners 
of  Supply,  or  of  a  system  of  Aldermen 
beine  introduced  by  this  proposal.  As 
to  the  principle  of  popular  election 
being  overridden,  why  surely  that  prin- 
•ciple  is  not  nearly  so  much  overridden 
in  this  case  as  in  the  case  of  the 
burghs,  where  a  Councillor,  if  elected 
Provost  by  his  fellow  Councillors  in  the 
last  year  of  his  office,  receives  by  co- 
optation  a  fresh  lease  of  three  years  of 
Office  without  having  to  go  back  to  his 
constituents.  In  the  burghs,  too,  the 
necessity  of  continuity  is  so  strongly 
felt  that  one- third  of  the  Councillors 
retire  each  year,  having  always  two- 
thirds  of  the  Council,  with  some  con- 
-eiderable  experience  of  the  work  to  be 
done.  Surely  this  Clause  which  receives 
4ome  slight  continuity  when  the  old 
order  changes  to  the  new,  need  not  be 


cavilled  at,  and  I  earnestly  trust  that 
the  Government  will  stoutly  maintain 
their  proposal. 

Db.  CLARK :  This  is  a  very  serious 
matter.  When  you  have  only  got  20 
County  Councillors,  four  of  them  will  be 
ex  offictOf  which  would  be  about  equal 
to  the  number  of  Aldermen  in  Dunoon. 
I  think  it  would  be  very  unadvisable  to 
have  so  large  a  nominated  element.  It 
would  affect  my  county  considerably. 
We  have  no  Lord  Lieutenant,  unless  the 
Government  have  appointed  one  recently 
in  room  of  the  late  noble  Lord,  whose 
death  caused  general  regret.  Then  the 
Convener  stood  as  a  candidate  for  the 
county,  and  was  not  returned.  I  hope 
that  gentleman  will  again  stand ;  he  will 
be  returned  for  any  one  of  the  districts  of 
the  county,  which  would  have  his  assist- 
ance in  the  administration  of  its  affairs. 
I  hope  the  Government  will  remember 
this  matter.  Where  you  have  90  or  60, 
it  would  not  so  much  matter  to  have  four 
ex  officio  members  ;  but  where  you  have 
20,  the  proportion  of  four  is  very  great. 
I  hope  the  Government  will  look  to  the 
fact  that  the  proportion  will  be  one- 
twentieth  in  some  districts  and  one-fifth 
in  others. 

Mb.  M.     STEWART:    The  ex  officio 
members  would  be   gentlemen  of   ex 
perience,  and  the  whole  object  of  their 
appointment  is  to  make  the  Bill  a  really 
practical  measure. 

Mb.  ANGUS  SUTHERLAND:  I 
desire  to  say  a  few  words  with  regard  to 
the  experience  of  these  gentlemen  whom 
it  is  proposed  to  transfer  from  the  Com- 
missioners of  Supply  to  the  new  County 
Councils.  I  think  the  question  of  expe- 
rience forms  one  of  the  strongest  argu- 
ments in  favour  of  their  submitting  them- 
selves to  the  test  of  popular  election. 
But  as  a  fact  it  is  clear,  from  a  sub  sec- 
tion which  follows,  that  it  is  not  because 
of  their  experience  that  these  gentlemen 
are  to  be  transferred,  for  the  sub-section 
in  question  provides  that  in  a  case  where 
two  of  these  offices  are  held  by  one 
gentleman  prior  to  the  establishment  of 
the  County  Councils,  the  offices  shall  be 
filled  up  by  separate  individuals.  It 
therefore  cannot  be  that  by  reason  of 
their  experience  these  gentlemen  are  to 
be  foisted  on  the  new  County  Councils. 
I  consider  it  is  not  a  great  compliment 
to  these  gentlemen  that  they  should  be 
compelled  to  enter  the  County  Councils 
with  the  stigma  upon  them  that  they  are 
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•concession  to  us  on  this  point.  If  he  has  • 
any  desire  at  all  to  see  this  Bill  popu- 
larized with  the  people  of  Scotland,  he 
must  recognize  the  necessity  of  having 
.all  the  members  of  the  County  Councils 
elected .  Referring  to  the  remarks  of  the 
Solicitor- General,  as  to  the  influenceof  the 
clerks  of  the  counties,  I  may  say,  as  a 
Justice  of  the  Peace,  that  we  receive 
most  assistance  from,  and  take  our  law 
at  the  hands  of  the  clerk  of  the  J.F. 
Court,  whose  life-study  it  is  to  direct 
in  a  proper  manner  the  Justices  of  the 
Peace.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  clerks 
of  counties  will  be  of  equal  service  to 
County  Councils,  and  I  hope  that  the 
Lord  Advocate  will  consent  to  delete 
this  clause. 

Mr.  CALDWELL:  It  is  often  a 
matter  of  surprise  that  Conservatives 
have  so  little  hold  upon  the  people  of 
Scotland,  but  the  discussion  which  has 
taken  place  upon  this  Clause  illustrates 
the  difference  between  Conservative  and 
Liberal  principles.  The  policy  of  the 
Liberal  Party  is  to  trust  the  people,  and 
it  has  always  been  the  case  that  when 
the  people  have  been  trusted  satisfac- 
tory results  have  been  obtained.  I 
believe  that  if  you  trust  the  people  to 
elect  all  the  members  of  the  County 
-Councils,  as  we  trusted  them  in  the  case 
of  the  election  of  the  School  Boards,  it 
will  be  found  that  men  will  be  chosen  on 
account  of  their  ability,  their  know- 
ledge of  business  affairs,  and  their  apti- 
tude for  dealing  with  the  particular 
subjects  allotted  to  the  County  Council. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  you  distrust  the 
Scotch  people  in  this  matter  and  seek 
to  coerce  them  in  any  shape,  they  are 
just  the  people  that  will  rebel  against 
such  treatment ;  and  it  will  be  most  in- 
judicious to  rouse  the  popular  spirit  by 
any  attempt  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  EOBERTSON :  I  rise 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  suggesting  to 
hon.  Members  that  we  have  already 
had  a  double  discussion  on  this  subject 
and  of  expressing  a  hope  that  the  Com- 
mittee will  now  be  allowed  to  proceed 
to  the  next  part  of  the  Bill.  The  reasons 
which  have  influenced  the  Government 
in  making  this  proposal  have  been 
explained  on  two  occasions,  and  I  cannot 
suppose  there  is  any  desire  to  continue 
the  discussion  beyond  the  bounds  within 
which  it  ought  to  be  confined. 

Mr.  J.  Wilson 


Mr.  J.  C.  BOLTON :  Before  we  go 
to  a  Division,  I  should  like  to  refer  to 
the  position  of  the  county  I  represent. 
At  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  of  Sap- 
ply,  called  specially  to  consider  this 
Clause,  a  resolution  against  it  was 
moved  by  the  County  Covener  himself 
and  adopted.  The  Convener  was  very 
desirous  of  being  elected  to  the  County 
Council ;  but  he  felt  that  if  he  was  forced 
upon  it  in  the  way  proposed,  it  would 
be  the  last  time  he  would  serve  the 
county.  I  understand  that  it  is  the 
object  of  the  Government  to  obtain  the 
services  of  men  who  are  specially  ex- 
perienced in  County  Government.  I 
know  of  one  Lord  Lieutenant  who  has 
not  attended  a  single  meeting  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Supply,  and  who,  I 
believe,  has  never  qualified  as  a  Com- 
missioner of  Supply.  It  would  be  ab- 
surd to  put  such  a  man  as  that  on  the 
Council  on  the  ground  of  his  knowledge 
of  local  circumstances.  Moreover,  it 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  business 
that  will  devolve  on  County  Councils  is 
not  the  same  at  all  as  that  which  has 
been  transacted  by  the  old  Commis- 
sioners of  Supply.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  really  think  it  is  going 
beyond  the  bounds  of  reason  to  suppose 
that  these  men  will  bring  with  them  an 
amount  of  knowledge  which  is  not 
possessed  by  gentlemen  who  will  be 
elected. 

Da.  CAMEHON:  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  Government  have  not  paid 
much  attention  to  precedent  in  this 
matter.  There  are  many  precedents  for 
the  establishment  of  these  new  bodies. 
Take  the  School  Boards  as  an  example. 
It  was  never  thought  of,  in  connection 
with  the  establishment  of  School 
Boards,  to  make  representatives  of  the 
heritors  ex  officio  members.  It  might 
cite  dozens  of  cases  where  you  have  the 
most  obvious  course  of  precedents 
tending  in  the  opposite  direction  to  thftt 
which  the  Government  so  obstinately 
insist  upon  following.  For  a  Conserva- 
tive Government  to  adopt  such  a  course 
as  is  embodied  in  this  clause  is  entirely 
inexplicable.  This  proposal  is  an  entire 
departure  from  any  precedent  any  per- 
son in  the  House  can  point  to.  We  are 
told  that  it  is  to  introduce  persons 
experienced  in  the  management  of  local 
afiPairs,  but  this  is  negatived  by  the 
terms  of  Sub-section  1.    What  it  really 
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is  ii  ftn  attempt  to  obt&in  on  tbe  first 
Ooanty  OounciE  the  aooept&noe  of  a 
polioj  which  would  probably  influence 
the  Oouncil  for  a  oonaiderabte  time  to 
come,  and  to  do  this  bj  increasing  the 
represantatioa  of  the  Oomnussioners  of 
Supply. 

The  Oommittee  divided  : — Ayes  90  ; 
Noes  54.— (Dir.  Ijat,  No.  215.) 

Olauses  67    to   73    agreed    to    with 


Clause  74. 

Ur.  MARKSTE  wart  :  I  attach  con- 
riderableimportanceto  the  small  Amend- 
ment I  have  to  propose — the  insertion  of 
the  word  "similar"  in  line  35.  We 
know  that  considerable  pressure  may  be 
brought  to  bear  against  a  new  body 
such  aa  this  we  are  constituting,  and 
how  difficult  it  will  b«  to  resist  it.  I 
do  not  want  to  put  any  check 
in  as  invidious  manner  upon  any 
just  claim  a  man  may  have  for  com- 
pensation for  the  abolition  of  his  office; 
out,  at  the  same  time,  I  think  the  Com- 
mittee will  agree  that  the  limitation 
my  Amendment  will  impose  is  perfectly 
reasonable. 

Amendment  proposed,  page  39,  tine 
35,  to  insert  the  word  "  similar." 


SiE  G.  CAMPBELL :  This  seems  to 
me  a  reasonable  Amendment,  and  oae 
likely  to  put  a  stop  to  much  abuse  of 
the  system  of  compensation.  A  man 
not  the  holder  of  a  permanent  office  is 
liable  to  have  his  services  dispensed 
with  under  the  new  authority,  as  he 
would  be  under  the  old  authority,  and 
yet  he  may  put  in  a  claim  for  a  statutory 
right  of  compensation.  Clearly,  that  is 
not  our  intention,  and  I  think  this 
Amendment  puts  the  matter  right  and 
provides  that  the  man  is  on  the  same 
footing  under  the  new  authority  as  he 
was  under  the  old  authority,  and  no 
additional  right  accrues  from  the  trans- 
fer of  service. 

Ub.  firth  ;  It  appears  to  me  to  be 
a  valuable  Amendment,  and  I  hope  the 
GoveTDment  will  accept  it.  It  sets  up  a 
sort  of  standard  as  to  what  compensation 
should  be,  and  this  is  wanting  in  the 
Act  of  last  year. 


Mb.  CALDWELL  r  I  think  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  accept  this  Amend- 

Me.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  I  pro- 
pose to  do  BO. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Glauses  amended  agreed  to. 

Clause  75. 

Mb.  CALDWELL:  I  propose  to 
move  the  omission  of  Subsection  I  of 
this  clause.  It  introduces,  I  think,  a 
very  objectionable  principle  against 
which  we  ought  to  contend.  It  provides 
that  compensation  shall  be  given  to- 
present  holders  of  offices  if  they  are 
removed  whether  they  are  entitled  to 
that  compensation  or  not.  We  have 
provided  for  all  the  servants  of  the 
existing  authority  to  become  the  seiv 
vante  of  the  new  County  Council,  and 
we  have  also  provided  for  the  oompen- 
sation  of  any  of  those  servants  should 
their  services  not  be  required  by  the 
Oouncil,  in  so  far  aa,  under  the  tenure  of 
their  office,  they  could  claim  compensa- 
tion. But  Clause  75  proceeds  on  the 
footing  that  every  existing  officer  is 
entitled  to  compensation.  In  that  pro- 
position I  think  there  is  very  great 
objection.  I  do  not  objijottothe  holder- 
of  a  permanent  office,  if  displaced  by 
reason  of  the  transfer  of  authority 
beini;  compensated.  But,  as  I  read  th» 
words  of  this  clause,  a  man  would  b»- 
entitled  to  oompeasation  even  though  he 
had  been  offered  and  had  refused  ser- 
vice under  the  Couotiil.  Now  that,  I 
think,  is  carrying  the  principtk  of  com- 
pensation to  an  inordinate  extent. 
Why,  it  might  apply  to  anyone  of  th& 
many  employers  under  the  Local. 
Authority.  There  might  be  a  man  who 
was  getting  £l  a  week  under  the  old 
authority,  and  be.  perhaps,  not  worth 
10s.,  and  he  might  claim  to  be  entitled 
to  compensation,  because  he  might  say, 
"The  Koad  Trustees  have  not  turned 
me  over  to  the  County  Council.  I 
decline  to  go  over,  and  I  want 
oompensation  in  respect  of  my  office." 
I  am  sure  none  of  us  intended  anything 
of  that  kind,  and  to  bring  in  a  clause 
like  this  will,  I  am  afraid,  open  the 
door  to  enormous  claims  and  saddle  the 
new  authority  with  a  heavy  burden  of 
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•CompensatioiiB.     I  therefore  move  and 
delete  the  sub-sectioii. 

Amendmeat proposed,  "That Sub- seo- 
"tion  1  be  omitted." 

Questioa  proposed,  "That  the  worde 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
■Clause." 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  The 
subject  of  compeneatioa  requires  very 
careful  handling,  and  I  would  direct 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
^aot  that  the  words  it  is  proposed  to 
delete  are  strictly  limited  bj  the  govern- 
ing worde,  which  provide  that  an  officer 
«hall  be  entitled  to  compensation  for 
-direct  pecuniary  loss  suffered  through 
.abolition  of  office,  or  loss  of  salary  or 
fees.  Following  these  words,  as  they 
appear  on  page  39,  it  will  be  seen  that 
in  considering  these  claims  referred  to 
in  the  substantive  words,  regard  shall 
be  had  to  the  conditions  under  which 
-the  officer  held  office.  So  it  will  bi 
observed  that  the  words  the  hon 
Oentleman  chinks  so  objectionable  are 
inserted  for,  and  would  have  the  effect 
of,  limiting  claims  and  diminishing  the 
amount  of  compensation.  I  hope  the 
}ion.  Gentleman  will  see  this  if  he  looks 
at  these  words  with  the  context. 
*Mii.  OAHPBELL-BANNEEMAN: 
N'either  my  hon.  Friend,  nor,  I  think, 
-anyone  else,  is  disposed  to  prevent  an; 
public  servant  from  obtaining  coinpen- 
aation  for  loss  he  may  suffer  through 
this  change  in  affairs.  The  point  of  my 
<hon.  Friend  is,  be  does  not  want  to 
-confer  any  right  to  compensation  that 
-was  not  pMseseed  before  the  transfer. 

Me.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  can 
Assure  my  right  hon.  Friend  that  we  are 
Dot  here  to  rear  up  claims  against  the 
new  County  Council — quite  the  oon- 
trary.  Nor  do  I  think  that  the  Clause  can 
be  interpreted  to  have  such  an  effect. 
The  special  cases  entitled  to  compensa- 
tion have  been  dealt  with  already, 
and  these  words  merely  take  up  cases 
that  have  been  omitted,  but  stand  on 
the  same  footing.  I  do  not  think  the 
form  of  words  requires  amendment. 

8ni  C.  CAMPBELL:  I  quite  think 
it  is  the  correct  view  that  the  clause 
will  not  create  fresh  claims ;  but  with 
the  Amendment  we  inserted  just  now,  it 
will  prevent  claims  being  advanced  to  a 
Mr.  Calda»n 


statutory  right  of  compensation  where 
none  actually  exists. 

Mb.  firth  :  As  the  Lord  Advocate 
may  suppose,  we  have  given  oarefal 
consideration  to  theClause,  for  the  ques- 
tion in  connection  with  the  English  Aot 
has  excited  a  good  deal  of  attention. 
The  clause  will,  to  some  extent,  meet  the 
difficulties  that  arise.  But  let  me,  in  a 
few  words,  put  a  difficulty  that  may 
arise.  Suppose  yon  have  an  offloer 
whose  appointment  is  determinable  at 
the  will  of  the  authority  succeeding  the 
present  authority.  Suppose,  for  instance, 
it  is  a  clerk  in  one  of  the  departments 
over  which  the  County  Council  assumes 
authority,  and  by  virtue  of  a  previous 
section  of  this  Bill  he  passes  into  the 
the  service  of  the  Council.  Now,  the 
County  Council  may  think  this  man's 
services  superfluous,  and  they  may 
discharge  him.  Would  that  man  have 
a  claim  for  compensation  by  rea- 
son of  his  having  suffered  pecuniary 
toss  through  the  exercise  of  the 
power  the  County  Council  possess  ? 
Supposing  the  authority  to  which  the 
County  Council  succeeds  had  chosen  to 
dispense  with  his  services,  he  would  not 
have  been  entitled  to  compensation ;  bat 
under  this  clause,  if  the  County  Coancil 
dispenses  with  them,  he  is  to  be  entitled. 
The  difficulty  might  be  remedied  by  the 
insertion  of  a  few  words  to  the  e£fect 
that  he  shall  not  be  entitled  to  any 
compensation  he  was  not  entitled  to 
before. 

Me.  3.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  The 
hon.  Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  Firth) 
says  you  are  transferring  a  man  from 
one  superior  to  another,  and  it  is  oon- 
jectural  that  if  he  remained  under  the 
old  authority  he  might  have  kept  hia 
situation,  whereas  it  is  tolerably  certain 
he  may  be  dismissed  under  the  new. 
The  answer  every  lawyer  would  give  to 
that  case  is  that  there  would  be  no  claim 
whatever.  He  holds  at  will  under  both, 
and  he  would  have  no  more  claim  under 
the  new  masters  than  under  the  eld. 

Mb.  firth  :  That  is  the  constrao- 
tion  we  place  upon  it,  but  I  wish  to  point 
out  that  if  we  abolish  the  man's  offloe 
in  consequence  of  the  passing  of  tills 
measure,  he  will  suffer  direct  peonma^ 
loss. 

Db.  CLARK:  I  think  the  olanie 
might  be  slightly  modified  so  as  to 
prevent  compensation   being   given  ^ 
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those  who  are  not    otherwise   entitled 
to  it. 

Mb.  OALDWELL:  I  quite  agree 
that  only  those  who  have  a  claim  to 
•compensation  at  present  should  have  a 
right  to  it  under  the  County  Oouncil, 
but  it  is  just  a  question  whether  these 
words  carry  that  out  or  not.  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  clause  will  confer  a  right 
to  compensation  upon  those  who  have 
no  such  right  at  present.  If  the  Lord 
Advocate  will  consider  the  matter  before 
the  Beport  stage,  I  am  sure  we  shall  be 
^lad  to  see  that  course  adopted. 

Mr.  ASHER  :  The  words  of  the 
•clause  are  certainly  very  general,  and  I 
can  quite  understand  the  question  being 
raised  whether  they  might  not  give  a 
right  to  compensation  to  a  person  who 
is  not  entitled  to  it  at  present,  and  I  am 
eure  the  Lord  Advocate  will  consider 
before  Keport  whether  the  ambiguity 
•cannot  be  got  rid  of. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  If  the 
hon.  aud  learned  Gentleman  has  any 
doubt  on  the  subject,  I  shall  be  glad  to 
confer  with  him  with  a  view  to  the 
adoption  of  some  of  the  well  known 
words  used  in  compensation  clauses. 
My  impression  is  that  the  clause  is  clear 
as  it  stands,  but  I  should  like  to  make 
it  clear  beyond  all  question. 

Mr.  ASHE^  :  I  am  very  much  dis- 
posed to  agree  that  the  clause  should  be 
read  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  inter- 
prets it,  but  at  the  same  time  I  think 
that  as  at  present  worded,  it  might  give 
rise  to  a  serious  question. 

Mr.  FIBTH  :  I  have  endeavoured  to 
ehow  the  Lord  Advocate  that  we  who 
have  to  carry  out  such  a  clause  feel  the 
•difficulty  I  have  spoken  of. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Other  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

New  Clause  (Provision  as  to  certain 
burghs, ) — ( 2  h4  Lord  A  dvoeate, )  — brought 
up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Dr.  CLARK :  This  is  a  clause  which 
affects  many  burghs,  and,  if  adopted  in 
this  form,  it  would  keep  the  Parlia- 
mentary burgh  of  Wick  in  two  parts. 


I  think  it  is  desirable  that  the  two 
burghs  should  form  one  Parliamentary 
burgh,  and  be  allowed  to  arrange  matters 
between  themselves,  and  that  the  burgh 
should  be  outside  the  county.  If  the 
clause  be  adopted,  the  old  Parliamentary 
burgh  of  Wick  will  cease  to  exercise 
the  functions  it  has  carried  on  for  cen- 
turies, and  will  be  merged  in  the 
county. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  The  effect  would 
be  that  the  burgh  would  cease  to  have 
control  of  its  police  and  yet  would  not 
be  represented  on  the  County  Council. 
I  should  like  to  know  what  would  be- 
come of  the  Parliamentary  burgh  of 
Dysart  under  thi^  clause  ? 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  agrees 
with  me  for  once  that  the  proper 
boundary  is  the  municipal  boundary. 
In  so  far  as  the  municipal  boundary 
differs  from  the  Parliamentary  boundary 
we  propose  to  adhere  to  the  Parliamen- 
tary boundary.  I  think  that,  if  the 
hon.  Member  will  consider  the  matter 
and  will  take  advice  from  experienced 
men,  he  will  find  that  this  formula  is  so 
drawn  as  to  meet  this  case. 

Mr.  ASHE^:  Some  such  clause  is 
certainly  quite  necessary,  because,  but 
for  such  a  clause,  the  burghs  which  are 
combined  for  Parliamentary  purposes 
only,  would  have  the  separate  munici- 
palities extinguished.  I  am  familiar 
with  the  case  of  two  burghs — one  a 
Royal  burgh  with  upwards  of  4,000 
inhabitants,  and  the  other  a  police  burgh 
with  nearly  4,000.  Each  has  a  perfectly 
distinct  municipality  and,  to  all  intents 
and  purposes,  they  are  quite  distinct 
and  separate  towns.  Without  this 
clause,  they  would,  under  the  Bill,  be 
treated  as  one,  and,  having  a  population 
of  7,000,  would  not  be  merged  in  the 
county.  It  is  the  desire  of  both,  how- 
ever, that  they  should  be  treated 
separately.  The  wording  of  the  clause 
might  perhaps  be  improved ;  but  I  am 
content  to  allow  it  to  pass  as  it  stands 
at  present. 

Question  put  and  agreed  to. 
Clause  added. 

New  Clause  (Application  of  Act  to 
County  of  Ross  and  Cromarty)— (/>r. 
Clark) — brought  up  and  read  the  first 
time. 
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Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Dr.  OLAlRK  :  Eoss  and  Cromarty  are 
the  only  two  adjoining  counties  which 
will  continue  to  be  conjoined.  I  am 
rather  sorry  that  Oromarty  should  be 
wiped  out  in  this  fashion,  but  I  suppose 
it  is  too  small  to  have  an  independent 
existence,  and  I  will  not  oppose  the 
clause. 

*Dr.  McDonald  (Ross  and  Cro- 
marty) :  I  have  heard  of  no  objection 
from  anyone  in  the  county  to  this 
proposal,  and  apparently  it  would  be 
impossible  to  work  the  two  counties  in 

any  other  manner,  as  you  have  little 
bits  of  one  dotted  over  the  other. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Other  New  Clauses  agreed  to. 

New  Clause  (Provision  for  special 
drainage  or  water  supply  districts,) — 
{Mr,  Barclay^) — brought  up,  and  read 
the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :     This 

subject  has    elicited    the  attention    of 

several  hon.  Members ;  and  I  think  the 

best  plan  is  to  accept  the  clause  just 
proposed,  and  to  add  at  the  end  some 
words  I  will  propose. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  add  at  the 
end  of  the  proposed  Clause^ 

"  And  the  assessments  in  respect  of  the 
drainage  water  supply  shall  be  levied  in  the 
same  manner  as  they  were  before  sach  district 
was  formed  into  a  burgh." — (Mr,  J.  P.  B, 
Robertson,) 

Question,  "That  those  words  be 
there  added,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  added  to  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR:  I  beg  to 
move  the  clause  which  stands  in 
my  name.  I  may  state  that  in  the 
cases  intended  to  be  dealt  with,  unless 


some  such  clause  as  this  were  passed,  the- 
parishes  so  situated  would  lack  repre- 
sentation on  the  Board  until  the  Boand- 
ary  Commissioners  had  decided  whiolL 
counties  they  should  attach  them  to. 

New  Clause  brought  up — 

<*  Where  the  roads  in  a  parish,  forming  part 
of  one  county,  are,  at  the  pasdnff  of  this  Act,, 
managed  and  maintained  bythn  Road  Trostees 
of  another  county  upon  the  Board  of  Road 
Trustees  of  which  the  said  parish  is  reprMented». 
the  said  parish  shall  continue  to  be  represented 
upon  the  Council  of  the  last-mentioned  ooon^ 
until  the  Boundary  Ck>mmissioner8  shaU. 
determine  of  which  county  the  said  parish 
shall  form  part,  and  if  any  county  is  not- 
divided  into  districts  for  such  purposes,  eadk 
parish  in  the  county  shall  be  entitled  to  elect 
two  representatives  to  the  County  Road  Board 
in  the  manner  provided  in  Section  13  of  '  The- 
General  Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland)  Aot,. 
1878/  '*—{Mr,  J,  B.  Balfour,) 

Clause  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,. 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  J.   P.  B.  ROBERTSON:    Thfr 

suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 

G-entleman  is  one  that  is  desenring  of 

careful  attention,  as  these   anomalooa 

districts  present  a  great  puzzle.     The 

matter  is  one  which,  I  think,  had  better 

be  postponed  for  further  oonsiderfttioii 
on  Report,  as  to  which  I  will  take  care 
that  adequate  notice  is  given. 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  quite^ 

satisfied  with  the  statement  of  the  right 

hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  and  there- 
fore will  ask  leave  to  withdraw  th» 
proposal. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Dr.  CLARK :  I  now  beg  to  propose 
the  clause  which  stands  on  the  Paper  in 
my  name,  and  the  object  of  which  is  to 
permit  the  Islands  of  Lewis  and  Hanis^ 
Uist  and  Skye  to  be  formed  into  a 
separate  county.  I  would  point  oat 
that  if  this  new  county  were  formed  it 
would  be  much  larger  in  area  than  that 
which  is  represented  by  the  right  hon- 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  has  charge 
of  thjB  Bill,  and  will  have  four  times  the 
population  of  that  county.    It  will  also 
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have  a  much  larger  population  than  the 

Counties  of  Oaithness  and  Sutherland 

combined,  and  would  contain  a  class  of 

people  who  are  separate  and  distinct, 

and  who   have   all   the  characteristics 

the    Boundary   Gomoiissioaers    are    to 

ofmsider  in  regard  to  the  question  of 

representation.      The  adoption   of  this 

proposal  would  take  these  large  islands 

out  of  the  two  adjoining  counties  on  the 

main  land  where  the  County  Councils 

will  have  to  meet,  and  would  save  long 

journeys  to   and  fro  to  the  places  of 

meeting.     In  regard  to  the  q^e8tion  of 

roads,  the  people  of  these  islands  have, 
as  the  Committee  is  aware,  suffered  very 
much,  having  been  compelled  to  pay 
the  ordinary  road  rates,  although  no 
roads  have  been  made  for  the  repair  or 
maintenance  of  which  rates  could  be 
charged.  From  every  point  of  view 
it  would  be  better  to  have  these 
islands  placed  in  the  position  of 
a  separate  county  for  local  purposes 
than  to  keep  them  as  they  are  associated 
with  the  counties  on  the  mainland.  If 
they  are  to  be  retained  in  their  present 
position,  it  will  scarcely  be  possible  for 
them  to  be  properly  represented  on  the 
County  Councils.  I  should  like  to  hear 
what  the  Government  have  to  say  on  the 
matter. 

New  Clause  (Application  of  Acts  to 
certain  islands  in  Ross  and  Inverness,) 
— (Dr.  C/flTit,)— brought  up,  and  read 
the  First  Time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  Second 
Time." 

Mb.  J.  P.  B. ROBERTSON :  The  Com- 
mittee will  probably  remember  that  only 
yesterday  the  hon.  Member  for  Ross- 
shire  (Dr.  Macdonald)  made  a  proposal 
to  the  effect  that  the  Island  of  Lewis 
should  form  a  separate  county  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Bill ;  and  I  must  say 
that  I  was  not  struck  with  the  earnest- 
ness or  zeal  with  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man brought  forward  that  proposition, 
nor  with  the  amount  of  energy  with 
which  it  was  pressed,  which  was  any- 
thing but  that  which  he  usually  displays. 

VOL.  CCCXXXYil.  [thibd  bbbiss.] 


16,  1889}        (Scatlani)  ^e.  Bill.         590 

The  hon.  Member  for  Invemessshire 
(Mr.  Fraser- Mackintosh)  put  on  the 
Paper  a  similar  proposal  for  welding  these 
islands  into  a  county  similarly  isolated ; 
but  the  hon.  Gentleman  took  the  more 
distinct  course  of  staying  away.  To- 
night the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark)  has  brought 
forward    a    proposal    to    combine    the 

fortunes  of  all  these  islands  under  the 
administrative  arrangements  of  one 
county.  I  do  not  think  the  Committee 
will  be  well  disposed  towards  a  proposal 
of  this  kind.  There  is  no  doubt  that 
these  islands  have  their  difficulties  ;  but 
I  think  it  better  that  they  should  be 
shared  with  the  counties  with  which 
they  are  at  present  associated,  and  that 
it  is  most  undesirable  that  they  should 
be  cut  adrift  in  the  manner  suggested. 

♦Dr.  MoDONALD  :  My  only  objec- 
tion to  this  proposal  is  that  the  county 
it  would  create  would  be  far  too  large. 
The  Lord  Advocate  has  given  certain 
general  reasons  as  to  why  these  islands 
should  not  be  formed  into  a  separate 
county ;  but  he  has  not  ventured  to 
allude  to  the  size  of  the  islands,  and  the 
great  distances  the  representatives  of 
the  people  will  have  to  travel  if  they 
are  compelled  to  go  to  Inverness  and 
Dingwall  to  attend  the  meetings  of  the 
County  Councils.  Let  us  take  the  case 
of  a  journey  from  the  Island  of  Uist  to 
Inverness.  From  that  island  the  Coun- 
cillors would  have  to  walk  or  ride  about 
40  miles  by  road,  after  that  they  would 
have  to  cross  by  packet  or  sailing  boat 
to  Skye,  which  would  take  about  half  a 
day ;  then  they  must  cross  Skye,  about 
23  miles,  to  Strome  Ferry,  a  journey  of 
several  hours,  and  so  proceed  to  Inver- 
ness. The  result  would  be  that  it  would 
take  from  four  to  five  days  for  anyone 
fr^m  the  Island  of  Uist  to  attend  a  meet- 
ing of  the  County  Council  at  Inverness. 
How,  I  ask,  is  it  to  be  expected  that  men 
can  be  got  to  make  the  sacrifices  of  time 
and  money  involved  in  journeys  such  as 
these  ?  It  is  said  that  if  this  proposal 
be  adopted,  the  people  of  these  islands 
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i^uld  not  add  to  th«  nnmber  of  the 
counties  in  Scotland,  because  we  have 
already  reduced  the  number  hj  one,  so 
tbat  if  we  add  the  county  nov  proposed 
there  will  be  no  real  alteratton.  I  can 
imdetstaad  the  reason  why  the  Inver- 
nesB  people  are  anxious  to  hare  the 
ialande  formed  into  a  separate  oounty, 
and  that  is  that  they  consider  it 
unfair  that  they  should  be  saddled 
^th  the  poverty  of  the  islanda. 
These  islands  would  have  to  be  dealt 
vith  in  an  exceptional  manner,  but  it 
would  be  unfair  that  the  exoeptionat 
burden  should  be  put  upon  Invernesa- 
nhire  and  Bosssbire ;  it  should  fall  upon 
Scotland  generally.  The  matter  is  one 
irell  tforthy  of  consideration.  Under 
present  circumstances  it  is  quite  imprac- 
ticable that  these  islanda  should  be  repre- 
sented at  all.  Unless  it  be  some  fish- 
surer  the  people  have  really  neither  the 
timaa  nor  the  means  to  go  these  lone 
distsnces  to  attend  the  meetings.  If 
you  cannot  improve  the  management  of 
these  districts,  when  disturbances  are 
likely  to  occur,  then  the  benefit  of  this 
Local  Government  measure  will  be  lost. 


will  be  left  in  a  state  of  isolation ;  but  it 
is  clear  on  the  other  hand  that,  as  far  as 
representation  is  concerned,  the  islands 
will  be  completely  isolated  if  some  such 
proposition  is  not  agreed  to. 

Db.  glare  :  The  Commissioners  of 
Supply  of  the  County  of  Inverness  have 
strongly  urged  this  proposal,  and  one  of 
those  gentlemen  went  so  far  as  to  say 
that  if  it  were  carried  they  would  re- 
commend that  the  sum  coming  to  Inver- 
ness as  one  of  the  counties  under  the 
Crofters  Act  should  be  given  to  the 
islands,  Lewis  and  Skye  being  at  present 
portions  of  the  County  of  Inverness. 
Under  existing  circumstances,  it  would 
be  physically  impossible  for  anyone  who 
could  not  afford  to  give  ten  days  once  a 
month  to  that  duty  to  attend  the  meet- 
ings of  the  County  Counoils;  whereas 
if  my  proposal  were  cairied,  and  the 
County  Council  meetings  were  held  in 
Skye,  that  would  be  a  central  apot  to 
which  the  Councillors  could  easily  get. 
If  this  clause  be  rejected  it  will  be 
utterly  impossible  for  the  people  of  the 
islands  to  be  represented  at  all.  The 
great  bullc  of  the  people  of  these  islands 
are  strongly  in  favour  of  this  clause. 

Mb.  CALDWELL:  I  think  there  is 
more  to  be  said  in  favour  of  this 
clause  than  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  seems  to 
thick.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  it 
is  absolutely  necessary  that  the  people 
of  these  islanda  should  send  representa- 
tives to  the  County  Council,  and  the 
social  position  of  those  whom  they  would 
elect  is  such  that  they  would  not  be  able 
to  bear  the  expenaea  of  repeated  joumeyH 
to  and  from  the  mainland  and  the  long 
severance  from  their  business  which  sucli 
journeys  would  involve.  There  can  be 
no  doubt,  moreover,  that,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  people  who  are  most  deeply  con- 
cerned in  this  matter,  it  would  be  far 
more  conveniont  for  them  and  more  con- 
ducive to  their  interests  in  every  way  if 
these  islands  were  formed  into  one 
separate  county.  Such  an  arrangement 
Sr.  MoJDonald 


Mr.  BUCHANAN  :  Sir,  unless  some 
such  Amendment  as  this  is  carried,  it  is 
quite  impossible  that  the  inhabitants  of 
these  islands  can  have  representation. 
The  other  argument  I  have  to  bring 
forward  is  this — that  you  have  a  preoe- 
dent  for  the  course  suggested  by  the 
English  Act,  under  which  several  coun- 
ties were  divided  up — Yorkshire,  Sussex, 
Cambridgeshire,  and  some  other  ooun- 
tiea.  Special  provision  was  made  in 
the  English  Bill  for  the  Soilly  Isles— 
which  are  not  separated  by  such  a 
stretch  of  sea  as  are  Skye  and  the  Outer 
Hebrides — for  the  purposes  of  the 
County  L'ouncil.  If  you  wish  to  benefit 
the  population  of  the  Western  Hebrides 
you  are  bound  to  accept  some  moh 
measure  as  is  proposed. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  91 ; 
Noes  150.— (Div.  List,  No.  216.) 

Uk.  J.  P.  B.  BOBEBTSON:  I  ban 
now  to  move  that  the  Local  G 
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(Sootland)  Bill  and  the  Local  Govern- 
ment (Scotland)  Supplementary  Provi- 
sions Bill  be  consolidated  in  one  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*•  That  the  Local  Government  (Scotland) 
Bill  and  the  Local  Government  (Scot- 
land) Supplementary  Provisions  Bill 
be  consolidated  in  one  Bill." 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bills  consolidated  into  Local  Govern- 
ment (Scotland)  Bill. 

Consolidated  Bill  reported  ;  Bill  re- 
committed in  respect  of  Glauses  19  and 
27,  and  of  certain  New  Clauses  to  be 
proposed  in  lieu  thereof  and  a  Schedule. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    SCOTLAND 

(RE-COMMITTED)     BILL. 

[Consolidated  from  Local  Gk)vemineiit 
(Scotland)  Bill  and  Local  Govemmont  (Scot- 
land) Supplementary  Provisions  Bill.] 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Amendment  proposed,  Clause  19, 
page  10,  line  29,  omit  Sub- section  3. 

Db.  CLAEK  :  In  order  to  afford  the 
Government  an  opportunity  of  explain- 
ing the  course  they  intend  to  take,  and 
how  they  propose  to  apportion  the  Pro- 
bate Duty,  I  beg  to  move,  Sir,  that  you 
do  now  report  Prog^ress. 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order !  It 
would  be  rather  irregular  to  make  such 
a  statement  on  a  Motion  to  report  Pro- 
gress. 

♦The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.):  Perhaps  I  can  satisfy  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  knows,  I  think,  that, 
under  the  concessions  made  by  the 
Gt)vemment  in  the  course  of  the 
earlier  discussions,  the  sums  to  be 
allocated  in  relief  of  school  fees  in 
Scotland  were  largely  increased.  As 
the  matter  now  stands,  the  sum  of 
£246,500  will  fall  to  be  applied  for  that 
purpose  out  of  the  total  derived  from 
the  Probate  Duty  and  License  Duty, 
aware  that  this  will  go  a  very  long  way, 
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That  sum  will  be  employed  under  a 
Minute  of  the  Scotch  Education  Depart- 
ment in  relief  of  fees,  and  for  that  pur- 
pose alone.  The  Committee  is  probably 
if  not  the  whole  way,  towards  covering 
the  amount  required  to  free  the  first  £ve 
standards.  I  do  not  know  that  it  is 
necessary  to  go  into  the  figures  more 
minutely,  and  all  I  need  add  is  some 
information  with  regard  to  the  contri- 
bution of  the  present  year.  This  year, 
instead  of  the  £246,500  which  will  in 
future  years  be  allocated,  there  will  only 
be  a  sum  of  £169,000.  That  will  be 
payable  at  the  end  of  the  financial  year 
in  relief  of  school  fees,  but  those  fees 
will  only  be  dealt  with  from  October  1 . 

The  £169,000,  therefore,  will  go  towards 
recouping  the  school  managers  in  the 
various  counties  and  burghs  of  Scotland 
for  the  amount  that  they  will  lose  by 
the  remission  of  fees  from  October  1 
next.  This  amount  of  £169,000  is  more 
than  half  the  annual  sum  which  will 
have  to  be  provided  in  future  years; 
but,  of  course,  it  is  well  that  the  managers 
should  be  started  with  some  balance  in 
hand,  and  the  allowance,  so  far  as  this 
year  is  concerned,  is  on  a  somewhat 
more  liberal  scale  than  will  be  the  case 
in  succeeding  years.  If  hon.  Members 
have  any  other  questions  to  ask  I  shall 
be  happy  to  give  all  the  information  in 
my  power. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  19,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  20,  21,  22,  23,  24,  25,  86,  and 
27  omitted. 

New  Clause  (Local  Taxation  Licenses) 
read  first  and  second  time,  and  added  to 
the  Bill. 

New  Clause  (Grant  of  portion  of  Pro- 
bate Duty  after  31st  March,  1890,)— 
{Ths  Lord  Advocate^) — brought  up,  and 
read  the  first  and  second  time. 

Mr.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,N.) :  I  have 
a  small  Amendment  to  suggest  in  this 
new  clause.  In  the  first  place,  I  may  say 
I  hold  that  the  new  clause  is  a  great 
improvement  on  the  clause  for  which  it 
is    substituted.       I     think     that    the 
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Me.  "W.   p.    SINCLAIR   (Falkiik, 
ic.)  Before  we  part  witU  the  Bill  I 
lihould   like  oae   or   two  points  with 
respect  to  the  allocation  of  the  balasoe 
of     the     Probate     Duties     grant     to 
educational  purposes  to  be  cleared  up. 
The  other  d^y  the  Lord  Advocate  stated, 
in  answer  to  a  question  I  put  to  hint) 
that  the    total    amoant  of   the   funds 
av^lable  for  the  freeing  of  the  compul- 
sory   standards    was   £265,000.      The 
amount  that  is  allocated  now  is  £246,000. 
The  small  balance  must  be  provided  for 
from  some  Bouree.     I  presume  it  wil| 
have  to  come  from  the  rates.    Is  it  quite 
clear  that  there  ia  legal  authority  for 
applying  monies  derived  from  the  rates 
to  the  freeing  of  education?     Again, 
without  desiring  to  anticipate  the  dis- 
r;u88ion  that  will  probably  arise  on  an 
.Amendment  on  the  Paper,  I  should  like 
lo  ask  what  the  effect  of  the  abolition  of 
ichoolfees  will  be  on  the  9d.  limit?  Itia 
known  that  theOovernment  grant  cannot 
be  obtained  by  schools  unless  the  aver^ 
of  fees  is  not  over  9d.  for  the  entire 
school.     The  average  of  9d.  is  obtained 
by  high  fees  in  some  olasses  and  low 
Fees  in  other  classes ;  and  I  wish  to  know 
whether  the  abolition  of  the  fees  in  the 
lower  standards  will  take  away  the  baus 
upon  which  the  9d.  limit  is  oaloulated? 
Iq  coDolusion,  I  desire  to  join  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Stirling  Burghs  in   thanking  the 
Government  for    the   great  oonoewion 
thev  have  made  to  Soottish  opinion  and 
sentiment.     I  feel  sure  the  Government 
will,  in  the  long  run,  reap  the  benefit  of 
the  course  they  have  adopted. 
•Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  know 
that  we  can  with  advantage  enter  into 
the  minutia  of  the  Government  propoaal 
at  this  stage.    I  will  merely  repeat  that 
the  sum  of  £245,000  is  to  be  used  fiw 
the  purpose  of  diminishing  Bohool  fees; 
but  there    is    no    proposal  which  tha 
Qovemment  has  in  contemplation  whidl 
will  throw  a  fresh  burden  upon  the  rates 
or  upon  any  Imperial  sonroe. 

Ma.  BUCHANAN:    I   should   IUm 
some  information  as  to  the  seotioim- 


sum    offered    by    the    Qovemment   is 

after  all  infinitesimal ;  but  surely  it 
would  bo  very  much  better  that  the 
County  Councils  should  have  a  free 
hand  in  the  distribution  of  it.  If  this 
concession  ia  not  granted,  it  will  only  be 
opening  the  flood-gates  for  applications 
for  assistance  to  the  Government  for 
various  public  purposes. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  159; 
Noes  104— (Div.  List,  No.  217.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  added  to  the  Bill." 

•Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN  : 
On  this  question  it  is  only  right  1  should 
express  our  satisfaction— as  far  as  I  am 
acquainted  with  the  feelings  of  my 
friends  around  me — at  the  way  in  which 
the  Government  have  dealt  with  this 
difficult  question,  and  our  thanks  for  tht? 
substantial  concessions — I  do  not  wish  to 
use  the  word  "  concession  "  in  any  offen- 
sive sense — which  the  Government  have 
made  to  us  in  regard  to  this  matter. 
There  were  two  points  about  which  we 
were  especially  anxious.  In  the  first 
place,  we  were  ansious  that  the  largest 
sum  of  money  that  could  be  obtained 
should  be  devoted  to  the  purpose  of 
relieving  the  people  from  the  payment 
of  school  fees  ;  and,  in  the  second  place, 
we  were  opposed  to  the  original  prO' 
posal  that  the  Licence  Duties  should 
be  left  in  the  hands  of  the  Local 
Authority,  thereby,  as  many  people 
in  Scotland  thought,  giving 
Local  Authorities  too  direct  an  interest 
in  the  increase  of  those  licences  and 
producing  evils  which  would  be  greatly 
deplored.  The  Government  have  suc- 
ceeded in  finding  a  way  out  of  this  diffi 
culty,  and  at  the  same  time  of  granting 
what  we  desired  in  respect  to  the  relief 
of  school  fees.  It  is  quite  possible  there 
may  be  points  in  this  clause  and  in  the 
scheme  of  the  Government  which  we 
may  find  to  be  opeu  to  criticism  when 
we  have  had  a  longer  opportunity  ot 
examining  them  ;  yet  I  am  sure  that,  in 
the  main,  the  concession  of  the  Govern- 
ment will  be  received  with  the  greatest 
satisfaction  in  Scotland. 
Dr.  McDonald 
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lating  to  pauper  lunatics.  Are  we  to 
understana  that,  in  future,  the  sums 
eranted  in  aid  of  pauper  lunatics  are  to 
be  fixed  ? 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  ambiguity  in  the 
clause.  It  provides  for  the  sum  of 
£155,000  being  devoted  to  this  purpose. 

Mb.  W.  p.  SINCLAIR :  I  understand 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  that  there  is  no 
intention  of  throwing  any  further  burden 
upon  either  Imperial  resources  or  upon 
the  rates.  If  the  £246,000  is  not  suffi- 
cient to  free  all  the  compulsory  standards 
the  balance  must  be  found  from  some 
quarter.  If  from  the  rates,  are  the 
dovemment  satisfied  that  there  is  statu- 
tory power  to  allow  the  ratepayers* 
money  to  be  applied  in  this  way  ? 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:   The  Govern- 

ment  do  not  propose  to  alter  the  law 

with    regard  to    the    power   of  school 

districts  to  rate  themselves,  or  to  make 
any  enactments  which  will  compel  any 
school  district  to  use  the  funds  at 
its  disposal  for  the  purpose  of  making 
up  any  deficiency  left  after  the  grant 
has  been  exhausted  in  the  manner  I 
have  indicated,  jl  would  remind  my 
hon.  Friend  that  in  such  large  districts 
as  Glasgow,  on  whom  the  financial 
strain  to  which  he  alludes  especially 
comeSy  power  is  given  to  enable  the 
Authorities  to  set  up  fee-paying  schools. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Glause  added. 

New  Glauses  (As  to  Secretary  of  Scot- 
land's power  respecting  efficiency  of 
police),  (Supplementary  provisions  as 
to  Local-  Taxation  Account  and  Ex- 
chequer Contributions  Account),  read 
the  first  and  second  time,  and  added  to 
the  Bill. 

New  Clause  (Payment  of  school  fees 
from  certain  endowments),  brought  up, 
and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  :  This  is  a  very 
important  clause,  and  I  hope  the  Govern- 


ment will  not  press  it  in  a  hurry :  it 
raises  the  whole  question  of  applying 
the  funds  of  the  needy  poor  to  higher 
education.  In  the  case  of  a  trust  in  my 
constituency,  it  was  proposed  to  devote 
the  money  to  higher  education.  We 
succeeded  in  our  resistance  to  the  ap- 
plication, and  the  result  was  that  a  new 
scheme  was  made,  and  a  considerable 
amount  was  allocated  to  the  purposes 
of  elementary  education.  If  this  money 
is  to  be  devoted  to  higher  education, 
and  nothing  else,  great  dissatisfaction 
will  be  created  in  the  constituency  I 
represent.  At  the  time  the  endowment 
was  made-^[  Criei  of ''  Time."]  This  is 
a  very  important  cJ  ause.  If  the  Govern  - 
ment  are  willing  to  give  it  up,  or  to 
modify  it,  I  shall  be  exceedingly  pleased 
to  desist  in  my  opposition. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  :  It  is  of  the  greatest 
importance  we  should  get  this  stage  of 
the  Bill  to-night.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  have  ample  opportunity  on  the 
Report  stafi^e  to  discuss  this  point. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

New  Clause  (Compensation  to  certain 
teachers  for  loss  of  <»chool-f  ees),  brought 
up,  and  read  the  fii  t  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  J,  P,  B,  Bobertson,) 

*Mr.  ESSLEMONT  :  I  should  like  to 
know  whether  there  is  any  chance  of 
School  Boards  having  any  trouble  as  to 
remuneration  in  case  of  a  change  of 
teachers  ? 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  fear  of  that.  The 
intention  is  to  carry  forward  the  rule 
laid  down  in  the  Act  of  1872,  and  that 
rule  provides  that  the  teacher  shall  not 
stand  in  the  way  of  any  modification  of 
the  arrangement  of  the  school,  but 
should  be  entitled  to  compensation. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  added. 

New  Clauses  (Amendment  as  to  fix- 
ing school  fees),  (Payment  of  school 
fees  by  parochial  boards),  read  first 
and  second  time,  and  added  to  the 
BiU. 
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(No.  307.) 

Order  for  oonsideivtion  of  Bill, 
amended,  read. 


Mil  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.)  :  The 
Amendment  which  I  propoee  to  more  Ib 
one  which  relates  to  the  oonadtation  of 
the  proposed  University  Court.  I  have 
placed  on  the  Paper  what  are  real  j 
three  consequentiai  Amendments,  but 
the  decision  of  the  House  upon  the 
first  will  be  conclusive  in  regard  to  the 
other  two.  The  Universitj  Court,  as  it 
is  proposed  to  be  constituted,  is  one  in 
which  the  professors  will,  under  ordinary 
oixcumstances,  have  a  governing  voice. 
It  is  to  consist,  nominally,  of  14  mem- 
bers, but  practically  of  13,  and  an 
ayerage  attendance  of  nine  or  ten  is 
about  as  much  as  can  be  expected.  Out 
of  those  nine  or  ten  who  will  be  actually 
present,  under  ordinary  circumstances, 
there  will  be  no  fewer  than  five  pro- 
fessors, including  the  principal,  so  that 
at  an  ordinary  meeting  of  the  University 
Ck>urt  tiie  professors  will  really  have  a 
majorit]^  That  is  not  the  only  point, 
because  the  assessors,  although  nomi- 
nated by  the  Chancellor,  are  in  many 
of  the  universities  practically  selected 
by  the  professors ;  so  that  even  suppos- 
ing the  representatives  of  the  University 
Oonrt  were  to  be  of  a  class  that  might 
bediqpoeed  not  to  be  entirely  subservient 

VOL.  OOOXXXYin.  [third  ss&us.] 


to  the  professors,  the  professorial  body 
would  really  have  it  all  their  own  way. 
We  know  from  past  experience  that 
that  has  been  the  case,  and  that  the 
University  Court  has  been  entirelj 
dominated  in  the  interests  of  the  pro- 
fessors. I  have  no  kind  of  antipathy  to 
the  professors,  but  what  I  object  to  is 
to  give  a  preponderating  voice  and  vote 
to  the  professors  in  this  parti,  ular  body. 
The  reason  of  that  is  that  the  University 
Court  has  no  ground  for  its  existence, 
and  no  object  in  the  world  except  U> 
control  the  professors.  Therefore,  we 
are  in  this  ridiculous  position — that  we 
are  to  establish  a  University  Court 
on  the  assumption  that  somebody  is 
required  to  control  the  professors,  and 
then  upon  the  controlling  body  we  aro 
asked  to  place  for  all  practical  purposes 
a  majority  of  professors.  What  are  the 
functions  which  this  University  Court  is 
to  perform?  It  is  only  necessary  to 
look  into  them  to  see  how  intolerable 
and  absurd  it  would  be  to  give  the  pro- 
fessors a  preponderating  voice.  One  of 
the  functions  is  to  review  the  decisions 
of  the  Senatus  Academicus.  After  pro- 
viding an  appeal  the  Bill  proceeds  to 
appoint  an  appellate  body  in  which  the 
preponderating  and  governing  voice  is 
that  of  the  professors  themselves.  There 
is  another  function  of  the  University 
Court  which  is  of  the  greatest  possible 
importance.  I  mean  the  appointment  of 
examiners,  to  see  that  fair  play  is  g^ven 
to  the  different  classes  of  candidates  for 
the  various  degrees  conferred  by  the 
University.  It  is  most  important,  if  we 
are  to  have  examiners  at  all  from  the 
outside,  that  they  should  be  independent 
examiners  who  do  not  owe  their  position 
to  the  influence  which  it  is  their  business 
to  control.  Perhaps  I  mav  be  allowed 
to  refer  upon  this  point  to  the  Universltj 
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of  Edinburgh.  Th^re  is  a  degree  granted 
by  the  University  called  the  '*  B.  D." 
degree.  With  rare  exceptions  the  Uni- 
versity Court  appoints  as  examiner  a 
divine  of  the  Established  Church,  and 
consequently  the  control  of  the  examina- 
tions is  practically  in  the  hands  of  the 
Professors  of  Divinity  for  the  time 
being.  In  most  cases  the  notes  of  the 
professors'  lectures  are  made  the  texts 
of  examination,  and  those  persons  who 
have  not  attended  the  Divinity  lectures 
have  had  to  encounter  serious  obstacles 
which  have  not  confronted  those  who 
have  attended  the  lectures.  Everyone 
who  has  watched  the  Scotch  Universities 
during  the  last  20  years  must  know  that 
the  professorial  element  is  supreme,  and 
that  practically  the  examiners  are  ap- 
pointed by  the  professors,  which  means 
that  the  very  man  appointed  to  watch 
the  watchman  is  himself  appointed  by 
the  watchman.  That  is  bad  enough 
now,  but  under  this  Bill  things  are 
made  ten  times  worse.  What  was  for- 
merly an  overpowering  influence  will 
become  an  absolutely  irresistible  and 
controlling  influence.  It  is  not  a  Bill 
that  is  calculated  to  improve  the 
education  in  the  Universities,  or  to 
do  much  good  to  education  itself, 
but  it  consolidates  and  confirms 
the  power  of  the  professors,  whose  con- 
trol of  the  Universities  has  already  been 
the  subject  of  much  just  animadversion. 
The  University  Court  is  the  body  which 
governs  the  whole  of  the  University  as 
an  Appeal  Court,  and  the  constitution 
of  that  Court  involves  iu  reality  the 
whole  question  of  the  government  of 
the  University.  Under  the  Bill  as  it 
now  stands,  the  popular  representation 
which  formerly  existed  has  been,  com- 
paratively speaking,  much  diminished. 
One  of  the  good  things  in  the  Scottish 
Universities  hitherto  has  been  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  rector  and  the  rector's 
assistant  by  the  students.  At  present 
the  rector  and  his  assistant  form  one- 
third  of  the  Court,  but  as  the  Court  is 
now  proposed  to  be  constituted  they 
will  only  form  one- fourteenth.  The 
power  of  the  students  is  reduced  to  an 
insignificant  fraction,  while  the  vested 
interest  of  the  professors,  in  their  own 
comfort,  convenience,  and  sometimes  in 
their  own  indolence,  is  multiplied  by 
four.  I  think  that  I  should  be  wanting 
in  my  duty  if  I  did  not  use  every 
influence  in  my  power  to  prevent  the 

Mr.  Hunter 


Court  from  being  so  badly  oonstitated 
as  to  be  able  to  obstruct  eduoation,  and 
promote  only  the  vested  and  selfish 
interests  of  the  professors.  I  maintain 
that  to  give  this  governing  and  contiol- 
ling  power  to  the  professorial  element 
is  perfectly  monstrous.  I  have  no 
doubt  the  answer  of  the  Lord  Advocate 
will  be  that  the  professors  and  principals 
together  are  only  five  out  of  14.  That 
is  true,  but  they  are  five  who  will 
always  be  on  the  spot,  and,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  total  number  is  really  18, 
and  not  14. 

An  Hon.  Member:  There  are  tlie 
affiliated  colleges. 

Mr.  HUNTER:  The  affiliated  col- 
leges do  not  at  present  exist,  antl  when 
they  are  affiliated  they  will  send  pro- 
fessors also,  who  will  simply  strengthen 
the  professorial  element.  The  five 
professors,  out  of  a  body  consisting  of 
14,  will  be  a  solid  body,  always  united 
and  acting  steadily  together  for  the 
promotion  of  their  own  interests.  The 
remainder,  all  told,  are  only  nine;  they 
are  a  fluctuating  body,  several  of  whom 
in  all  probability  will  rarely  be  present 
at  the  meetings  of  the  Court.  I  beg  to 
move  the  Amendment  which  stands  in 
my  name. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  2,  line  87, 
to  leave  out  the  words  '*  three  assessors,'' 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  *'  one  asses- 
sor."— {Mr,  HunttrJ) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
*  three   assessors '   stand    part    of    the 
BiU." 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W. ) :  I  cannot  say  that  I  have 
been  entirely  convinced  by  the  argu- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend.  In  fact,  the 
concluding  part  of  his  speech  answered 
the  first,  because,  after  all,  he  showed 
that  the  professors  are  to  form  a  small 
part  only  of  the  University  Court.  In 
the  University  of  Edinburgh  there  are 
nine  representatives  who  may  be  said 
to  be  popularly  appointed,  and  only  fiye 
who  represent  the  professorial  element. 
My  hon.  Friend  implies  that  the  nine 
will  absent  themselves  and  do  their  duty 
imperfectly,  but  I  think  that  those  who 
have  to  elect  the  members  of  the  Oourt 
will  take  care  that  the  persons  they 
select  are  persons  who  will  properly  dis- 
charge the  duties,  and  who  will  attend  on 
all  fitting  occasions.  Considering  the  work 
which  seven  professors  have  to  do,  and 
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the  g^eat  stake  they  have  in  the  XJni- 
veraities.  together  with  the  fact  that  the 
Court  will  have  to  control  the  funds  and 
.the  property  of  the  Univeraities,  I  think 
there  is  every  reason  why  they  should 
be  substantially  represented  in  the 
Oourt,  and  be  able  to  watch  any  proceed- 
ings that  may  be  taken,  not  only  against 
the  University,  but  against  themselves. 
Therefore,  I  am  not,  on  the  whole,  dis- 
posed to  follow  my  hon.  Friend.  Men- 
tion has  been  made  of  the  election  of 
examiners.  So  far  as  the  appointment 
of  medical  examiners  is  concerned,  I  am 
of  opinion  that  the  appointment  has  in- 
variably been  a  good  one.  To  imagine 
that  the  Court  would  feel  the  slightest 
desire  to  perpetrate  a  job  is  altogether 
illusory,  and  the  gentlemen  selected  for 
examiners  are  invariably  unknown  to 
the  candidates.  Hitherto  the  work  of 
examination  has  been  extremely  well 
done.  For  these  reasons  I  am  in  favour 
of  the  three  assessors  proposed  by  the 
Bill,  and  I  do  not  think  that  it  will  ^ive 
a  preponderating  influence  in  the  Uni- 
versity Court  to  the  professorial  ele- 
ment. 
♦Mr.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  (Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities) :  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Aber- 
deenshire (Mr.  Hunter)  has  given  a 
somewhat  extraordinary  account  of  the 
object  of  this  Bill.  According  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  the  object  of  the  Bill  is  to 
strengthen  the  position  of  the  professors. 
Now,  the  real  object  of  the  Bill  is  to 
carry  out  certain  reforms  recommended 
by  the  last  University  Commission,  with 
the  light  which  has  been  thrown 
upon  tne  subject  since.  Its  object  is 
in  no  sense  to  strengthen  the  position  of 
the  professors.  My  hon.  Friend  seems  to 
have  a  very  low  opinion  of  the  motives 
of  the  professors.  He  says,  in  fact,  that 
their  only  object  is  their  own  personal 
interest  and  advancement.  Now  I  do 
not  know  what  should  make  a  professor 
so  much  worse  than  any  other  man, 
and  I  think  we  shall  find  in  the  Uni- 
versity Court,  as  it  is  proposed  to  be 
constituted,  that  we  shall  receive  very 
^eat  assistance  from  a  few  members  of 
that  despised  class.  My  hon.  Friend 
says  the  duty  of  the  Court  should  be  to 
'Control  the  professors,  but  the  great 
business  of  the  Court  is  to  administer 
the  affairs  of  the  University,  and  in 
doing  80  why  should  it  not  receive  the 
assistance  of  some  of  those  who  have 


had  the  chief  charge  hitherto  of  Uni- 
versity administration.  So  far  as  I 
am  aware  there  has  been  no  allegation 
that  the  affairs  of  the  Universities  have 
not  been  well  managed.  I  believe  that 
the  Bill  gives  full  security  against  any- 
thing in  the  shape  of  narrowness,  and 
that  the  Court  to  be  elected  under  it  will 
be  one  which  will  command  the  con- 
fidence of  the  country.  The  Court  will 
consist  of  15  members,  without  counting 
those  who  may  be  appointed  afterwards 
by  affiliated  colleges,  and  out  of  that 
number  there  will  only  be  five  professors. 
I  trust  that  the  Government  will  not 
accept  the  Amendment. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  115;  Noes 
37.— (Div.  List,  No.  218.; 

♦Mr.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL :  I  beg  to  move 
in  Clause  5,  page  2,  line  38,  after 
*'  colleges,"  to  insert  "  not  exceeding 
four  in  all."  The  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment is  to  replace  some  words  which 
were  removed  from  the  Bill  in  Com- 
mittee with  the  addition,  a  little  further 
on,  of  words  which,  to  a  certain  extent, 
will  modify  the  effect  of  this  Amendment. 
My  object  is  to  prevent  the  University 
Court  from  being  unnecessarily  large, 
and  also  to  prevent  it  from  becoming 
flooded  with  an  excess  of  one  particular 
element.  There  has  been  a  general 
complaint  that  the  University  Court,  as 
proposed  by  the  Bill,  is,  if  anything, 
somewhat  too  large  in  its  numbers,  and 
yet,  as  the  Bill  stands,  there  is  no 
limit  placed  upon  the  additional  repre- 
sentation of  colleges  which  may  be 
affiliated  to  the  Universities.  The  words 
which  I  propose  to  reintroduce  were  in 
the  Bill  of  last  year,  which  was  dis- 
cussed in  another  place.  That  Bill  was 
before  the  public  in  Scotland  during  the 
winter,  and  was  much  discussed  both  in 
the  Press  and  in  University  circles,  and 
at  meetings  of  the  General  Council.  At 
the  meeting  of  the  Glasgow  Council 
there  was  no  objection  to  the  limit  pro- 
posed in  the  Bill.  All  I  propose  now 
is  to  reintroduce  the  limitation  with  a 
provision  giving  power  to  the  Com- 
missioners, and  after  them  to  the  Uni- 
versities' Committee  of  Privy  Council, 
to  amend  the  limit  of  four  assessors  if 
special  circumstances  seem  in  any  in- 
stance to  require  it. 

Amendment    proposed,    in  page    2, 
line  38,  after  the  word  *'  number,"  to 
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insert  the  words  ''  not  exceeding  four 
in  all."— (i¥r.  J,  A,  Campbell) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  not  exceeding  four  in  all  '  be  there 
inserted." 

♦Mr.  C.  8.  PAEKER  (Perth) :  As  a 
matter  of  form  I  think  the  hon.  Member 
would  do  better  to  let  the  words  follow 
the  word  "number."  In  substance  I 
entirely  agree  with  the  argument  he  has 
used.  I  hope  the  House  will  understand 
that  the  effect  of  the  words  proposed 
would  not  be  to  reverse  the  decision  arrived 
at  in  Committee,  but  only  to  modify  it. 
There  is  nothing  in  the  Amendment  to  set 
bounds  to  the  representation  of  affiliated 
colleges  in  the  future,  the  only  question 
is  as  to  the  present.  While  we  are  in  a 
state  of  transition,  it  would  not  be  well  to 
disturb  the  balance  by  the  introduction 
of  this  new  element  in  such  proportions 
as  to  outnumber  the  representatives  of 
the  General  Council  or  of  the  Senate. 
The  Amendment  must  be  taken  in  con- 
nection with  a  proviso  which  is  to 
follow.  It  is  not  intended  by  my  hon. 
Friend  even  during  the  existence  of  the 
Commission  to  prevent  their  increasing 
the  number  beyond  four,  should  new 
circumstances  arise.  And  after  the  ex- 
piration of  the  Commission  he  would 
leave  the  Universities  Committee  free  to 
make  such  arrangements  for  the  repre- 
sentation of  affiliated  colleges  as  may 
be  found  expedient.  I  do  not  know 
what  may  be  the  opinion  of  hon. 
Members  who  are  Commissioners  on  the 
point,  or  whether  they  consider  them- 
selves at  liberty  to  express  an  opinion  ; 
but  so  far  as  I  have  had  any  communi- 
cation with  the  Commissioners  on  the 
subject,  I  believe  they  would  prefer, 
upon  the  whole,  not  to  have  the  power 
placed  in  their  hands  of  going  beyond 
the  number  of  four.  Because  if  they 
had  that  power,  and  if  it  should  happen 
that  more  than  four  colleges  should 
apply  for  affiliation,  they  would  find  it 
difficult  to  refuse  representation. 

*Mr.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.) :  I 
cannot  say  I  have  heard  anything  to  con- 
vince me  that  the  change  made  in  Com- 
mittee was  an  improper  one,  and  I  would 
much  prefer  to  leave  the  matter  as  it 
stands.  To  make  the  alteration  pro- 
posed will  discourage  the  affiliation  of 
colleges  beyond  the  number  of  four, 
because  when  that  number  of  colleges 
become  affiliated  any  other  colleges  who 


may  desire  affiliation  will  be  dis- 
couraged by  the  circumstance  that  thej 
cannot  get  a  thorough  representative 
of  their  own  interests  upon  the  Goyem- 
ing  University  body.  I  think  it  would 
be  very  much  better  to  leave  this  matter 
to  the  discretion  of  the  Commission  and 
the  University  Committee,  as  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  thought  it  better 
to  do.  I  have  heard  no  reason  advanced* 
why  we  should  go  back  from  the  posi« 
tion  arrived  at  in  Committee  after  due 
discussion. 

Mr.  J.  6.  BALFOUR  (Clackmannan^ 
&c.) :  I  hope  on  consideration  the  Gk>* 
vemment  will  accept  this  Amendment. 
The  scheme  of  the  Bill  in  regard  to  the 
University  Court  is  to  give  an  indication 
by  numbers  of  the  representation  of  the 
different  professors  and  interests,  and 
on  that  basis  the  Commissioners  have  a 
very  distinct  guide  as  to  what  they  shall 
do,  in  fact  more  than  a  Parliamentaiy 
indication  of  what  they  shall  do  as 
regards  all  the  other  interests.  I  admit 
there  is  a  difference  in  the  case  of 
affiliated  colleges,  for  it  is  impossible 
quite  to  know  how  many  colleges  may 
come  forward  and  in  course  of  time  be 
affiliated  ;  but  the  fact  of  this  being  un» 
determined  and  impossible  of  determina- 
tion seems  to  make  it  necessary  or 
advantageous  that  the  Commissioners  in 
the  performance  of  their  duty  should 
have  a  Parliamentary  guide  or  indication 
as  to  what  the  proportion  of  represen- 
tation of  affiliated  colleges  is  to  be. 
Now  there  is  a  proper  latitude  given  by 
Section  15,  but  this  does  seem  hardly 
enough,  because  if  they  do  not  get  some 
indication,  the  Commissioners  might  not 
be  aware  of  what  Parliament  did  or  did 
not  intend  under  certain  conditions,  and 
might  join  members  to  a  fixed  unalter- 
able body,  until  the  latter  become 
swamped  by  the  additions  from  the  out- 
side. I  think  then  it  is  desirable  there* 
should  be  some  indication  by  Parlia- 
ment. Then  what  should  that  indica- 
tion be?  The  hon.  Member  for  Glaa* 
gow  University  proposes  to  revert  to- 
the  number  of  four,  and  that  does  seem. 
to  me  a  fair  number  to  represent  the  ex* 
ternal  or  afRliated  interest.  It  should  not 
be  forgotten  that  the  term  affiliation 
which  is  used  has  an  interpretation 
which  is  not  altogether  sentimental. 
Those  colleges  will  be  daughters  or 
children  of  the  University,  their  Alma 
Mater.     That  is  the  idea;    and  thet^ 
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should  not  be  the  possibility  of  any  dread 
of  an  undue  or  preponderating  influence 
to  subvert  that  which  should  be  the 
right  of  the  fixed  body,  who  are  not 
elastic  like  the  others.  I  think  the 
House  will  do  well  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  RoBEBTsoN,  Bute) :  I  agree  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Perth  (Mr. 
O.  S.  Parker)  in  thinking  that  should 
the  House  proceed  to  adopt  the 
Amendment  that  would  not  in 
•any  sense  be  reversing  the  decision 
come  to  by  the  Committee  of  the 
House.  The  question  that  was  before 
the  Committee  was  this — whether 
there  should  be  a  fixed  and  final  number 
of  four,  or  whether  some  more  elastic 
power  should  be  conferred  on  the  Com- 
mission, such  as  is  presented  in  the  pro- 
posal of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Glasgow  University.  The  reason  that 
moved  the  Committee  to  put  the  Bill 
into  its  present  form  was  the  desire  that 
there  should  not  be  a  fixed  and  definite 
rule  that  would  exclude  further  repre- 
^eutation  of  the  affiliated  colleges  after- 
wards, should  the  number  of  these 
render  it  necessary  that  there  should  be 
a  change  in  the  representation.  I  say 
this  with  the  more  readiness  because  I 
was  a  party  to  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee. Had  this  AmeDdment  been  put 
before  the  Committee,  I  think  the  Com- 
mittee would  have  adopted  this  as  solving 
the  difficulty.  We  are  now  quite  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  CRAIG  8ELLAR  (Lanarkshire. 
Partick):  The  hon.  Member  for  Perth 
(Mr.  C.  S.  Parker)  said  he  did  not  know 
whether  those  who  are  nominated  to  the 
Commission  should  or  should  not  express 
an  opinion  on  this  matter  of  the  consti- 
tution of  the  University  Court.  For 
myself,  I  am  strougly  of  opinion  that  we 
whose  names  are  proposed  as  Commis- 
sioners ought  to  be  very  chary  as  to  what 
opinions  we  now  express  upon  matters 
that  will  come  before  us  for  con- 
sideration as  Commissioners  ;  but  this  is 
a  question  as  to  leaving  the  Commis- 
sioners with  discretion  in  this  matter. 
Speaking  for  myself,  and  for  those  of 
my  colleagues  on  the  proposed  Commis- 
sion with  whom  I  have  spoken  on  the 
subject,  we  should  very  much  pre- 
fer that  our  discretion  should  be 
limited    in     this    matter,      and     that 


for  many  reasons.  It  is  quite  obvious 
that  pressure  might  be  brought  to 
bear  upon  us  directly  or  indirectly  in 
this  matter  that  would  be  difficult  for 
us  to  withstand,  or  anyhow,  that  would 
be  embarrassing.  For  that  reason  I 
think  our  discretion  should  be  limited. 
A  more  important  reason  is  that  which 
has  just  been  referred  to— that  in  the 
case  of  all  the  other  representatives 
the  number  is  fixed,  and  I  cannot 
see  why  the  number  should  not  be 
fixed  on  this  point,  at  least  at  the 
beginning.  But  if  there  are  many 
coUeges  to  be  affiliated  the  pro- 
portion may  be  changed,  under  the 
proviso  to  enable  future  representatives 
to  be  appointed  in  course  of  time.  The 
opinion  of  the  Committee  was  that  the 
number  should  not  be  excessive,  and 
under  the  Amendment  the  number  will 
not  be  excessive.  For  these  and  other 
reasons  which  it  is  scarcely  necessary 
now  to  urge  I  hope  the  Amendment 
may  be  accepted. 

Mr.  F.  8.  POWELL  (Wigan^:  This 
is  one  of  the  few  parts  of  this  Scotch 
Universities  Bill  upon  which  an  English 
Member  may  be  permitted  to  express  an 
opinion  in  a  very  few  words.  I  hope 
that  in  future  some  of  the  colleges  that 
may  be  affiliated  may  be  situated  south 
of  the  Tweed,  in  England ;  and  it  seems 
to  me,  after  careful  consideration  of  this 
possibility,  that  the  colleges  should  not 
have  so  large  a  representation  as 
to  swamp  the  governing  body  of  a 
Scotch  institution.  I  do  not  think 
that  would  be  fair  to  the  Scotch 
University  or  jiist  to  the  Enelish 
colleges  who  become  associated  or 
affiliated,  for  they  would  desire  to  be- 
come associated  with  the  Scotch  Uni- 
versities as  they  are,  and  not  as  they 
may  become  changed  or  modified  by  a 
large  representation  of  English  colleges. 
On  this  ground,  and  in  the  behalf  of 
English  colleges  that  may  be  affiliated, 
I  hope  the  House  will  agree  to  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  BRYCB  (Aberdeen,  S.)  :  The 
hon.  Member  has  given  an  illustration 
that  appeals  very  forcibly  to  us,  as  a 
reason  why  this  Amendment  should  be 
accepted.  The  provisions  as  to  affilia- 
tion are  of  a  very  experimental  character. 
I  believe  it  had  not  occurred  to  any  of 
us  that  English  colleges  may  apply  for 
afliliation,  but  it  is,  I  admit,  perfectly 
possible  under  the  Bill ;  and  when  we 
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are  entering  upon  such  an  experimental 
course  as  affiliation,  it  is  undesirable 
to  excite  the  apprehension  of  a  possi- 
bility of  such  an  enlargement  of  the 
University  Court  in  such  a  way  as  has 
been  suggested ,  and  as  the  present  form 
of  the  Bill  would  permit.  I  would  also 
observe  that  under  the  powers  of  election 
given  to  the  General  Council  this  repre- 
sentation may  come  in. 

Mr.  Caldwell  (Glasgow,  St. 
BoUox) :  I  would  point  out  that  the 
power  of  the  Committee  to  admit  a 
number  of  representatives  is  the  same 
under  the  Bill  as  it  is  as  under  the 
Amendment,  taken  in  connection  with 
the  proviso.  There  is  no  limitation  of 
their  power  to  appoint  as  many  as  they 
think  fit.  All  that  the  Amendment 
suggests  or  indicates  is  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  Parliament,  the  number 
should,  as  far  as  possible,  be  restricted 
to  four  representatives  of  affiliated 
colleges.  The  Committee  will  have 
before  them  this  suggestion — that  it  is 
not  desirable  to  have  too  many  repre- 
sentatives, and  that  they  should  not 
throw  all  the  representation  upon  the 
first  affiliated  colleges,  but  take  into 
consideration  the  future  affiliations  that 
may  take  place. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  129  ; 
Noes  64.— (Div.  List,  No.  219.) 

♦Mr.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL :  My  next 
Amendment  is  not  important  now  that 
the  number  is  restricted,  and  I  do  not 
propose  to  move  it.  I  move  the  conse- 
quential Amendments  on  line  1 1,  page  3. 

Amendments  proposed  : — Clause  5, 
page  3,  line  11,  after  '*  number,"  insert 
'*  not  exceeding  four  in  all'' ;  line  24, 
after  '*  number,"  insert  ^'not  exceeding 
four  in  all "  ;  line  37,  after  **  number," 
insert  ^'  not  exceeding  four  in  all." 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

*Mr.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL :  I  now  beg 
to  move  the  insertion  of  the  proviso  by 
which  I  propose  to  give  power  to  the 
Commissioners,  and,  after  the  expira- 
tion of  their  powers,  to  the  University 
Committee  oi  the  Privy  Council,  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  representatives  of 
colleges,  if  special  circumstances,|in  their 
judgment,  seem  to  require  that  increase. 

Amendment  proposed.  Clause  5,  page 
3,  line  40,  before  "seven  members," 
insert — 

Mr.  £rpce 


**  Provided  always  that  the  total  number  of 
representatives  of  affiliated  colleges  in  the^ 
University  Court  of  any  University  may  be  in- 
creased by  tiie  Commissioners  or,  idter  the  ex- 
piration of  their  powers,  by  the  Universities 
Committee,  if,  in  their  opinion  reBpeotively^ 
special  circumstances  should  arise  to  require 
such  increase.*' 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendments  proposed  : — Clause  5r 
page  4,  lines  8  and  9,  leave  out  "in  the 
case  of  the  three  assessors  to  befirst  elected 
by  the  {General  Council "  ;  line  10,  after 
**  years,"  leave  out  to  **  body,"  in  line- 
13;  line  15,  after  **be."  insert  "nomi- 
nated or  "  ;  line  i!7,  leave  out  "  Ck>ai.- 
missioners,"  and  insert  "  assessors." 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

*Mr.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL :  I  now  beg- 
to  propose  to  delete  the  words  in  lines 
37  and  39  which  ^  ere  introduced  in  Com- 
mitkee  without  discussion.  The  pro- 
posal in  the  Bill  is  that  no  member  of" 
the  Seuatus  Academicus  shall  vote  or 
take  part  in  the  election  of  any  assessor 
of  the  General  Council.  The  members 
of  the  Senatus  Academicus  are  mem- 
bers of  the  General  Council;  but  ia 
this  sentence  they  are  selected  for  dis- 
franchisement for  no  particular  cause.. 
It  appears  to  me  a  very  invidious  and 
unnecessary  provision,  and  it  is  difficult 
to  see  why  they  should  be  selected  for 
this  particular  disfranchisement.  It: 
may  oe  said  that  they  elect  assessors 
from  the  Senatus  Academicus  to  the* 
Court  themselves,  and  that  members  of 
the  General  Council  take  no  part  in  that 
election.  That  happens  because  mem- 
bers of  the  Council  are  not  members  of 
the  Senatus.  But  why  should  not  th» 
members  of  the  Senatus  take  part  ia 
the  elections  of  a  body  of  which  they  are 
themselves  members  ?  In  case  it  should 
be  thought  their  influence  would  be  too. 
great  I  will  mention  their  numbers^ 
in  proportion  to  the  whole  bodj 
of  the  General  Council.  At  St.. 
Andrew's  they  are  14  in  a  General 
Council  of  1,500;  at  Glasgow,  39  in 
4,500;  in  Aberdeen,  23  in  8,100;  in 
Edinburgh,  40  in  6,000.  Why  should 
this  small  number  of  106  be  prevented 
from  exercising  their  functions  in  a 
body  of  15,000  ?  I  cannot  see  anj 
reason,  and  therefore  I  move  to  delete' 
the  words. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  lin0 
87,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "retired,'^ 
to  the  end  of  line  89. 
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Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  can- 
not agree  to  this  Amendment.  We  have 
conferred  upon  the  SenatuB  AoademicuB 
separate  representation  on  the  Univer- 
sity Court,  which  we  think  adequate 
though  not  excessive,  and  I  feel  bound 
to  preclude  them  from  having  part  in 
another  representation.  I  cannot  give 
way  on  this  point. 

Mr.  HUNTER:  I  should  like  to 
point  out  to  the  House  the  motive,  the 
animus,  that  has  guided  the  hon.  Member 
in  this  Amendment.  Not  content  with 
having  a  preponderating  power  for  the 
professors  in  the  University  Court,  he 
actually  objects  to  excluding  them  from 
interference  in  the  election  of  members 
of  the  Council  where  their  influence  is 
still  most  powerful. 

♦Mr.  C.  8.  PARKER :  I  should  like 
to  ask  what  is  the  meaning  of  the  words 
**  shall  not  be  entitled  to  take  part  in  the 
election."  Will  a  member  of  the  Senatus 
be  subject  to  any  penalty  if  he  gives 
advice,  or  canvasses  with  a  view  to  any 
such  election  ? 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  conless 
I  do  not  attach  much  value  to  the  words, 
but  I  think  they  had  better  stand.  My 
only  doubt  is  whether  a  member  of  the 
Senatus  should  remain  in  the  chair  sup- 
posing an  election  is  going  on.  On  the 
whole  I  think  it  better  to  keep  in 
the  words 

♦Mr.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL :  I  will  not 
press  the  Amendment  in  view  of  the 
discouragement  expressed  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendments  proposed,  Clause  5,  page 
4,  line  39.  after  *•  Council,"  insert  "of 
that  University ;"  Clause  6,  page  6,  line 
8,  after  **  thereof."  leave  out  **ifany." 
— {The  Lord  Advocate.) 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

♦The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
SCOTLAND  cMr.  M.  T.  Stobmonth 
Darling.  Edinburgh  and  St.  Andrew's 
University; :  I  beg  to  move  after 
'*  colleges  "  to  insert  *'  thereof  existing 
at  the  passing  of  this  Act."  There 
might  be  an  ambiguity  if  we  left  the 
clause  as  it  is.  It  would  certainly  be 
wrong  for  Parliament  to  give  power  to 
the  Commissioners  or  the  University 
Court  to  appoint  from  among  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Senatus  Academicus  persons 
to  manage  museums  and  libraries  of 
independent  colleges  having  nothing  to 


do  with  the  University  at  all,  and  it  i» 
therefore  in  the  interest  of  independent 
colleges  that  these  words  should  be 
inserted. 

Amendment  proposed.  Clause  6,  page 
7,  line  19,  after  **  colleges,"  insert 
*'  thereof  existing  at  the  passing  of  this 
Act."— (J/r.  M.  T.  Stormonth  Darling.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  CALDWELL :  Has  the  hon.  and 
learned  G-entleman  considered  the  ques- 
tion of  Dundee  ?  The  provision  of  the 
Bill  is  that  it  will  form  part  of  St. 
Andrew's,  and  I  think  that  these  words 
would  interfere  with  that. 
*Mr.  M.  T.  stormonth  darling  : 
The  Commissioners  will  have  power 
under  the  special  clause  to  make  all 
necessary  arran(2:ements  for  the  future 
relations  of  the  University  with  Dundee 
College,  if  affiliation  should  take  place, 
but  until  affiliation  does  take  place  it 
would  be  just  as  wrong  in  that  caso 
as  in  any  other  to  provide  that  the 
University  should  have  any  control  over 
the  College. 

Question  put.  and  agreed  to. 

♦Mr.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  :  I  beg  to 
move  the  Amendment  standing  in  my 
name.  The  object  is  to  give  to  the  Uni- 
versity Court  the  election  of  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  University  on  the  Gene- 
ral Medical  Council.  This  election  has 
hitherto  been  made  by  the  Senatus 
Academicus,  and  some  doubt  has  been 
expressed  as  to  whether  the  Senatus  was 
the  proper  body  to  make  the  appoint- 
ment. Now  that,  under  this  Bill,  the 
University  Court  is  re-constituted  with 
increased  administrative  powers,  it  ap-> 
pears  to  me  to  be  the  proper  body  to 
act  as  representing  the  University  in 
such  a  matter  as  this  election. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line 
28,  after  the  word  **  Court,"  to  insert  as 
a  new  sub- section — 

*'To  elect  the  representative  of  the  Uni- 
versity on  the  Gren«nil  Medical  Council,  under 
*The  Medical  Act,  1886.'  "— (J/r.  Jam$9  Camp* 
b$U,) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted.'* 

Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby,  Hke- 
ston) :  I  cannot  consent  to  this  Amend- 
ment being  passed  without  giving  some 
reasons  against  it.    There  is  an  Amend- 
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ment  farther  down  in  the  Paper  in  the 
name  of  the  right  hon.  G-entleman  the 
Member  for  Bridgeton  (Sir  G.  Tre- 
Telyan),  which  proposes  that  the  repre- 
sentatives shall  be  elected  by  the 
General  Council  of  each  University, 
and  that  seems  to  me  infinitely  prefer- 
able to  this  proposal.  The  members  of 
the  General  Medical  Council  are  elected 
for  the  purpose  of  regulating  medical 
education  generally  in  the  interest  of  the 
whole  medical  profession,  and  I  think 
it  is  only  right  that  the  whole  of  the 
medical  graduates  of  the  University 
affected  should  have  the  duty  of  select- 
ing their  representatives.  Such  repre- 
sentatives ought  to  feel  that  they  are 
backed  up  by  the  whole  of  the  medical 

fraduates  and  not  by  a  few  professors, 
think  it  would  give  much  greater 
satisfaction  to  the  medical  profession  in 
Scotland,  and  add  to  the  strength  and 
importance  of  these  representatives,  if 
they  were  elected  by  a  more  extended 
constituency. 

♦Mr.  M.  T.  STORMONTH  DARLING : 
The  Government  are  favourable  to  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend,  and, 
therefore,  opposed  to  the  other  Amend- 
ment to  which  reference  has  just  been 
made.  The  simple  question  is,  what  is 
the  best  body  to  elect  a  representative 
on  the  General  Council  in  the  interest 
of  medical  education,  and  how  will  a 
person  qualified  to  represent  this  par- 
ticular medical  school  be  best  obtained  ? 
I  think  the  natural  body  to  elect 
such  a  person  is  the  governing  body. 
The  inconvenience  of  an  election  by, 
in  some  cases,  6,000  persons  is  obvious. 
The  task  could  not  be  safely  intrusted 
to  so  large  a  constituency,  and  above 
all  to   a  mixed  constituency. 

*Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling,  &c.) :  In  order  to  form  an 
opinion  on  this  point,  I  should  like  to 
know  what  is  the  particular  body  at 
Oxford  and  at  Cambridge  which  elects 
the  member  to  represent  them  on  the 
Medical  Council  ? 

Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL:  I  am  in- 
formed that,  at  Cambridge,  the  medical 
representative  is  chosen  by  the  Council, 
which  consists  of  Masters  of  Arts  }and 
those  ^of  a  higher  degree  residiug 
within  a  certain  distance  of  the  Uni- 
versity. 

♦Mr.  D.  CRAWFORD  (Lanark,  N.E.): 
I  think  that  the  Congregation  appoint 
the  delegate    at  Oxford,  and    that    is 

S:r  JFalttr  Foster 


certainly  not  a  body  correepondiiig  to 
the  University  Ooart. 

Mb.  BRYOE  :  I  cannot  agree  that 
the  Congregation  at  Oxford  does  not 
correspond  to  some  extent  to  the 
University  Court  in  Scotland.  I  am 
glad  the  Goyemment  are  going  to 
support  this  Amendment,  beoauae  I 
believe  it  is  very  undesirable  that  we 
should  add  to  the  number  of  oonteets 
carried  on  by  means  of  voting  papers 
and  circulars  in  the  Scotch  Universities. 
I  should  much  prefer  to  have  the  elec- 
tion made  by  the  University  Court. 

Mb.  CRAIG  SELLAR :  I  very  much 
agree  with  the  last  speaker.  How  is  the 
election  to  be  decided  in  the  case  of  a 
contest?    Are  you  to  have  the  oontest 
carried  on  by  the  enormously  expensive 
means  of  circulars  and  voting  papers  ? 
I  think  that  the  Court  is  a  much  more 
reasonable  electoral  body. 
*Db.    McDonald    (Ross  and    Cro- 
marty) :    I  think  it  would  be  a  very 
great  pity  that  the  representatives   of 
the  Universities  on  the  Medical  Ooanoil 
should  be  mere  nominees  of  the  Court, 
and  I  think  it  would  give  the  repre- 
sentative on  the  General  Medical  Council 
much  greater  weight  if  he  were  elected 
as  in    the  past.     Objection    has    been 
taken  to  the  expense  of  these  elections 
as  carried  on  now,  but  I  do  not  know 
that  the  expense   is  anything  conside- 
rable at  all.    I  wish  to  see  the  Medical 
Council  carry  weight  among  the  medical 
men  in  this  country,  and  I  am  certain  it 
would  not  carry  such  weight  as  it  does 
now  if  the  representatives  went  to  the 
Council  merely  to  support  the  interests 
of  an  individual  school. 
*Mb.  C.  8.  PARKER:  I  think  that 
scattered  as  graduates  are  all   over  the 
country,  and   most  of  them  having  no 
special    connection   with    the    medical 
profession,   we  are  more  likely,  on  the 
whole,  to  get  good  men  to  serve  on  the 
Medical  Council  by  making  the  con- 
stituent body  the  University  Court,  than 
by  adopting  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  W.  Foster). 

Mb.  CALDWELL:  I  must  oppose 
the  Amendment.  Anyone  who  is 
elected  by  such  a  body  as  the  University 
Council  will  necessarily  be  in  a  position 
of  eminence,  and  another  advantage  of 
having  an  extended  constituency  is  that 
you  will  interest  the  whole  medical  pro* 
fession  in  the  work  of  the  Medical 
Council. 
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Db.  FAEQUHARSON  :  The  Debate 
which  has  taken  place  has  persuaded  me 
that  the  best  course  will  be  to  let  the 
whole  body  of  graduates  elect  the 
representative.  There  are  no  doubt 
objections  to  such  a  course,  but  I  think 
that  the  balance  of  convenience  is  on 
the  side  of  having  a  large  constituency. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  126  ;  Noes 
76.— (Div.  List.  No.  220.) 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  moved,  in 
Clause  7,  page  8,  line  3,  after  *'  colleges," 
insert  "  thereof  existing  at  the  passing 
of  this  Act." 

Question,  '*  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  CALDWELL :  I  think  that  the 
10  for  each  1,000  is  too  lar^e  for  a 
quorum,  and  according  to  the  clause 
here  power  would  be  given  to  the  Uni- 
versity Board  to  increase  that  quorum, 
and  I  think  that  would  be  a  most  un- 
fortunate state  of  matters.  The  number 
of  10  was  fixed  after  very  careful 
deliberation,  and,  surely,  no  circum- 
stances can  arise  to  necessitate  an 
alteration  in  the  extent  of  that  quorum. 
I,  therefore,  move,  Clause  8,  page  ^, 
lines  16  and  17,  leave  out  ^'  such  num- 
ber not  less  than." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  lines 
16  and  17,  to  leave  out  the  words 
**  such  number  not  less  than." — {Mr, 
Caldwell.) 

Cluestion  proposed,  '^That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Bill." 

Mb.M.T.STORMONTH  darling  : 
This  is  not  a  very  important  matter ; 
at  the  same  time,  the  hon.  Member 
wishes  the  Bill  to  be  so  framed  as  to 
apply  to  all  the  Universities  of  Scot- 
land. I  may  say  that  we  are  quite 
prepared  to  accept  another  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member,  which  proposes  to 
insert  the  word  **  complete."  When 
you  recollect  that  the  Council  is  a 
deliberative  body,  besides  having  power 
of  voting,  I  think  it  will  be  seen  that  it 
would  really  be  absurd  to  fix  the  limit 
suggested.  It  would  be  better  to  leave 
it  to  the  latitude  and  discretion  of  the 
University  Court,  giving  them  not  less 
than  10  for  every  completed  1,000. 
♦Mb.  WALLACE:  The  only  way 
of  dealing  with  this  matter  is  to 
bring    up    a    new  clause.     The   other 


three  Universities  should  not  have  their 
interests  sacrificed  simply  for  the  sake 
of  uniformity. 

Mb.  HUNTER:  I  hope  the  Go- 
vernment will  concede  this  small  Amend- 
ment, seeing  it  is  not  a  question  of  first- 
rate  importance.  Ten  will  be  an  ample 
quorum. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  think 
it  will.  When  there  is  an  attendance  it 
should  be  sufficient,  and  I  do  not 
suppose  a  smaller  quorum  than  10  to 
every  1,000  would  exercise  any  influence 
on  public  affairs. 

The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes  120  ; 
Noes  86.— (Div.  List,  No.  221.) 

Mb.  HUNTER  :  I  have  now,  on 
Clause  7,  to  move  the  omission  of 
the  words  '^Alexander  Smith  Kenniar, 
Esq."  I  think  it  is  very  desirable 
that  we  should  know  the  intentions  of 
the  Government  with  respect  to  the  com- 
position of  this  Commission.  There  are 
to  be  15  members  of  the  Commission, 
but  among  those  nominated  there  is  not 
one  who  knows  anything  whatever  of 
the  system  in  vogue  at  the  University  of 
Aberdeen.  There  is  one  gentleman 
named  who,  prior  to  the  year  1860,  was 
a  member  of  one  of  the  colleges  that 
formerly  existed  in  Aberdeen,  but  he 
knows  nothing  of  the  system  that  has 
existed  there  for  the  last  30  years. 
When  this  subject  was  under  discussion 
in  Committee  I  addressed  an  appeal  to 
the  right  hon.  G-entleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  with  reference  to  the 
composition  of  this  Commission.  It  was 
then  arranged  that  four  names  should 
be  added.  I  put  in  three  on  behalf  of 
the  University  of  Aberdeen,  and  cer- 
tainly from  what  then  occurred  I  was 
not  prepared  for  the  formation  of  a  Com- 
mission not  a  single  member  of  which 
can  be  said  to  represent  one  of  the  most 
important  Universities.  Now,  there  is 
one  reason  in  particular  why  Aberdeen 
should  have  a  representative.  In  that 
University  alone,  of  all  the  Scotch 
Universities,  we  have  practically  free 
education.  The  number  of  bursaries 
is  exceptionally  large  in  the  Arts  classes, 
and  most  of  them  by  open  competition. 
You  have  practically  in  Aberdeen  what 
you  get  in  no  other  University  in  the 
world — namely,  a  free  education  for 
every  boy  who,  in  competition,  shows  he 
is  capable  of  taking  advantage  of  Uni- 
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knowledge  of  the  matter  under  examina- 
-tion.  I  do,  therefore,  hope  that  the 
-Government  even  at  this  stage  will  try 
to  give  Aberdeen  satisfactory  repre- 
sentation, and  will  thus  deal  with  this 
matter  in  a  conciliatory  spirit.  I  have 
an  Amendment  down  suggesting  the 
name  of  one  eminent  person  ;  hut  at  this 
stage  I  do  not  think  I  am  entitled  to 
state  his  claims  to  be  added  to  the  Com- 
mission. Still,  I  would  urge  the  G-overn- 
ment  to  give  consideration  to  those 
•claims. 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.): 
I  think  the  Government  should  grant 
this  concession,  which  is  fair  and  reason- 
•able.  I  am  not  entitled  at  this  stage  to 
speak  of  a  gentleman  whose  claims  to 
sit  on  this  Commission  will  not,  I  think, 
be  disputed  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  It  is  only  fair  I  suggest  that 
Aberdeen  University  should  be  repre- 
sented ;  and  I  hope  the  Government  will* 
4it  any  rate,  consent  to  the  addition  to 
the  Commission  of  the  gentleman  who 
•will  be  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Aberdeen ;  otherwise  I  fear 
WQ  shall  have  to  enter  on  a  most  unde- 
sirable contest.  The  Government,  by 
making  this  concession  to  the  University 
•of  Aberdeen,  will  save  a  long  wrangle 
with  regard  to  the  composition  of  the 
■Commission,  and  will  prevent  the  neces- 
sity arising  from  a  series  of  Divisions. 
♦The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Man- 
Chester,  E.)  :  I  must  say  i  view 
with  some  apprehension  the  course 
the  House  is  now  embarking  upon 
oi  discussing  the  names  of  the  Com- 
missioners, for  the  Debates  must  be  un- 
pleasant not  only  to  those  who  are  the 
subjects  of  them  but  also  to  those  taking 
part  in  them.  It  is  admitted  that  the 
numbers  of  the  Commission  ought  not 
to  be  increased.  If,  then,  we  carry  out 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  it 
must  be  by  omitting  one  of  the  names 
which  has  run  the  ordeal  of  discus- 
sion by  a  Committee  of  this  House. 
The  Government  have  somewhat  reluc- 
tantly accepted  the  principle  that  there 
should  be  on  the  Commission  advocates 
•of  particular  interests.  We  do  not  pre- 
tend we  think  that  to  be  the  best  plan  ; 
but  we  made  the  concession  after  con- 
sultation, both  in  public  and  private, 
with  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  on  lines  so  wide  that  we  hoped, 
And  had  reason  to  hope,  we  should  be 

Mr.  Bryee 


spared  these  painful,  disag^reeable^  and 
unprofitable  discussions  as  to  the  qoali* 
fications  of  particular  individaals.  I  do 
not  pretend  there  has  been  any  breaeh 
of  faith ;  bat  I  contend  that  the  Gk>yem» 
ment  had  grounds  for  hoping  and 
expecting  they  would  have  been  saved 
this  discussion  on  Report.  The  Qorem* 
ment  have  made  special  and  serious 
efforts  to  obtain  persons  in  every  way 
qualified  for  the  work,  and  they  do  not 
think  that  in  respect  to  Aberdeen  any 
injustice  will  be  done.  The  hon. 
Member  for  North  Aberdeen,  who  has 
taken  so  useful  an  interest  in  these  dis- 
cussions, has  pointed  out  that  the  enor- 
mous number  of  bursaries  in  Aberdeen 
makes  an  essential  distinction  between 
education  in  that  University  and  in 
other  Universities.  I  frankly  admit 
there  is  a  distinction  to  be  drawn 
between  the  University  of  Aberdeen  and 
other  Universities  in  Scotland ;  but  no- 
thing that  has  been  said  in  this  House 
has  convinced  the  Government  that 
those  gentlemen  who  form  the  Oommis- 
sion  are  not  fully  acquainted  with  what 
Aberdeen  requires.  That  being  so,  and 
the  difficulties  and  objections  to  prolong- 
ing  this  discussion  about  the  qualifica- 
tions being  so  great,  I  earnestly  ask  the 
House  to  acquiesce  in  what  has  already 
been  accepted  in  Committee  as  a  fair 
compromise  of  the  matter,  and  allow 
the  names  now  on  the  Paper  to  stand 
unchallenged. 

*Mb.  C.  S.  PARKER :  I  agree  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it 
is  an  unpleasant  and  invidious  task  to 
discuss  these  names,  and  to  go  through 
the  list  with  a  view  to  finding  room  for 
another  Commissioner.  I  feel  personally 
so  strongly  on  the  point  that  I  am  n<% 
prepared  to  vote  against  any  particular 
name.  It  seems  to  me  the  best  solution 
of  the  difficulty  would  be  to  add  another 
name  to  the  Commission.  The  ritfht 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  suggests  that 
that  is  impossible ;  but  where,  I  may  ask, 
does  the  impossibility  arise  ?  I  am  sure 
the  people  of  the  North  of  Scotland  will 
not  be  content  with  this  Commission 
unless  they  have  on  it  a  spokesman  well 
acquainted  with  the  modern  conditions 
prevailing  in  Aberdeen.  I  think  it  will 
be  a  great  pity  if  the  Government  do 
not  make  this  concession,  for  Aberdeen 
stands  in  an  exceptional  position,  in  eon* 
sequence  of  the  number  of  bursaries 
being  such  as  to  give  every  boy  of  good 
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ability  in  the  neighbouring  ooanties  an 
opportunity  of  attending  XTniversity 
ciasses.  The  district,  too,  differs  from 
the  rest  of  Scotland,  in  that  many 
Masters  of  Arts  are  to  be  found  teaching 
in  the  ordinary  parish  schools. 

Mr.  ASHER  (Elgin,  &c.) :  I  find  it 
impossible  to  give  a  silent  vote  upon  this 
question.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
ior  Aberdeen  has  moved  to  omit  the  name 
of  Mr.  Kenniar,  which  stands  first  on 
the  list  of  proposed  Oommissioners. 
Now,  had  his  name  been  challenged  on 
the  ground  that  he  ought  not  to  be  a 
OommissioDer,  I  should  not  have  sup- 
ported the  Motion.  But  the  Motion  is 
raised  for  the  purpose  of  protesting 
against  the  manner  in  which  the  Uni- 
versity of  Aberdeen  has  been  treated  in 
the  composition  of  this  Committee.  I 
sympathize  most  fully  with  whathas  been 
said  as  to  the  invidious  character  of  these 
proceedings,  supposiog  it  becomes  neces- 
sary to  deal  in  this  manner  with  each 
name ;  but  I  think  my  hon.  Friend  has 
excluded  the  invidious  character  by 
takine  the  course  of  challenging  the 
very  first  name,  although  it  is  one  to 
which  no  exception  has  ever  been  taken. 
As  a  member  of  the  University  of  Aber- 
deen, I  protest  most  strongly  against  the 
way  in  which  the  University  has  been 
treated ;  and,  while  I  shall  vote  for  my 
hon.  Friend's  Motion,  I  desire  it  shall 
be  understood  that  in  so  voting  I  am  not 
expressing  any  opinion  hostile  to  the 
name  of  Mr.  Kenniar. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  168  ; 
Noes  87.— (Div.  List,  No.  222.) 

Mr.  hunter  :  I  now  beg  to  move 
another  Amendment,  to  omit  the  name 
of  the  Marquess  of  Bute.  The  Forms  of 
the  House  precluded  me  from  making 
any  answer  to  the  observations  that 
were  addressed  to  the  House  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate ;  but  I  am  bound  to  say  that  his 
statement  was  characterized  by  a  great 
want  of  knowledge  and  information 
regarding  the  University  of  Aberdeen. 
It  convinced  me,  if  further  evidence 
were  necessary,  of  the  absolute  necessity 
that  there  should  be  on  this  Commission 
some  one  acquainted  with  that  Univer- 
sity. As  a  fact,  there  is  no  one  knows 
anything  about  the  system  of  Arts  pre- 
vailing there,  both  in  its  relation  to  the 
University  itself  and  in  the  relation  it 


bears  to    secondary  education    in    the 
North  of    Scotland.      Of   course,    the 
whole  system  of  education  in  the  North 
of  Scotland  is  dominated  by  the  Univer- 
sity of  Aberdeen ;   and  I   think   it  is 
perfectly   monstrous  that  the  Govern- 
ment,   seeing  that    Aberdeen    is    not 
represented  on  this  Commission  of  15* 
members,  should  persist  in  their  attitude, 
and    force    us    to    discuss    the    names- 
seriatim.      The   right  hon.   Gentleman 
the  Lord  Advocate  has  referred  to  one- 
gentleman  connected  with  the  medical 
profession,  who  attended  some  classes 
at  Aberdeen  prior  to  the  year  1860.  But 
he  was  not  a  distinguished  student  ot 
the  University.     I  do  not  find  his  name 
in    the   records  of    distinction  in  any 
college,   and   I   deny  that  he  has  the- 
necessary  knowledge  or  qualifications  to 
fit   him    to    represent    the    University^ 
Because  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Stirling  Burghs  entered  into  an 
arrangement     without    consulting    the 
Scotch    Members  generally,    it    is    no- 
reason  why  we  should  allow  such  a  gross- 
and  indefensible  defect  to  remain  in  the 
constitution  of  the  Commission.     It  is 
disgraceful  that  we  should  be  forced  to 
discuss  individual  names  in  this  way.    It 
so  happens  that  the  nobleman  whose  name- 
I  am  now  obliged  to  move  the  omission  of 
has  taken  special  interest  in  one  of  the 
Scotch  Universities.     He  has  unexcep- 
tional claims  to  be  a  member  of  this 
Commission,  and,  therefore,  I  move  the- 
omission   of   his    name    not    with   the 
desire  that  it  should  be  omitted,  but  in 
order    to    raise    the    question    of    the- 
X)08ition  of   Aberdeen.     I  have  now  a 
suggestion  to  make  to  the  Government. 
There  is  nothing  sacred  in  the  number 
fifteen,  then  why  should  you  not  solve 
the    difficulty    by    adding    one    more 
member  to  the  Commission  ?    Our  de- 
mand is    an  extremely  moderate   one ; 
we  ask  for  the  placing  on  the  Commission 
of  only  one   person  who  is  acquainted 
with  the  system  of  Aberdeen  University, 
and  in  this  we  have  the  support  without 
exception  of  all  the  Members  for   the 
North  of  Scotland.     I  hope  the  Govern- 
ment   will  give  us  an  intimation  that 
they  will  accept  the  name  of  the  gentle- 
man to  be  nominated  presently  bv  the 
Member  for  South  Aberdeen,  ana  wha 
is  one  of  the  very  few  really  distinguished 
men  who  have  been  connected  with  this 
University. 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9, 
lines  5  and  6,  to  leave  out  the  words, 
•**the  Most  Honourable  John  Patrick 
Oichton- Stuart.  Marquess  of  Bute, 
K.T.  ''-^(Mr.  Hunter.) 

Question  proposed,   ^'That  the  words 
roposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 


I' 


ill. 

*Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
1  should  think  that  the  desire  upper- 
most in  the  minds  of  all  of  us  is  to  avoid 
df  possible  debating  these  names.  The 
hon.  G-entleman  who  has  just  spoken 
has  referred  in  rather  pointed  terms  to 
ithe  share  I  have  had  in  the  negotiations 
•on  this  matter,  and  has,  as  usual,  found 
fault  with  the  Front  Bench.  But  when 
lie  has  sat  as  long  on  this  Bench  as  it 
has  been  my  misfortune  to  do,  he  will 
ihave  become  hardened  to  attacks  of 
that  nature,  and  will  know  that  in  the 
simple  endeavour  to  do  one's  duty  it  is 
impossible  to  please  everybody.  But 
now  to  come  to  the  real  point  at  issue. 
I  entirely  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend 
-that  there  is  a  strong  case  for  having  a 
direct  representation  of  the  University 
of  Aberdeen  on  this  Commission.  I 
isbould  have  been  glad  if  it  had  been 
possible  to  include  in  the  four  names 
which  have  been  suggested  by  the 
•Government,  and  which  stand  in  the 
Lord  Advocate's  name  on  the  Paper,  an 
Aberdeen  representative  who  possesses 
the  other  qualifications.  That  wMild 
have  been  the  best  solution  of  the  diffi- 
culty. But  the  Q-overnment  have  found 
it  impossible  to  do  so.  I  think  it  is  most 
necessary  that  the  two  great  associations 
-connected  with  the  Glasgow  and  Edin- 
burgh Councils  should  be  represented, 
And  in  my  judgment  the  names  of  Dr. 
W.  Graham  Blackie  and  Dr.  Patrick 
•Heron  Watson  adequately  fulfil  that 
condition.  But  why  should  not  the 
Government  add  an  Aberdeen  represen- 
tative to  the  Commission  ?  My  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Bryce)  has  suggested  the 
name  of  Dr.  Alexander  Bain,  who  occu- 
pies a  comparatively  neutral  position  in 
xegard  to  these  academic  questions.  He 
is  not  an  advocate  of  the  views  either  of 
the  present  teaching  body  or  of  their 
opponents,  and  I  think  that  is  a  strong 
recommendation  in  his  favour,  for  the 
addition  of  his  name  would  strengthen 
the  Commission  without  affecting  the 
balance  of  the  opposing  forces  on  this 
question.    I  think  the  acceptance  of  his 


name  would  be  the  shortest  solution  of 
this  difficulty.  The  hon.  Member  for 
East  Aberdeenshire  was  a  most  savage 
opponent  of  a  large  Commission,  yet  I 
think  he  will  assent  to  this  addition  to  the 
Commission,  and  we  should  thus  effec- 
tually avoid  the  difficult  and  delicate 
task  of  discussing  the  claims  of  individual 
Commissioners. 

Mr.  W.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk,  &o,) : 
I  should  on  this  point  be  very  glad  if 
the  Government  could  see  their  way  to 
adopt  the  suggestion  first  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Aberdeen, 
and  so  warmly  taken  up  by  other 
Members,  that  is,  to  add  another  gen- 
tleman, to  the  Commission  who  would 
specially  represent  the  University  of 
Aberdeen.  I  do  not  press  this  so  much 
in  the  interest  of  Aberdeen  University 
as  in  the  interest  of  those  who  look  up 
to  Aberdeen,  because,  as  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  has  said,  Aberdeen  has 
a  very  peculiar  connection  with  teachers 
throughout  Scotland.  I  know  how  very 
much  teachers  of  elementary  and  secon- 
dary schools  throughout  Scotland  are 
looking  forward  to  the  results  of  this 
Commission,  and  on  this  ground,  if  on 
no  other  ground,  I  trust  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  will  see  their  way  to  add  this 
sixteenth  member.  If  they  do  not  do 
that,  however,  I  should  not  be  able  to 
vote  against  any  of  these  names  in  this 
clause.  I  do  trust  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  remove  all  difficulty  by  adding 
a  sixteenth  name  as  suggested. 
«Mb.  ESSLEMONT  :  As  no  exception 
was  taken  to  the  language  I  must  accept 
it  as  in  order  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man described  my  conduct  in  this  matter 
as  somewhat  savage.  But  I  desire  a  word 
of  explanation.  Holding  strongly  as  I 
do  that  it  is  better  to  have  a  small 
number  of  Commissioners,  still  I  am 
anxious  that  we  should  not  be  put  to 
the  painful  necessity  of  discussing 
the  claims  of  these  fifteen  gentlemen 
in  succession  in  order  that  we  may 
do  justice  to  Aberdeen,  and  I  should— I 
hope  I  may  say  as  usual — be  willing  to 
make  a  very  large  concession  in  order 
that  we  might  get  out  of  this  somewhat 
painful  operation  that  we  think  neces- 
sary in  the  interests  of  Aberdeen  Uni- 
versity. I  hope  the  Government  will 
see  there  is  a  desire  on  all  sides  to  meet 
them  fairly,  and  will  concede  this 
point  in  order  that  we  may  proceed 
the  other  clauses  of  the  Bill. 
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Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh.  W.): 
I  hope  we  shall  not  go  on  dividing 
against  each  name — for  it  is  acknow- 
ledged that  all  of  these  gentlemen  are 
well  quali6ed  for  the  position  to  which 
thej  are  nominated  even  by  those  who 
urge  the  uncertain  claims  of  Aberdeen 
University  to  representation.  I  feel 
there  is  such  practical  unanimity  that 
the  peculiar  educational  position  of 
Aberaeen  University  has  not  adequate 
representation  on  this  Commission  as  it 
stands,  that  though  we  are  opposed  to 
the  increase  in  the  size  of  the  Commis- 
sion, yet,  seeing  that  a  sixteenth  name 
will  not  make  much  difference,  the 
Government  might  well  ag^ee  and  make 
the  addition.  I  hope  we  shall  not 
embark  upon  an  unseemly  wrangle  over 
these  14  names,  but  that  the  Qovern- 
ment  will  consent  to  the  nomination  of 
this  distinguished  Aberdonian  or  some 
other  representative  of  that  University. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  waited  until  the  last 
moment  in  the  hope  that  a  Member  of 
the  Government  would  rise  to  answer 
the  appeal  and  bring  this  discussion  to 
a  close.  I  must  warn  the  Government 
of  the  strong  feeling  which  exists  on 
this  side  of  the  House  on  this  subject. 
We  have  proposed  a  name  which  will 
be  generally  acceptable  to  University 
reformers  in  Scotland,  the  name  of 
one  who,  besides  being  an  ex-student 
of  Aberdeen  and  a  distinguished  pro- 
fessor there  for  a  long  time,  though 
now  retired  from  the  active  work  of 
teaching,  and  who  cannot  therefore  be 
looked  upon  as  a  direct  representative 
of  the  teaching  staff,  has  twice  had 
the  distinguished  honour  conferred  upon 
him  of  being  chosen  Lord  Rector  of 
the  University  by  the  votes  of  the 
etuddtits.  I  do  not  know  what  prac- 
tical objection  there  can  be  to  this 
nomination  which  will  satisfy  all  who 
have  the  interest  of  Aberdeen  Univer- 
sity at  heart.  The  Government  will 
greatly  facilitate  the  course  of  busi- 
ness if  they  will  consent  at  once  to 
the  nomination  of  Dr.  Bain. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
I  understand  and  perfectly  appreciate 
the  motives  that  have  induced  my  hon. 
Friend  to  adopt  the  course  he  has  taken 
in  reference  to  the  names  on  this  Com- 
mission, and  I  must  admit  his  reasons  as 
he  has  put  them  before  the  House  are 
unanswerable.  But  I  do  not  feel  that  I 
^an  vote  against  this  name,  and  for  this 


particular  reason — The  Marquess  of 
Bute  is  a  nobleman  who  has  done  a  very 
great  deal  for  Glasgow  University  ;  he 
has  spent  a  large  sum  of  money  upon 
various  good  works  for  the  University, 
and  his  name  is  identified  with  it. 
Moreover,  he  is  a  gentleman  of  education 
and  research,  and  eminently  qualified 
for  a  seat  on  the  Commission.  I  think, 
instead  of  moving  the  omission  of 
names,  the  less  invidious  course  would 
be  to  move  the  Adjournment  of  the  De- 
bate so  as  to  give  time  for  coming  to  an 
agreement.  I  therefore  propose  that 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Mr.  PROVAND  (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars,  &c.)  formally  seconded  the 
Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Dr.  Cameron.) 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  hope  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  press  the  Mo- 
tion. Everybody  must  adroit  that  the 
Government  have  not  shown  them- 
selves unreasonable,  nor  averse  to  taking 
suggestions  from  any  quarter  of  the 
House.  We  share  the  opinion  of 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  that  the 
Commission,  as  now  proposed,  is  large 
enough,  but  we  might  consent  to  the 
addition  of  one  or  two  names.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  are  not  content 
with  this.  They  want  the  Govern- 
ment to  add  a  particular  name — the 
name  of  a  distinguished  gentleman, 
whose  claims  have  been  advanced  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen,  and 
that,  I  think,  is  carrying  the  matter 
much  too  far.  We  have  shown  our- 
selves prepared  to  make  all  reasonable 
concessions,  but  we  do  not  think  we 
ought  to  be  bound  under  threat — I  will 
not  say  of  obstruction,  because  that 
would  be  unparliamentary — but  under  a 
threat  of  long  delay,  to  go  back  upon  a 
compromise  accepted  solely  for  the  sake 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  to  be  bound 
not  merely  to  the  general  principle  they 
advocate,  but  to  the  particular  mode  in 
which  they  want  to  carry  it  out. 

♦Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
1  do  not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  entitled  to  speak  of  obstruction  by 
Members  on  this  side — [Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four :  I  did  not"! — even  in  the  insinua- 
ting way  in  which  he  alluded  to  it. 
There  is  no  obstruction  in  the  matter. 
What  my  hon.  Friend  says  he  is  going 
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down  to  the  words  **  Donald  Crawford, 
Esquire,"  inclusive,  in  line  12,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

♦Mb.  SPEAKEE:  The  question  is, 
that  the  Question  be  now  put,  and 
that  the  words  down  to  **  Donald  Craw- 
ford, Esquire,"  inclusive  in  line  12, 
stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

♦Mr.  WALLACE  :  I  have  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper,  Sir,  which  I  wish  to 
move. 

*Mr.  SPEAKER  :  It  cannot  be  done. 
The  Question  must  now  be  put. 

♦Sib  W.  foster  (Derby,  Ilkestone) : 
I  rise.  Sir,  to  a  point  of  order.  The 
right  hon.  G-ontleman  did  not  use  any 
words  about  the  Question  being  now 
put. 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  put  that  Ques- 
tion from  the  Chair. 

♦Sir  W.  foster  :  I  am  referring, 
Sir,  to  the  original  Motion  moved  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Those 
words  were  not  used  in  my  hearing  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  If  that  is  so,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  have 
said  anything. 

*Mr.  WALLACE  :  I  understand. 
Sir 

*Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
Question  before  the  House  is,  that  the 
Question  be  now  put. 

*SiR  W.  FOSTER :  May  I  suggest— 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Question  put,  ^^That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  200;  Noes 
117._(Div.  List,  No.  225.) 

Mr.  hunter  :  On  a  point  of  order 
I  wish  to  ask  whether,  on  the  Report 
stage  of  a  Bill,  it  is  competent  to  any 
one  to  move  that  **  all  those  words  stand 
part  of  the  Bill?"  I  have  always  under- 
stood that  on  the  Report  stage  the  only 
Question  to  be  put  is  the  omission  of 
certain  words  from  the  Bill ;  as  all  the 
words  of  a  clause  do  stand  part  of  the 
Bill  till  some  Amendment  is  made  to 
strike  them  out.  Such  a  Motion  could, 
no  doubt,  be  properly  made  in  Com- 
mittee where  a  Moti(m  has  to  be  made 
that  each  clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill, 
but  on  the  Report  the  case  is  different. 
I  ask,  is  it  competent  that  such  an 
Amendment  can  be  taken  ? 

J/r.  W.  m  Smith 


«Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  Standing:  Order 
has,  in  this  case,  been  complied  with,  the 
Motion  having  been  made  in  aceordanoe 
with  the  Standing  Order.  The  Motion 
is  one  that  can  be  made  in  order  to  avoid 
the  consideration  of  a  number  of  Amend- 
ments that  might  otherwise  be  moved. 

*Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN: 

May  I  say,  by  way  of  explanation,  that 

the  distinction  my  hon.  Friend  draws  is 

between  the  Committee  and  the  Report 

stages,  and  he  says  that  while  this  course 
is  perfectly  in  order  in  Committee,  on 
the  Report  the  House  does  not  interfere 
with  the  clauses  of  a  Bill  except  an 
Amendment  is  moved  to  omit. 

«Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  understand  the 
point  raised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  but  there  is  nothing  to  show  that 
the  Closure  Motion  is  not  to  apply  to  a 

Bill  on  the  Report,  and  that  if  repeated 
Amendments  are  made  to  a  clause — say 
as  to  names — there  is  nothing  to  show 
that  it  is  not  competent  to  an  hon. 
Member  to  move  that  the  clause,  down 
to  a  certain  part,  shall  be  added  to  ttie 
Bill  so  as  to  avoid  the  putting  of  Amend- 
ments which  are  on  the  Paper. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
of  the  Clause,  from  the  word  '  Kincar- 
dine,' in  page  9,  line  7,  to  the  words 
'  Donald  Crawford,  Esq.,'  inclusive,  in 
line  12,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

*Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.) :  I  must  say  that  I  do  not  see  how 
such  a  Motion  can  be  put  from  the  Ohair. 
The  Motion  that  a  clause  stand  part  of 
the  Bill  is  never  put  to  the  House  on 

Report ;  the  only  Motions  submitted  axe 
Amendments  to  the  Bill,  either  as 
omissions  or  additions,  and  until  an 
Amendment  is  moved  there  is  no 
Question  before  the  House. 

«Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  quite  compe- 
tent for  an  hon.  Member,  where  a 
number  of  Amendments  are  on  the 
Paper  to  be  moved,  to  anticipate  those 
Amendments  by  a  Motion  that  the.  words 
down  to  a  certain  point  be  reg^arded  as 
outside  the  Amendments,  and  that  they 
shall  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

The     House    divided:— Ayes    206; 
Noes  120.  -(l)iv.  List,  No.  226.) 
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Db.  OLABK  :  I  beg,  Sir,  to  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  Debate,  in  order 
that  the  Scotch  Members  may  be  able  to 
consider  the  position  in  which  they  are 
placed  by  the  action  of  the  Government. 
This  is  the  most  important  clause  of 
the  Bill,  and  under  it  the  House  is 
about  to  appoint  a  Commission,  and  the 
whole  future  of  the  Scotch  Uniyersities 
will  depend  on  the  men  who  constitute 
that  Oommission.  In  conse^^uence  of 
the  position  in  which  we  have  now 
been  placed  we  require  still  further  to 
consider  the  matter,  and  I  think  we 
ought  to  have  the  opportunity  of  meet- 

• 

^ng  to  determine  what  ought  to  be 
done,  so  as  to  ensure  that  the 
Commission  shall  fairly  represent 
the  reform  element  in  Scotland, 
and  that  when  they  do  meet  they  will 
do  the  work  which  this  House 
desires  to  see  done.  I  do  not 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  can  say  that  the 
Scotch  Members  have  been  obstructive 
in  any  shape  or  form.  In  fact,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  on4y  last 
night  that  they  had  assisted  the  Govern- 
ment as  far  as  they  could.  For  my  part, 
I  am  anxious  to  see  the  Bill  passed,  and 
I  think  the  quickest  way  of  securing 
that  result  would  be  to  adjourn  the 
Debate  on  this,  the  most  important  of 
all  the  questions  raised  by  the  Bill, 
except,  perhaps,  the  financial  question. 
I  beg  to  move,  therefore,  that  this 
Debate  be  adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  further  proceedings  on  the  Con- 
sideration of  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be 
now  adjourned." — {Br,  Clark.) 

♦Mb.  WALLA.CE:  I  second  the 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  on  the  ground 
that  not  only  ought  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers to  have  an  opportunity  for  reflec- 
tion, but  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
ought  also  to  have  a  corresponding 
opportunity.  I  think  that  if  there  had 
been  the  necessary  amount  of  refleo- 
tion    on    that    side    of    the    Houm,  ' 


the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  would  not 
have  specially  selected  the  Amend- 
ments I  put  down  to  the  Bill  for  the 
Motion  of  closure  ;  because  the  Amend- 
ments standing  in  my  name  have  been 
put  down  for  several  days,  and  if  I 
had  been  a  person  generally  desirous 
of  obstructing,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  have  known  that  on  this 
occasion  there  was  no  intention  on 
my  part  to  obstruct  the  Bill.  I  can 
assure  him  I  have  been  by  no  means 
animated  by  Aberdonian  zeal  in  the 
matter :  my  ideas  have  been  of  a  totally 
different  character  ;  and  I  feel  that  it  is 
somewhat  hard  upon  mo  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  prevent  my  making 
what  I  consider  to  be  in  the  nature  of 
a  personal  explanation ;  because  it  is  an 
unpleasant  and  an  invidious  thing  to 
put  down  Amendments  proposing  the 
omission  of  certain  names.  I  feel  this 
as      much      as     any     hon.      Member 

can  do,  and  therefore  I  was  anxious 
to  show  that  by  sticking  to  the 
Amendments  and  explaining  them  I 
was  actuated  by  motives  of  which  I  had 
no  occasion  to  be  ashamed,  and  which  I 
believed  would  be  approved  by  right 
hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  My 
object  was  simply  to  lighten  the  Com- 
mission, which  is  confessedly  an  un- 
wieldy one,  by  abstracting  names  from  it 
so  that  it  might  be  more  wieldy,  without 
at  the  same  time  giving  offence  to  any- 
one whose  name  might  be  withdrawn. 
Therefore  I  cannot  understand  what  cm 

Eossess  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
is  followers  so  as  to  induce  tfaeoi  to 
interfere   at    this    particular  junntut^ 
Having  so    deep    an    interast  in    fhr 
matter  I  cannot  resist  die  iiufUMuuir. 
that  they  are  under  tlie  dfluiiiiinL  n: 
excited  feelings,  and  tiw:  i:  '^mrkr'^ 
better    for    thwuislit    «bk    ^     ^ 
House  and  for  SortlBBc   i:  ^tJr»-  M»^*». 
to  take  a  poinc  «f  'Wf**-   i:   •'^*»?'* 
they  miffiit  osasHMr  vt^  ffn^4f«^       ^  ^ 
sequontR' I  ikmr  tiw.    ;    «:    «u<--*  - 
msnt  be  mmmk  h;    t?»     t*.'-*      ^   - 

pK  Ikf^  K     Iwt^     l;      i: 
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mind  much  bettor  adapted  to  ensure  the 
success  of  the  measure,  which  is  what 
both  they  and  we  desire. 

Sir  W.  HAEOOURT  (Derby) :  lam 
▼ery  sorry  that  this  conflict  has  arisen  on 
the  consideration  of  a  Scotch  Bill,  the 
proceedings  on  which  have  hitherto  been 
conducted  with  perfect  harmony.  There 
is,  Mr.  Speaker,  one  matter  I  have  to 
submit  to  your  consideration,  and  on 
which  I  wish  to  ask  your  opinion.  The 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
took  the  House  very  much  by  surprise, 
and  it  was  understood  that  the  Motion 
as  put  from  the  Ohair  was  not  exactly 
the  Motion  as  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman.  That,  however,  is  not  the 
point  I  am  about  to  submit.  The 
point    I  desire    to    put   is  this :    that 

the  Motion  just  carried  by  the  House 
was  irregular,  as  being  ultra  vire9,  and 
not  in  accordance  with  the  Standing 
Order.  The  Motion  put  from  the  Chair 
and  carried  by  the  House  was  that  a 
certain  portion  of  the  clause  stand  part 
of  the  Bill.  Now,  that  is  a  proper  and 
appropriate  Motion  in  proceedings  in 
Committee,  but  there  is  no  authority 
under  Standing  Order  No.  25  to  make 
any  such  Motion  on  Beport.  Perhaps  I 
may  be  allowed  to  read  to  the  House 
what  is  the  Motion,  and  the  only  Motion, 
that  can  be  made  for  closure  in  this 
matter.  The  Standing  Order  says : — 
<<  If  a  Clause  be  then  under  consideration," 

after  the  Closure  has  been  carried — 

<*  A  Motion  may  be  made,  the  assent  of  the 
Chair,  as  aforesaid,  not  having  been  withheld^ 
that  the  Question, '  That  certain  words  of  the 
Clause,  defined  in  the  Motion,  stand  part  of  the 
Clause,  or  that  the  Clause  stand  part  of,  or  be 
added  to,  the  Bill,  be  now  put.'  ** 

That,  however,  was  not  the  Motion 
which  was  made  or  on  which  the 
House  divided.  This  portion  of  the 
Standing  Order  only  refers  to  pro- 
ceedings in  Committee,  as  is  evident 
from  the  preceding  words.  The  House 
divided  on  the  Motion  that  certain  words 
of  the  clause,  defined  in  the  Motion, 
stand  part  of  the  Bill.  The  Standing 
Order  does  not  authorize  such  a  Motion 
on  the  Beport,  and  therefore  the  Motion 
was  ineffective,  and  ought  not  to  have 
been  put,  as  against  the  Standing  Orders 

Mr.  WalloM 


of  the  House.  No  such  Motion  oan  be 
made  on  the  Beport  as  that  certain  words 
do  or  do  not  stand  part  of  the  Bill.  If 
the  Standing  Order  had  meant  to  apply 
such  a  Motion  as  this  to  the  Beport,  it 
would  have  said  so ;  but  the  Standing 
Order  only  authorizes  what  is,  after  al£ 
the  exceptional  and  perhaps  violent  jpro- 
ceedings  of  the  Closure,  and,  thererore* 
being  legislation  of  a  penal  oharaoter 
against  discussion  in  the  Mouse,  it  ought 
to  be  construed  strictly  and  not  loosely. 
We  ou^ht  certainly,  in  using  thia 
extraordinary  power  of  Closure,  to  follow 
the  precise  wording  of  the  Standing 
Order  of  the  House ;  and  I  submit  that 
the  wording  of  the  Standing  Order  has 
not  in  this  case  been  followed.  As  the 
Motion  is  not  in  the  words  of  the  Stand- 
ing Order,  I  contend  that  that  is  a  flaw 
in  the  Motion  which  makes  it  bad. 
That,  I  think,  is  an  argument  against 
the  Motion.  We  cannot  have  loose  in- 
terpretations of  Standing  Orders  of  this 
kind,  and  as  it  is  quite  clear  that  the 
Standing  Order  is  applicable  only  to 
proceedings  in  Committee  and  not  on 
the  Beport,  I  have  thought  it  well  to 
bring  the  point  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House,  because  I  hope  that  my 
doing  so  may  afford  the  means  of  find- 
ing our  way  out  of  what  I  think  was 
rather  a  hasty  proceeding  on  the  part  of 
the  Government.  Had  they  shown  a 
little  more  patience,  although  thebusiness 
might  at  the  moment  have  taken  rather 
more  time,  we  should  upon  the  whole  hare 
got  on  more  rapidly.  I  hope  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  will  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  fact  that  the  Motion  was 
irregular,  and  allow  the  House  the 
opportunity  of  repairing  it  so  as  to  meet 
the  views  of  hon.  Members  from  Soofland. 

«Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  The  right  hon  Gen- 
tleman has,  in  his  remarks,  whether  he 
desired  to  do  so  directly  or  not,  raised  a 
point  of  order,  and  has  said  that  the  pro- 
ceedings on  the  part  of  the  House  have 
been  irreg^ar,  and  that  some  reparation 

is  necessary.  There  has  been  no  irreflra- 
larity  whatever.  The  point  of  order 
was  raised  at  the  proper  time  before  the 
Motion  was  put,  and  I  ruled  upon  it,  as 
I  considered  it  my  duty  to  do,  that  it 
was  a  perfectly  valid  and  regular 
Motion.  The  first  point  made  by  the 
fight  hon.  Gentleman  is  that  the  right 
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hoa,  Qentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  TrsBanij  did  not  comply  with 
the  Standing  Order  by  moTing 
thftt  certain  words  mentioned  itana 
part  of  the  Bill.  The  Hg(ht  hoa.  Gen> 
tteman  did  make  that  Uotion,  and  men- 
tioned the  words  down  to  "  Donald 
Crawford,  Eeq.,"  which  he  moved 
should  stand  part  of  the  Bill,  and  I  put 
that  Uotion  from  the  Chair.  This  point 
seems  to  me  to  be  completely  covered  by 
the  Standing  Order.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  next 
raises  the  point  which,  I  admit, 
is  one  of  more  difficulty— that  the 
words  of  the  Standing  Order  which 
provide  for  such  a  Motion  as  this  only 
refer  to  proceedings  in  Committee.  The 
words,  "  that  certain  words  stand  part " 
were  precisely  toltdem  vtrhii  the  words 
of  the  Motion.  I  do  not  understand 
that  any  distinction  can  be  drawn  be- 
tween ■'  part  of  the  Bill "  and  "  part  of 
the  clause,"  because  Che  Rouse  well 
knows  that  20  or  30  times  during  this 
sitting  I  have  put  from  this  Chair  "that 
the  words  stand  part  of  the  clause." 
The  phrase  "  that  the  words  stand  part 
of  the  clause,"  is  convertible  with 
"  stand  part  of  the  Bill."  Underthocir- 
oumstancee,  I  cannot  think  that  any 
irregularityhas  been  committed.  Icannot 
accept  as  correct  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  8  reading  of  the  Hule,  nor  is  he 
correct  in  saying  that  this  was  a  ctuut 
emuiti*  in  the  Debate  on  the  Closure 
Rules.  I  ratber  think  that  the  point 
as  to  whether  the  Rule  applied  to  Com- 
mittee or  Report  was  raised,  and  was 
then  accepted  as  applying  to  both. 

*Uii.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  am  sure,  Sir, 
the  House  accepts  your  ruling,  as  it  will 
accept  any  ruling  of  yours,  as  a  perfect 
statement  of  the  law  of  Parliament 
applicable  to  the  point  in  question.  I 
wish  again  to  say  that  the  Qovernment 
and  the  House  are  indebted  to  the 
Scotch  Members  for  the  moderation  and 
the  care  they  have  bestowed  on  this  Bill, 
and  I  should  exceedingly  regret  that  the 
proceedings  of  the  last  few  minutes 
should  in  any  way  mar  the  cordial  rela- 
tions which  have  so  far  existed.  The 
hon.  Member  for  North  Aberdeen  gave 
notice  that  he  would  divide  against  every 
name  on  the  Commission. 
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Ur.  HUNTER:  I  beg  pardoD.  I  in- 
formed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  I 
did  not  intend  to  move  the  rejection  of 
the  name  of  Sir  Francis  Sandford.  That 
was  to  be  objected  to  by  one  of  my  hon. 
Friends. 


•Mh.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Yes,  beoause 
the  Motion  of  a  Colleague  of  his  would 
accomplish  the  same  object.  The 
Government  in  the  coaoessions  they 
)  made  have  given  evidence  of  their 
very  great  desire  to  meet  the  wishes  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  as  well  as  those  on  this  ude.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen  will 
do  us  the  justice  to  admit  that. 
I  was  surprised,  on  looking  at  tiie  Paper 
this  morning,  to  find  that  objections 
were  still  made  to  the  Commission. 
If  I  have  been  guilty  of  an  oEFence  in 
moving  the  Closure,  I  am  sorry  for  it, 
but  I  think  the  House  generally  will 
admit  that  tt  was  almost  time  to  put 
an  end  to  discussions  which  are  not 
agreeable  and  which  we  had  notice 
would  go  on  with  regard  to  every  name. 
The  Government  have  stated  to  the 
hon.  Member  and  to  the  House  that 
they  will  endeavour  to  meet  his  views  in 
every  way  except  as  to  the  particular 
person  whom  he  intimated  he  intended 
to  force  upon  them.  It  is  not  unf^r 
tbat  the  Qovernment  should  exercise 
their  own  discretion  and  responsibility 
as  to  the  individual  to  be  accepted  for 
the  discharge  of  duties  of  this  important 
character.  They  have  given  an  as- 
surance that  they  will  endeavour  to  find 
a  gentieman  acquainted  with  Aberdeen 
University  who  shall  be  placed  on  the 
Commission,  and  it  is  customary  even 
with  opponents  to  accept  an  aasarance  of 
tbat  kind. 

Ma,  HUNTER :  Will  you  state  any 
objection  to  Mr.  Bain  T 
•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  ;  The  Govern- 
ment have  endeavoured  as  far  as  pos- 
sible to  refrain  from  discussing  the 
names  of  individuals.  I  think  it 
is    most    invidious,    and    I    do    uot 
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intend  to  do  so  now.  We  asked 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Hunter)  to 
serve  himself,  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Asher),  but 
they  both  declined,  and  it  is  notorious 
that  we  have  spared  no  pains  to  procure 
the  services  on  the  Commission  of  a 
gentleman  acquainted  with  Aberdeen 
University.  I  hope  that  after  the 
assurance  of  the  Government  we  may 
still  hope,  in  spite  of  the  incident 
which  has  just  occurred,  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill  in  the  same  spirit  of  con- 
ciliation which  has  existed  hitherto. 

Mr.  hunter  :  We  are  well  accus- 
tomed to  be  out-voted,  but  a  new  feature 
has  been  introduced  this  afternoon.  We 
are  to  be  closured  it  seems.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  chosen  his  time 
with  much  dexterity.  He  has  selected 
as  the  moment  to  apply  the  closure  the 
time  when  the  most  obnoxious  name  on 
the  whole  list  came  up  for  discussion. 
The  great  majority  of  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers are  entirely  opposed  to  Sir  Francis 

SanJford's  name,  which  is  synonymous 
in  Scotland  for  everything  that  is 
detestable,  obscurantist,  reactionary, 
anti-Liberal,  and  anti- Scotch.  That 
was  the  moment  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man selected  for  shutting  our  mouths 
and  preventing  a  vote  being  taken  on 
that  particular  name.  I  hope  my  hon. 
Friend  will  press  his  Motion  to  a  Division, 
and  give  us  the  only  opportunity  we 
shall  have,  though  an  indirect  one,  of 
expressing  our  sense  of  the  name  of  Sir 
F.  Sandford. 

*SiR  WALTER  FOSTER:  I  must  say, 
that  it  seems  to  me,  that  the  strongest 
argument  in  favour  of  Adjournment 
came  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  him- 
self. He  says  he  has  been  anxious 
to  find  some  one  who  will  be  acceptable 
to  the  Scotch  Members  as  repre- 
sentiog  Aberdeen  University,  and  as 
yet  he  has  been  unsuccessful  in  his 
search.  Under  those  circumstances  it 
is  right,  I  think,  that  they  should  take 

a  little  time  to  try  and  find  some  one.  I 
feel  compelled  to  vote  for  the  Adjourn- 
ment, because  by  the  Amendment  or 

Mr.  W,  H.  Smith 


Motion  moved  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  I  am  myself  precluded  from 
moving  the  addition  to  the  Oommissioii 
of  a  gentleman  representing  the  medical 
profession.  I  wanted  to  obtain  a  fair 
representation  of  the  profession  to 
which  I  belong,  and  the  eduoatioii 
of  which  forms,  if  not  the  greatest, 
certainly  a  large  part  of  Scotch  ITni- 
versity  work.  The  Faculty  of  Medicine 
is  the  most  flourishing  and  most  im- 
portant Faculty  of  all  in  some  Uni- 
versities, and  I  asked  to  put  forward 
the  claim  of  some  gentleman  who 
might  be  supposed  to  represent  the 
whole  profession  of  Scotland.  Under 
the  circumstances,  the  clause  beingr 
passed  down  to  the  name  of  ''  Donala 
Crawford,  Esq.,''  I  presume  I  am  unable 
to  move  my  Amendment.  Under  any 
circumstances,  I  should  like  the  Gt>vern- 
ment  to  take  an  opportunity  of  consider- 
ing whether  they  can  accept  my  pro- 
posal. 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  precluded  from  making  a  Motion 
to  add  another  name  to  the  Commission. 

*SiR  WALTER  FOSTER:  I  am  glad 
to  hear  it. 

Mr.  FINLAY  :  I  do  not  think  I  ought 
to  allow  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter)  to 
pass  without  protest.  My  hon.  Friend 
poses  as  the  Representative  of  the  people 
of  Scotland,  but  he  certainly  failed  to 
speak  as  the  Representative  of  the 
people  of  Scotland  in  using  the  language 
he  did  use  as  regards  Sir  Francis  Sand- 
ford.  I  protest  against  that  language. 
He  mistakes  the  opinion  of  his  own 

little  circle,  on  this  and  many  other 
matters,  for  the  opinion  of  Scotland.  I 
venture  to  say  that  in  Scotland  generally 
there  is  no  man  who  is  recognized,  in 
the  opinion  of  those  best  qualifled  to 
guide,  as  more  eminently  fitted  for  a 
Commission  of  this  kind  than  Sir  Francis 
Sandford. 

*Mr.  ESSLEMONT  :  I  shaU  not  foUow 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Inverness  (Mr.  Finlay)  into  his  little 
circle.  The  people  of  Scotland  are  well 
able  to  judge  as  to  which  is  the  larger 
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circle,  the  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman's 
or  ours.  But  my  purpose  in  rising  is 
to  offer  a  word  of  personal  explanation. 
I  was  telling  with  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North  Aberdeen  up  to  a 
certain  point.  That  point  was  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Adjournment,  and  I  was  very 
sorry  my  hon.  Friend  did  not  press  the 
Adjournment  to  a  Division  before.  It 
has  been  said  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  that  concessions  have  been 
made  to  Scotch  Members.  Let  me  re- 
mind the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  all 
the  concessions  have  been  made  by 
Scotch  Members  to  the  Oovernment.  If 
he  will  look  at  the  Division  List 
he  will  find  that  the  majority  of  Scotch 
Members  have  given  in  to  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government,  and  that 
the  Government  have  not  given 
in  to  the  Scotch  Members.  I  have  been 
as  desirous  as  anyone  that  we  should 
not  in  detail  discuss  the  15  names,  and 
therefore  I  hope  the  Government,  after 
what  has  been  said — I  admit,  compli- 
mentary to  us  as  Scotch  Members— will 
reconsider  this  matter.  They  have  it 
in  their  power,  undoubtedly,  by  reconsi- 
deration, to  satisfy  the  whole  of  the 
Scotch  Members  with  regard  to  this 
Commission.  The  point  raised  is  a 
very  fair  one.  We  propose  a  represen- 
tative of  the  Aberdeen  University,  and 
no  objection  has  been  taken  to  the 
name.  I,  therefore,  cannot  see  why  the 
Government  do  not  concede  the  point. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  127;  Noes 
222.— (Div.  List,  No.  227.) 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  beg 
to  move  to  insert  after  the  word  *'  es- 
quire," **  Sir  William  Thomson." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line 
12,  after  the  word  *'  esquire,"  to  insert 
the  words** Sir  William  Thomson." — 
{3fr.  J,  P.   H,  Robertson,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  hunter  :  I  hope  the  Govern- 
ment will  now,  considering  the  hour 
(5.25)  at  which  we  have  arrived,  post- 
pone the  further  consideration  of  this 

question.  I  see  no  reason  why,  if  they  had 
been  a  little  more  liberal  in  their  views, 
we  should  not  have  settled  this  question 
long  ago.  There  is  no  desire  on  my 
part  to  occupy  a  moment  longer  than  is 


17,1889}  (Scotland)  Bill.  650 

necessary ;  and  the  fault  of  the  delay 
lies  with  the  Government.  I  think  it 
would  be  well  that  we  should  now  ad- 
journ, and  endeavour  to  come  to  some 
arrangement  before  the  subject  is  again 
taken  up. 

Dr.  CLARK:  It  is  all  the  more 
necessary  we  should  do  that  because, 
while  I  see  no  objection  to  the  gentle- 
man now  proposed,  the  constitution  of 
this  Commission  is  very  peculiar,  and 
political  feeling  is  reflected  in  it.  It  so 
happens  that  Sir  William  Thomson  is  a 
very  keen  partisan  ;  he  is  one  of  the 
keenest  partisans  of  a  small  dying 
section  in  Scotland.  I  have  the  highest 
opinion  of  the  gentleman  from  a  scien- 
tific standpoint,  and  think  he  may 
fairly  represent  what  is  wanted  in  the 
future  in  Scottish  Universities,  yet  I 
find  he  usod  to  profess  broad  Liberal 
ideas,  but  now  supports  the  most  Con- 
servative and  illiberal  proposals.  That 
is  why  I  am  chary  of  electing  him  on 
this  Commission.  I  find  that  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  around  me  who  used  to 
bo  very  broad  and  liberal  in  their  views 
now  vote  against  what  they  used  to  vote 

for.  Sir  William  Thomson  is  one  of  the 
ablest  Members  in  the  University  which 
be  adorns,  but  it  may  be  that  since  he 
has  come  under  the  blighting  influence 
of  thepresent  state  of  things,  his  views 
on  University  Reform  may  have 
changed.  It  is  a  very  curious  mental 
disease  which,  as  a  student  of  psycho- 
logy, I  have  been  studying.  It  is  a 
form  of  monomania,  and  I  am  not  sure 
that  the  gentleman  now  proposed  is  not 
afflicted  with  it.  I  refuse  to  put  a  man 
on  the  Commission  unless  he  is  sound 
in  every  particular.  I  do  not  at  the 
present  moment  feel  qualified  to  vote 
for  this  gentleman,  although  I  have 
very  g^eat  respect 

It  being  half-past  Five  of  the  clock, 
the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  consideration  of  the  Bill  be 
resumed  to-morrow." 

Sm  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  should  like 
to  know  what  is  going  to  be  done  with 
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reference  to  the  business  to-morrow.    It 

was  understood  the  Tithe  Bill  was  to  be 

taken  to-morrow  as  the  first  Order.     I 

do  not  know  whether  that  arrangement 

is  to  be   disturbed.     I  certainly  think 

that  if  this  Bill  is  to  be  taken  to-morrowi 

it  ought  to  be  taken  after  the  Tithe  Bill* 
Perhaps  it  would  be  more  convenient 
that  this  Bill  should  be  postponed  until 
Friday,  and  that  in  the  meantime  an 
endeavour  should  be  made  to  arrive  at 
an  amicable  arrangement  as  to  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Commission.  Possibly 
the  difficulty  might  be  removed  by  re- 
committing the  Bill  so  as  to  reconstitute 
the  Commission,  an  agreement  having 
been  come  to  as  to  the  persons  who  shall 
compose  the  Commission. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Govern- 
ment will  be  very  glad  to  consider  any 
suggestion      which     hon.      Gentlemen 

may  make.  The  Tithe  Bill  stands  first 
for  to-morrow,  and  this  Bill  will  be  put 
down  second  in  the  Order  Book. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

REVENUE  [ALLOWANCES  AND  STAMP 

DUTY]. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  it  ii  expedient  to  authorize 
the  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by 
Parhament,  of  additional  aJlowances  and  remu- 
neration to  clerks  to  Clommissioners  of  Income 
Tax  and  iDhabited  House  Duties,  in  pursuance 
of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  to  amend  the 
Laws  relating  to  the  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue,  and  for  other  purposes  connected  with 
the  Public  Revenue  and  Expenditure. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  it  is  expedient  to  impose,  by  way  of 
composition,  a  Stamp  Duty,  at  the  rate  of  five 
pounds  per  centum,  upon  the  premiums  on 
policies  of  insurance  against  accident  under  the 
provisions  of  the  said  Act.*' — (Mr.  Jaekton.) 

And,  it  being  after  half-past  Five  of 
the  clock,  and  objection  oeing  taken 
to  further  proceeding,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  make  his  Keport  to  the 
House. 

First  Besolution  to  be  reported  to- 
morrow. 

Committee  also  report  Progress;  to 
sit  again  to-morrow. 

Sir  W.  Harcourt 


MOTION. 


COMPANIES    GLAUSES    CONSOLIDATTOM'    ACT 
(1888)   AMENDMENT  BIUi. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Arthur  Adand,  BiU  to 
amend  *<  Tlie  Companies  Clauses  Contolidation 
Act,  1^88,*'  order<Ml  to  he  hrought  in  bv  Mr. 
Arthur  Aoland,  Mr.  Rowntree,  and  Mr.  Thomaa 
Ellis. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  337.] 

PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS. 

Fourth  Heport,  with  Minutes  of 
Evidence  and  Appendix,  brought  up 
and  read. 

Heport  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.  [No.  259.] 

PARTNERSHIP  BILL.     (No.  161.) 

Keported  from  the  Select  Oommittee. 
Minutes  of  Proceedings  to  be  printed. 
[No.  260.] 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  260.] 

Bill  re-committed  to  a  Oommittee  of 
the  whole  House  for  Friday,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  336.] 

CITY  OF  LONDON  POLICE  BILL 
[LORDS]. 

Beported  from  the  Select  Oommittee, 
with  Minutes  of  Evidence;  Beport  to 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

QUESTION. 


On  the  Motion  for  Adjournment, 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Budi- 
clifiPe) :  Is  the  Secretary  to  the  Loeal 
Government  Board  in  a  position  to  give 
us  an  assurance  that  the  Infeotioiui 
Disease  Notification  Bill  will  oome  on 
at  a  time  when  it  is  possible  to  diaouae 
it  adequately  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  LovG, 
Wiltshire,  Devizes) :  In  the  abaenoe  of 
the  President  of  the  Local  Goyemmeiit 
Board  I  cannot  say  when  the  Bill  will 
be  taken ;  but  I  know  my  right  hon. 
Friend  is  most  desirous  of  presainff  the 
BUI.  ^^ 

House  adjoomed  at  twaoly 
xninutea  to  Six  o'doek 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  ISth  July,  1889. 


The  Eabl  of  M0RLE7  sat  Speaker. 

THE  EDUCATION  CODE. 
QUESTIONS  -— OBSBBYATIONS. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE :  I  desire  to  ask 
the  Lord  President  of  the  Oouncil  whe- 
ther the  Education  Code  has  been  aban- 
doned or  only  suspended  ? 

Viscount  CRANBROOK:  I  think 
your  Lordships  will  see  that  this  is  a 
case  in  which  suspension  was  impossible. 
The  Code  could  only  be  continued  or 
aliandoned.  It  has  been  withdrawn ; 
but  the  subject  will,  of  course,  receive 
the  consideration  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  I  can  only  ex- 
press my  great  regret  at  the  information, 
more  particularly  after  the  complete 
manner  in  which  the  Lord  President  on 
various  occasions  in  your  Lordships' 
House  defended  the  provisions  of  the 
Code. 

TRA3INVATS  PROVISIONAL   ORDER 
(No.  2)  BILL. 

♦Lord  BALFOUR,  in  moving  the  sus- 
pension of  the  Standing  Order  in  order 
to  enable  this  Bill  to  be  read  a  second 
time,  said  that  the  Bill  was  introduced 
into  the  House  of  Commons  on  the  17th 
May,  and  was  read  a  second  time  shortly 
afterwards.  The  reference  to  the  Com- 
mons Committee  had  not  taken  place  for 
more  than  a  month.  One  Order  was 
opposed,  but  after  negotiations  that 
opposition  had  been  withdrawn,  and 
the  whole    of    the    Orders    were  now 


going  through  Parliament  as  unopposed 
Orders. 

Moved, 

*•  That  the  Order  made  on  the  6th  day  of 
March  last, '  that  no  fiill  broug^ht  from  the 
House  of  Commons  confirming  any  Provisional 
Order  or  Provisional  Certificate  shall  bo  read  a 
second  time  after  Friday,  the  2^th  day  of  Juna 
next/  be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the  Bill  be. 
read  2*  ; " 

Agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  to-morrow. 

THE  STANDING  ORDERS  AND  PRO- 
VISIONAL  ORDER  BILLS. 

A  Special  Report  from  the  Standing 
Committee  for  Bills  relating  to  General 
Purposes,   referring    to    a    number  of^ 
Local    Government    Provisional  -Order 
Bills,  was  ordered  to  be  considered. 

♦Lord  BALFOUR,  in  moving  to  dis- 
charge the  Order  of  Reference  to  the 
Standing  Committee,  explained  that 
that  Committee  reported  that  they  had 
not  proceeded  to  consider  the  Bills  in 
question  because  they  found  themselves 
in  such  a  pojitiou  that  that  course 
would  be,  if  not  useless,  exceedingly 
difficult.  Provisional  Order  Bills  dealt 
with  matters  which  were  to  a  large  extent 
matters  of  agreement  between  private 
individuals  and  Government  Depart- 
ments. If  any  Committee  of  the  House 
were  to  take  them  into  consideration, 
with  a  view  to  upsetting  the  arrange^ 
ments  that  had  been  arrived  at,  that 
would  almost  necessarily  involve  the 
attendance  of  the  parties  by  counsel 
or  otherwise.  The  Standing  Committees 
of  the  House  were  not  appointed  for 
that  purpose,  and  it  was  obviously  un- 
suitable to  refer  Bills  of  this  kind  to 
those  Committee?. 
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Moved, 

"  That  the  Order  of  Friday  last  committing 
the  said  Bills  to  the  Standing  Committee  for 
General  Bills  be  discharged."— (TAtf  Lord 
JBal/our.) 

The  Eakl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  In  the 
absence  of  my  noble  Friend  Earl 
Carnarvon )  the  Chairman  of  the  Stand- 
ing Committee  for  Oeneral  Bills,  I  may 
be  allowed  to  state  that  the  view  which 
the  Committee  took  was  substantially 
that  which  has  been  stated  by  the  noble 
Lord,  that  these  Bills,  as  a  rule,  are  not 
Bills  which  should  be  considered  by  a 
Standing  Committee.  At  the  same  time, 
it  was  felt  that  there  might  be  some 
Bills  of  this  class  which  involved  ques- 
tions of  public  policy,  and  which  it 
might  be  desirable  to  refer,  and,  there- 
fore, we  thought  it  should  be  left  open 
to  the  House  to  make  such  a  reference 
in  special  cases,  although,  as  a  general 
rule,  these  Provisional  Order  Bills 
ought  to  go  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 


{LORDS} 

referred  to  a  specially  appointed  Com- 
mittee on  unopposed  Provisional  Orders, 
and  in  this  House  they  undergo  careful 
scrutiny  in  the  department  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Chairman  of  Committees. 
*Thb  Eabl  of  MILLTO  WN  :  I  am  per- 
fectly  aware  that  the  Bills  undergo 
scrutiuy  from  the  officers  of  the  Houset 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  that  is  a 
very  careful  scrutiny.  What  I  said  was 
that  they  were  not  controlled  by  Parlia- 
ment, and  that  seems  to  be  the  fact. 

The  Eabl  of  MORLEY  :  Perhaps  I 
may  be  allowed  to  make  an  explanation. 
These  Bills,  as  the  noble  Lord  has  said, 
are  referred  to  the  officers  of  my  De- 
partment, who  go  through  them  very 
carefully,  and  have  caused,  and  do 
cause,  many  amendments  to  be  made  in 
the  clauses.  I  think  it  is  valuable  that 
the  Bills  should  go  to  some  tribunal  in 
the  nature  of  the  Standing  Committees 
of  this  House,  but  I  fear  that  those 
Committees  are  too  large  to  be  able  to 


deal  with  these  Bills,  which  are,  after 

*The  Earl  of  MILLTO  WN  :  I  do  not  j  all,  very  much  in  the  nature  of  private 
vish  to  oppose  the  Motion,  but  I  wish  ^  Bills.     In  the  other  House,  I  have  been 


wish 

again  to  point  out  that  one  of  the  special 
reasons  that  was  g^ven  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  these  Standing  Committees  was 
that  they  should  consider  these  Provi- 
sional Order  Bills.  It  was  stated  by  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Prime  Minister 
that  the  Bills  were  passed  through  the 
House  without  any  examination,  and 
when  I  called  attention  to  the  matter 
when  these  Bills  were  before  the  House 
on  Friday,  he  again  stated  that  all 
Provisional  Order  Bills  ought  to  go 
before  the  Standing  Committees.  I 
understand  from  what  has  fallen  from 
the  noble  Baron  that  that  is  not  for  the 
future  to  be  the  practice,  and  it  seems  to 
me  that,  under  these  circumstances,  one 
of  the  main  reasons  for  the  establishment 
of  the  Standing  Committees  has  fallen 
to  the  ground. 
*LoRD  BALFOUR:  With  the  indul- 
gence  of  the  House,  I  would  like  to  say 
that  the  noble  Earl  is  not  quite  accurate 
in  his  description  of  the  course  of  proce- 
dure in  regard  to  these  Bills.  I  demur 
to  the  statement  that  the  Standing 
Committees  were  formed  for  the  purpose 
of  assisting  these  Bills,  but  I  will  not 
pursue  that  subject  further  just  now. 
I  would  point  out  to  the  House  that  it  is 
not  correct  to  say  that  these  Bills  pass 
through  Parliament  unscrutinized.  In 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  they  are 


told  (but  I  am  not  absolutely  certain  of 
this)  that  these  Bills  are  praotically 
dealt  with  exactly  in  the  same  way  aa 
private  Bills,  and  are  referred  to  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  and 
to  his  Unopposed  Bills  Committee. 
Though  they  would  not  come  before^  me 
sitting  in  Committee,  but  are,  I  think, 
as  public  Bills,  rightly  committed  to  the 
whole  House,  still  it  is  not  aoouiate  to 
say  that  they  go  through  no  scrutiny  at 
all  on  the  part  of  the  House  or  its 
officers.  I  think  that,  although  it  may 
be  useful  to  refer  certain  of  these  Bilbi 
to  a  Standing  Committee,  those  Oom* 
mittees  are  so  constituted  that,  as  a 
general  rule,  it  would  be  better  not  to 
refer  to  them  Bills  of  this  complicated 
character.  I  would  also  venture  to 
suggest  that  in  cases  where  Bills  are  re- 
ferred to  the  Standing  Committees 
ample  notice  should  be  g^ven  of 
the  intention  of  noble  Lords  to  move 
Amendments. 

LoBD  HERSCHELL :  I  would  sug- 
gest that  it  is  worthy  of  consideration 
whether  the  same  practice  should  not 
be  followed  here  as  m  the  other  Hoose 
—that  is  to  say,  that  Bills  of  this 
character  should  go  before  a  Committee 
for  Unopposed  Bills,  subject  to  this — ^that 
if  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Unopposed  Bills  wishes  to  call  attention 
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to  any  matter  of  principle  involved  in  a 
particular  Bill  he  should  refer  the  Bill 
to  the  Standing  Committees. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I  quite 
agree  that  it  would  be  useful  to  have,  as 
an  aid  to  the  Standing  Committees,  a 
email  Committee  similar  to  that  which 
IS  known  in  the  other  House  as  the 
Unopposed  Bill  Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  Bills  in 
question  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House. 

PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILLS. 

Moved,  to  resolve  that  Bills  for  confirming 
Provisional  Orders  should  pursue  the  course 
hitherto  adopted,  unless  their  reference  to  the 
Standing  Committee  he  ordered  for  some 
€pecial  reasons :  after  notice  g^vcn  (The  Lord 
calfour) ;  agreed  to. 

MARRIAGES  (BASUTOLAND,   &c.)  BILL 

(No.  166.) 

SECOND  EEADIKa. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

♦Lord  KNUTSFORD,  in  moving  the 
Seoond  Reading  of  this  Bill,  explained 
that  it  was  a  Bill  to  confirm  the  validity 
of  certain  marriages  contracted  in 
Basutoland  and  Bechnanaland  before 
they  became  British  territory. 

Bill  read  2*  (aooording  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  to  morrow. 

WINDWARD  ISLANDS  APPEAL  COUBT 
BILL.    (No.  166). 

SECOND  aBADma. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Seoond  Read- 
ing  read. 

*LoRD  KNUT8F0RD :  My  Lords,  I 
may  very  briefly  explain  the  object  of 
this  Bill.  The  Act  which  established 
the  Court  of  Appeal  for  the  Windward 
Islands  provided  that  a  quorum  of  that 
Court  should  consist  of  tlu^e  of  the  Chief 
Justices,  exclusive  of  the  Jud^e  whose 
decision  was  appealed  from.  It  is  now 
thought  advisable  to  amalgamate  the 
offices  of  two  of  the  Chief  Justices,  and 
the  quorum  indicated  by  the  Act  could 
not  therefore  be  formed,  and  this  Bill 
is  to  enable  Her  Majesty,  by  Order  in 
Council,  to  reconstitute  tho  Court  of 
Appeal. 


Bill  read  2*  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  to-morrow. 

HEBBING  FISHERY  (SCOTLAND)   BILL 

(No.  149.) 
THIRD   READINQ. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Bead- 
ing read. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
3a." 

♦The  Earl  op  WEITTSS :  Before 
your  Lordships  read  this  Bill  a  third 
time,  I  should  like,  with  your  Lordships' 
permission,  to  call  attention  to  the  fifth 
clause.  Your  Lordships  have  heard  a 
good  deal  of  Sunday  closing  on  land. 
This  is  practically  a  Sunday  Closing 
Bill  as  regards  the  waters  on  the  West 
Coast  of  Scotland.  Now,  legislation  of 
this  kind  is  in  itself  objectionable,  and 
certain  to  lead  to  evasion  of  the  law. 
My  noble  Friend  the  Marquess  of  Lo* 
thian  the  other  day  gave  reasons  in 
support  of  this  clause,  but  I  think  they 
were  wholly  insufficient.  The  first  reason 
which  my  noble  Friend  gave  was  that 
there  was  a  similar  law  in  the  time  of 
George  III.  In  the  few  remarks  I 
have  to  make,  I  wish  to  carefully  guard 
myself  against  the  supposition  that  I 
yield  to  any  Member  of  your  Lordships' 
House,  or  to  any  member  of  the  Pros- 
byterian  body  in  Scotland,  in  respect 
for  the  Sabbath,  and  in  the  desire  that  it 
should  be  decently  observed.  So  much 
so  that  I  have  never  yet  voted  for  the 
opening  of  Museums  on  Sundays  simply 
for  fear  that  it  would  be  the  thin  end 
of  the  wedge,  and  that  in  course  of 
time  the  worUng  man  would  lose  his 
day  of  rest.  But,  mv  Lords,  that  is  no 
reason  why  we  should  have  legislation 
of  this  kind,  which  would  tell  so  cruelly 
upon  the  fishing  population.  Fishermen 
lead  a  very  hard  life,  and  gain  a  very  hard 
and  uncertain  living.    Their  calling  is 

doubly  precarious.  It  is  precarious  as 
regards  the  weather.  You  may  have 
Monday,  Tuesday,  Wednesday,  Thurs- 
day, Friday,  Saturday,  days  on 
which,  owing  to  boisterous  weather, 
it  is  impossible  for  them  to  set 
or  shoot  their  nets.  And  then 
there  is  the  uncertainty  of  the  run 
of  the  fish.  Again,  you  may  have  no 
fish  on  Monday,  Tuesday,  Wednesday, 
Thursday,  or  Friday,  and  on  Saturday 
the  whole  sea  may  be   teeming   and 
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make  provision  for  the  Sessions  Court 
in  Scodandy  and  I  think  the  title  is  quite 
sufficient  to  show  your  Lordships  the 
general  nature  of  the  Bill.  Its  object 
is  to  regulate  the  number  and  duties  of 
the  clerks  in  the  Court  of  Session  and 
Bill  Chamber. 

Bill  read  2*  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  the  Standing  Committee 
for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  &c. 

TBUST  FUNDS  INVESTMENT  BILL. 

(No.  163.) 
SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Eead- 
ing  read. 

LoBD   HEESCHELL:    Your  Lord- 
ships may  remember  that  last  year  a 
Bill  to  diminish  the  liability  of  trustees 
was  introduced,  aod  a  clause  was  inserted 
in  that  Bill  when  it  was  before  your 
Ijordships'  House  enlarging  the  power 
of  trustees  with  regard  to  the  investment 
of  trust  funds.     The  matter  came  before 
the  House  of  Commons  somewhat  late 
in  the  SessioD,  and   in  view  of  some 
difference  of    opinion   on   the    subject 
which  might  have  imperilled  the  passing 
of  the  Bill,  that  clause  was  struck  out 
of   the   Bill.      The  Bill  which  is  now 
before  your  Lordships  is  an  enactment 
substantially  of  the  clause  which  passed 
your  Lordships'  House  last  year.   There 
are  one  or  two    slight  alterations    to 
which   I   might    call    your   Lordships' 
attention.  The  Bill  of  last  year  authorized 
the  investment,  amongst  other  things,  in 
the  preference  shares  of  railways  which  for 
the  previous  10  years  had  paid  dividends 
on  their  ordinary  stock.  As  the  Bill  now 
stands  they  must  have  paid  a  dividend  of 
not  less  than  3  per  cent  on  their  stock.    I 
think  that  is  the  only  alteration  of  im- 
portance in  the  clause  of  last  year,  with 
one  exception.      In   the   clause   which 
passed  your  Lordships'  House  last  year 
a  provision  was  inserted  placing  certain 
Colonial  stocks  in  the  same  position  as 
the  other  securities  authorized  by  the 
clause.      An   endeavour  was  made  to 
provide  an  automatic  test  which  should 
distinguish     between    those     Colonial 
stocks  which  should  not  be  regarded  as 
trustee  investments,  and  those  (and  un- 
doubtedly   there    are    some)    Colonial 
stocks  which  are  investments  quite  as 
sound  as  any  to  be  found  in  this  king- 
dom.    When  the  matter  came  before 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons 

The  Marquess  of  Lothian 


to  whom  this  Bill  was  referred^  Ulmt^ 
was  some  difference  of  opinion  upon  the- 
subject  of  Colonial  trust  investments^ 
and  a  Besolution  was  passed  by  that 
Committee  that  it  was  inexpedient  ta 
enter,  with  reference  to  that  Bill,  into 
the  question  of  having  any  InvestmentB 
in  Colonial  stock.      Consequently,   no 
such  provision  is  to  be  found  in  the  Bili 
before  your  Lordships,  and  I  feel  very 
strongly  that,  whatever  one's  own  doubt» 
upon  the  subject  may  be,  it  would  b» 
very  inexpedient  to  attempt  to  introduco 
such  a  provision  into  the  Bill  which  is 
now  before  your  Lordships'  House.     I 
think  it  is  to  be  regretted  that  Colonial 
stocks   are  altogether  to  be  exeluded 
from  this  Bill,  not  merely  because  some 
of  those  stocks  are  perfectly  safe  and 
sound  investments  for  trust  funds,  but 
because  there  is  a  feeling  on  the  part 
of  the  Colonies  that  they   ought  not 
to    be   excluded  from  investments    of 
this    nature ;     and    if    you    add    to 
the    list    of    those    trust    investments 
Indian  stocks  and  other  securities  men?* 
tioned  in  this  Bill,it  is  not  right  that  all 
Colonial  stocks  should  be    treated   as 
though  they  were  not  proper  funds  in 
which  trust  moneys  should  be  invested* 
I  understand  that  that  matter  has  been 
pressed  upon  Her  Majesty's  Government 
by  those  who  represent  the  Colonies  ia 
this  country,   and  that  the  matter  is 
under  consideration,  and  that  it  will  bo 
the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  I  hope  that 
the  result  of  that  inquiry  may  be  to 
secure  some   understanding  as  to  the 
conditions  upon  which,  or  the  legislation 
subject  to  which.  Colonial  stocks  might 
be  put  into  the  list  of  trust  investments*. 
I  hope  there  will  be  no   difficulty  in 
arriving  at  such  a  result,  and,  seeingp 
that  the  matter  is  thus  under  considera- 
tion, I  think  it  would  be  inexpedient  to 
delay  this  measure  at  all,  or  to  run  any  ^ 
risk  with  regard  to  it  by  pressing  tha. 
matter  at  the  present  stage.     I  shall 
await  with  interest  the  result  of  the  iD* 
quiry  which  I  understand  is  now  takings 
place  upon  the  subject,  and  I  may  pzo* 
bably  upon  some  future  occasion  troaUft 
your  Lordships  further  in  the  matter. 
*LoRD    KNUTSFORD:    I    have   to 
express  concurrence  in  the  greater  part 
of  what  the  noble  Lord  has  said.    As  hp 
knows,  1  am  personally  desirous  thai 
trustees  should  have  power  to  inyeat 
in  these  Colonial  stocks,  upon  sufficient 
security  being  given  as  to  their  stabilitj^ 
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but  I  think  it  would  be  unfortunate  if 
any  step  were  now  taken  which  might 
delay  the  passing  of  this  useful  measure. 
My  noble  Friend  is  perfectly  correct  in 
stating  that  this  matter  has  been  again 
press^  upon  the  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  but  after  the 
Besolution  which  was  passed  by  the 
Grand  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  upon  this  very  clause 
intimating  that  they  thought  full  inquiry 
ought  to  be  made  before  the  clause  was 
passed,  or  before  it  was  brought  up 
again  for  consideration,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  decided  that  it  will  be 
the  best  course  to  have  that  full  inquiry 
which  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  desired  made  by  a  Depart- 
mental Committee.  That  Departmental 
Committee  will  be  soon  appointed,  and 
I  hope  that  the  result  may  prove  satis- 
factory, and  that  there  may  be  some 
means  found  of  enabling  trustees  to 
invest  in  these  securities. 


Bill  read  2*  (according  to  order). 

Lord  HERSOHELL:  Under  ordi- 
nary  circumstances,  I  should  move  to 
refer  this  Bill  to  the  Standing  Committee 
fbr  Bills  relating  to  Law,  Ac,  but  inas- 
much as,  with  the  trifling  exception  to 
which  I  have  alluded.,  it  is  substantially 
identical  with  a  clause  which  has  already 
passed  your  Lordships'  House,  I  think 
it  is  unnecessary  to  take  that  course,  and 
under  those  circumstances  I  will  move 
to  commit  the  Bill  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Bill  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  to-morrow. 

NATIONAL  PORTRAIT  GALLERY 

BILL  (No.  144). 

SECOITD   READINQ. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Lord  HENNIKEB  :  As  the  result  of 
representations  with  regard  to  the  un- 
satisfactory accommodation  given  to  our 
national  portraits  at  Bethnal  Green,  the 
Office  of  Works  submitted  to  the 
Treasury  on  the  dOth  April  last  a  pro- 
posal to  build  a  new  Museum  either  on 
a  site  to  the  north-east  of  the  National 
Gallery,  or  on  a  site  to  be  acquired  at 
South  Kensington  from  the  Exhibition 
Commissioners.  Immediately  after  this 
proposal  had  been  made  an  offer  was 


made  by  a  gentleman  to  build  a  National 
Portrait  Gallery  at  his  own  expense,  if 
the  Government  would  procure   a  site 
within  one  mile  and  a  half  of  St.  James's. 
The  site  provided  by  the  Bill  which  I 
now  brinc^  before  your  Lordships  is  on 
the    north    and  east  of  the  National 
Gallery.    It  has  been  approved  by  the 
donor,  and  it  has  been  approved  by  the 
trustees  of  the  National  Portrait  Gallery, 
and  the  trustees  of  the  National  Gallery 
have  concurred  in  agreeing  to  the  site 
being  taken,  on  the  understanding  that  a 
space    should    be    taken  from  tho    St. 
George's  Barracks  at  some  future  time 
for  any  extension  that  may  be  necessary. 
The  greater  portion  of  the  land  given 
as  a  site  is  vested  in  the  Commissioners 
of  Works,  under  the  National  Gallery 
Enlargement  Acts  of   1866   and   1867, 
which  were  passed  for  the  purpose  of 
extending   the  National  Gallery.    But 
further  statutory  authority  is  required  to 
appropriate  this  land  for  the  present 
purposes,   and    therefore    this  Bill    is 
brought  in.     The  Bill  provides  for  the 
re- transfer    to   the    Commissioners    of 
Works  of  a  piece  of  land  on  the  west  of 
the  site,  of  which  I  have  spoken,  which 
was  conveyed  to  the  Crown  in  1885,  or 
rather  to  the  Commissioners  of  Woods 
and  Forests  on  the  part  of  the  Crown,  in 
exchange  for  a  small  piece  of  land  taken 
from  the  Barrack  yard  of  St.  George's, 
which  has  been  used  for  the  late  exten- 
sion of  the  National  Gallery.     The  pro- 
posed site,  I  may  tell  your  Lordships,  has 
Deen  pronounced  by  the  eminent  archi- 
tect who  has  prepared  the  sketch  plans 
for  the  donor,  Mr.  Euan  Christian,  as 
quite  sufficient  for  any  National  Portrait 
Gallery,  but  Mr.  Christian  thinks  that 
it  would  be  a  very  great  advantage  that 
a  plot  of  ground  on  the  north  of  Hem- 
mings  Bow  which  is  now  vacant  should 
be  kept  an  open  space.    Not  only  does 
he  think  that  it  would  secure  a  better 
light  for  the  rooms,  but  he  also  thinks 
that  if  you  had  that  open  space  it  would 
secure    better   protection  against  fire. 
This  plot    of    ground  belongs   to  the 
London  County  Council.    The  Office  of 
Works  are  in  correspondence  with  the 
Council,  and  in  correspondence  with  the 
Treasury,  with  a  view  to  keeping  this 
land  as  an  open  space.    I  think  I  need 
say  nothing  more  in  commending  this 
BUI  to  your  Lordships. 

VisoouNT  HABDINGE :    My  Lords, 
I  think  it  would  be  difficult  to  say  too 
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"One  polat,  in  my  jadgineiit,_of  prinlKry 
imporUnce,  and  indeed  ^  teal  necenitf,  if  Iha 
gallery  is  to  be  built  on  thit  rita,  ii  th« 
maintenance  of  the  open  apace  nortliwnnla 
which  ita  occnpation  by  buildings  wonld 
effectually  deatroy.  Tha  security  of  tliil  opea 
space  ia  vital  to  the  achame." 

That  being  bo,  it  ia  quite  posrible  that 
this  anonymous  donor  might  cry  off  and 
Bay,  "If  jou  are  going  to  hava  high 
buildings  there,  I  vill  not  baild  tba 
Gallery."  Under  these  oircnmBtancea, 
it  is  very  desirable  that  vithout  delay 
^ome  sort  of  arrangement  ahonld  be 
come  to  between  the  County  Council 
and  Her  Majesty's  GoTemment.  I 
undei stand  that  what  the  Oonnty 
Council  say  is  that  they  will  hare 
nothing  to  do  with  this  question, 
which  is  an  Imperial  qaeetion.  I 
do  not  know  what  line  the  Qovernmont 
have  taken  or  intend  to  take,  but  whe> 
ther  it  ia  a  Municipal  or  whether  it  is  an 
Imperial  question,  it  is  highly  neceteaiy 
that  Bomething  should  be  done.  If  tbs 
London  County  Council,  as  representinr 
the  ratepayers,  choose  to  say,  "  We  will 
not  giro  a  sou  towards  the  buying  of 
this  gtound,"  it  will  then  be  for  the 
Qorernment  to  consider,  and  it  will  be 
a  very  serious  quection,  whether,  after 
all,  tbey  should  hesitate  to  spend  this 
dreadful  eum  of  £7,000  in  buying  this 
open  Rpace.  Considering  they  hare  not 
given  a  sou  towards  this  undertaking, 
considering  that  at  no  espense  tbeywUl 
have  a  National  Portrait  Gallery  buil^ 
it  would  be  monstrous,  I  think,  if  either 
the  Government  or  the  London  County 
Council  allon-ed  these  high  buildings  to 
be  built  and  the  light  shut  out  from  the 
National  Portrait  Gallery.  I  do  rot 
know  whether  my  noble  Friend  the 
Chnirman  of  the  Loudon  County  Council 
nill  enlighten  us  at  all  upon  the  position 
which  the  London  County  Council  take 
up.  Ferbapa  it  would  bo  possible  for 
(lie  London  County  Council  and  the 
Qovcrnment  to  divide  the  purchaia 
money  for  this  open  space  between  tbem ; 
but.  at  any  ratp,  matters  cannot  remain 
as  they  are,  because,  in  face  of  the  strong 
opinion  wliiih  I  have  quoted  of  the 
architect,  it  is  quite  on  the  cards  that, 
unless  this  comparatively  email  matter 
is  properly  dealt  with,  the  anonymoua 
donor  might  cry  oif  altogether  and  with- 
draw his  munificent  olTor, 

Lord  LAMINOTON  :  I  quite  concur 
in  the  view  of  the  noble  Lord  who  hu 
just   eat    down.    This    g(neraua   and 


much  in  appreciation  of  the  munlQcence 
of  the  gentleman  whoever  he  be  who 
has  come  forward  and  offered  to  build  a 
National  Portrait  Gallery  at  his  own 
ezpenee,  and  thereby  has  extricated  the 
trustees  of  the  National  Portrait  Gallery 
from  a  somewhat  difficult  if  not  a  hope- 
less position.  My  nohle  Friend  says 
that  the  trustees  have  approved  of  the 
ei(e,  but  on  the  distinct  understanding 
that,  whenever  at  some  future  day  the 
trustees  require  more  accommodation  for 
their  pictures,  both  the  National  Gallery 
trustees  and  the  National  Portrait  Gal- 
lery trustees  should  be  able  to  appro- 
priate part  of  the  barrack  yard  for  any 
extensions  that  may  be  required,  and 
that  if  necessary  the  barracks  should  be 
given  up.  I  hope  that  under  no  circuir.- 
stances  it  will  he  necessary  to  take 
fluch  a  course.  I  believe  thatthe  para<lo 
ground  if  built  upon  will  be  aniply 
suiftcient  for  the  extension  of  both 
Galleries,  and  the  barracks  will  always 
be  a  useful  place  in  whith  to  put 
A  company  or  two  of  Guards 
in  case  of  any  serious  disturbance. 
I  wish  to  draw  your  Lordships' 
attention  to  another  point  which  my 
noble  Friend  baa  tightly  touched  upon, 
and  that  is  the  question  of  this  vacant 
space  north  of  Hemmings  liow.  I  do 
not  know  whether  people  generally  are 
aware  of  the  great  importance  of  this 
ground  north  of  Hemmings  Bow  being 
kept  as  an  open  space.  It  is  obvioun 
that  if  the  County  Council  sell  this  land 
(for  whioh  they  hope  to  got  £7,000)  at 
auction,  as  it  appears  they  intend  to  do, 
there  will  be  no  security  whatever 
against  the  erection  of  enormously  high 
buildings,  which  will  mar  the  effect  of 
the  present  and  any  future  National 
Gallery,  and  may  be  such  unsightly 
buildinfraasyour  Lordships  may  see  from 
liotlon  Row  by  Albert  Gate.  I  undtr- 
stand  that  it  is  the  intoniion  of  the 
Loudon  County  Council  to  recoup  them- 
eelves  by  this  £7,000  for  the  expenses 
of  carrjiog  out  the  Charing  Cross  im- 
provement. I  see  that  my  noble  Friend, 
the  Chairman  of  the  London  Couniy 
Council  [Lord  Eosebery)  is  in  his  place, 
and  perhaps  he  will  state,  from  tho 
point  of  view  of  the  London  Couniy 
Council,  how  the  matter  now  stends.  I 
would  like  to  read  to  your  Lordt-hips 
the  architect's  opinion  as  to  the  im- 
portance of  this  open  space  bein^j  pre- 
served.    Mr.  Euan  Christian  eays  :  — 
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patriotic  offer  having  been  made,  it 
seems  to  me  inconceivable  that  for  the 
email  sum  of  £7,000  this  plot  of  ground 
which  is  clearly  necessary  should  not  be 
acquired.  Athough  it  is  not  more  than 
a  fourth  of  an  acre,  it  is  a  long  piece  of 
land,  and  any  buildings  erected  upon  it 
will  block  the  whole  light  of  the  Gallery. 
I  hardly  agree  with  my  noble  Friend 
that  this  is  at  all  a  matter  for  the  County 
Council.  It  is  for  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment, and  I  think  it  will  be  very  little 
abort  of  a  scandal  if  the  Government, 
having  had  given  them  a  magnificent 
building  of  this  kind,  should  for  the 
sake  of  a  few  thousand  pounds  see  the 
whole  undertaking  spoiled  by  the  erec- 
tion of  high  buildings  in  immediate 
proximity  to  the  Gallery. 

The  EABLOFROSEBEKr:  It  may 
perhaps  be  convenient,  as  the  London 
County  Council  has  been  referred  to  by 
the  noble  Lords  who  have  spoken,  that 
I  should  state  exactly  the  way  in  which 
this  matter  standf.  The  piece  of  land 
in  question  is  valued  at,  I  think, 
about  £7,000,  and  it  is  part  of  the 
assets  of  the  London  County  Council, 
for  which  tbey  are  responsible  to 
the  ratepayers  of  London.  The  London 
County  Council,  whatever  their  deficien- 
cies may  be,  aie  certainly  not  averse  to 
the  acquisition  or  the  maintenance  of  open 
spaces  wherever  it  can  be  proved  that  that 
is  to  the  interest  of  London  and  of  the  rate 
payers.  But  they  are  not  entitled  to  look  to 
any  interests  beyond  those,  and,  indeed, 
in  ray  opinion,  they  would  be  culpable 
if  they  did.  It  is  perfectly  clear,  as  I 
believe,  that  it  is  necessary  forthis  build- 
ing, both  outwardly  and  inwardly,  that 
this  piece  of  land  should  not  be  built 
upon ;  but  that  is  nut  a  matter  which 
concerns  the  London  County  Council.  It 
is  an  Imperial  matter.  If  there  is  an 
Imperial  building  in  this  country,  it  is 
that  building  in  which  you  propose  to 
keep  the  portraits  of  all  those,  whether 
in  the  United  Kingdom  or  in  the  Colo- 
nies, who  have  rendered  service  to  the 
Empire.  What  business  it  is  to  the 
ratepayers  of  London  to  maintain  or  to 
bring  light  into  a  building  of  that 
description  I,  for  one,  cannot  possibly 
conceive.  Some  time  ago  the  Council 
passed  a  resolution  that  this  land 
should  be  dealt  with  as  the  other  assets 
are  dealt  with  —  namely,  it  should 
be  put  up  for  sale.  Shortly  afterwards 
sre  received  a  letter  from  the  right  hon. 


Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  asking  what  our  intentions 
were — a  very  courteous  letter— -and 
intimating,  with  the  habitual  politeness 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  it  was 
possible  that  we  might  wish  to  contri- 
bute this  open  space,  in  consideration  of 
the  national  character  of  the  work, 
without  payment.  I  do  not  think  that 
that  was  actually  put  in  black  and  white, 
but  the  insinuation  was  a  delicate  one, 
and  one  which  we  were  not  so  blind  as  not 
to  appreciate.  Upon  that  we  took  the 
only  oourse  which  was  open  to  us.  We 
sent  back  to  the  First  Commissioner  the 
resolution  which  had  been  passed  by 
the  Council,  and  said  that,  as  far  as  we 
could,  we  should  be  willing  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  not  putting  up  the  land  to  public 
auction,  but  dealing  with  it  as  a  matter 
of  private  negotiation.  Since  then  a 
conversation  has  taken  place  with  those 
members  of  the  Council  who  are  most 
directly  interested  in  the  matter,  and  I 
have  some  hope  that  a  favourable  result 
may  be  arrived  at.  But  I  would  point 
out  most  clearly  to  the  House — and  I 
think  the  House  is,  on  the  whole,  with 
me  in  this  contention — that  if  that  land 
is  built  over  it  will  be  due  to  the  laehetf 
not  of  the  London  County  Council,  but 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  And  I 
must  further  add,  not  as  a  member  of 
the  London  County  Council,  but  as  an 
individual  who  has  filled  the  position  of 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  and  who 
has  always  had  the  building  of  this 
gallery  very  nearly  at  heart,  that  I  do 
think  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  not  be  making  an  undue,  an  un- 
licensed, or  an  extravagant  contribution 
if,  to  the  £100,C00  which  have  been 
contributed  by  a  private  individual,  they 
string  up  their  courage  to  find  these 
£7,0G0  to  purchase  this  piece  of  land. 

Bill  read  2^  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  to-morrow. 

TELEGRAPHS  (ISLE  OF  MAN)  BILL. 

(No.  113). 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

♦LoKD  BALFOUR:  My  Lords,  in 
moviog  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill,  I  need  trouble  your  Lordships  with 
only  a  few  obserrations.  The  Telegraph 
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Acts  are  already  applied  to  the  Isle  of 
Man  with  one  exception,  namely,  the 
Act  of  1878,  but  various  diffioalties  have 
been  found  in  the  working  of  those 
Telegraph  Acts,  because  the  phraseology 
of  the  Acts  is  not  suited  to  the  executive 
and  judicial  machinery  of  the  Isle  of 
Man.  This  Bill  is  really  an  interpreta- 
tion Bill,  in  that  it  applies  the  phraseo- 
logy of  the  Telegraph  Acts  so  as  to  suit 
that  executive  and  official  machinery  ; 
and  by  another  clause  it  applies  the 
Telegraph  Act  of  1878  to  the  island. 
There  is  really  nothing  else  in  the  Bill 
than  those  provisions,  and  I  beg  to 
move  that  it  be  read  a  second  time. 

Bill  read  2'  (according  to  Order),  and 
committed  to  the  Standing  Committee 
for  General  Bills  on  Tuesday  next. 

CANADA  (ONTAEIO  BOUNDARY)  BILL. 

(No.  151.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order) ;  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  to  be  read  3*  to-morrow. 

BILLS  OF  SALE  BILL.  (No.  150.) 
Head   3*  (according   to  Order),  and 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

PUBLIC  TRUSTEE  BILL.   (No.  127.) 
Bead  3*  (according  to  Order) ;  Amend- 
ments made ;  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to 
the  Commons. 

TRUST  COMPANIES  BILL.    (No.  10.) 
THIRD  SEADmO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing read. 

Lord  HOBHOUSE  :  My  Lords,  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, who  happens  to  be  absent,  has 
prepared  a  number  of  Amendments  to 
this  Bill.  I  have  gone  carefully  through 
the  Bill  with  reference  to  these  Amend- 
ments, and  I  think  it  would  save  your 
Lordships'  and  the  public  time  if  you 
would  allow  me  to  put  them  en  bloc. 

Various  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Lord  HOBHOUSE:  Then,  my  Lords, 
upon  Clause  26  I  ask  your  Lordships 
to  insert  the  words — 

"  Upon  the  application  of  persons  interested 
in  the  property  held  by  a  trust  company  as 
trustee,  executor,  administrator,  or  any  other 
fiduciary  capacity  as  mentioned  in  the  Act." 

My  Lords,  the  reason  for  the  Amend- 
Lord  Balfour 


ment  is  this :  as  Clause  26  stood  before 
the  House  when  in  Committee,  it  was 
stated  that  it  was  intended  to  give  to 
the  Board  of  Trade  power  to  appoint 
inspectors  on  the  application  ox  any 
person  interested  in  the  trust  fnnds 
held  by  the  company,  and  we  look  upon 
that  as  a  very  valuable  safeguard  in  the 
administration  of  these  oompanies. 
When  moving  his  Amendment,  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  Herschell  de- 
sired to  substitute  the  four  sectioiis  of 
the  Companies'  Act,  1862,  applicable  to 
this  matter  for  the  reference  to  it  in  the 
clause  of  the  Bill,  but  I  think  he  never 
intended  to  deprive  the  Board  of  Trade 
of  the  power  of  acting  upon  the  appli- 
cation of  a  person  interested  in  the 
trust  fund;  but  there  seems  to  have 
been  some  misapprehension  as  to  the 
verbal  addition  which  was  then  made  to 
the  written  Amendment.  The  Tesnlt 
was  that  there  has  been  an  entire  omis- 
sion of  power  to  the  Board  of  Trade  ta 
act  upon  the  application  of  pereons 
interested.  I  desire  now  to  restore  that 
power,  and  I  think  everybody  will  agree 
that  it  is  requisite. 

♦Lord  BALFOUR:  There  is  no 
doubt,  my  Lords,  that  an  omission  has 
by  some  misapprehension  been  made, 
and  I  entirely  accept  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  3%  and  passed,  and  aent  to 
the  Commons. 

THE  PARLIAMENT  STBEET  IMPBOVE- 

MENTS. 

QUESTION — OBSSBVATIONS. 

Lord  LAMINGTON  :  My  Lords,  I 
rise  to  put  a  question  to  Her  Majesty'* 
Government  respecting  the  company  who 
have  undertaken  the  Parliament  Street 
improvements.  These  improvements^ 
my  Lords,  are  being  carried  out  by  m 
private  company.  When  the  Bill  passed 
relating  to  the  company,  it  was  distLoetlj 
understood  that  the  whole  of  Parliamest 
Street  was  to  be  taken  down  in  the 
autumn  of  18H7.  Two  years  have  sinoe 
elapsed,  and  in  three  years  the  whole 
thing  will  be  at  an  end.  This  way  of 
conducting  public  works  is  very  on* 
worthy  of  a  great  city,  and  as  thei» 
appears  to  be  no  hope  held  out  of  this 
work  ever  being  done  at  all,  I  want  to 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  whal 
they  intend  to  do  in  the  matter.  I  thinkp 
my  Lords,  it  is  not  too  much  to  say  thai 
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this  is  a  very  unworthy  way  of  carrying 
out  public  improvements  in  the  Metro- 
polis. Do  the  Oovemment  never  intend 
to  make  use  of  the  land  they  have  at 
their  disposal,  and  which  beloogs  to 
them  ?  I  have  to  ask  whether  it  is  in- 
tended that  anything  shall  be  done  to 
carry  out  the  improvements. 

Lord  HENNIKER  :  My  Lords,  in 
reply  to  the  question  which  the  noble 
Lord  has  put,  I  must  decline  on  the 
present  occasion  to  discuss  the  question 
whether  these  improvements  ought  to  be 
made  by  a  private  company.  A  Bill 
was  passed  two  years  ago  for  this  pur- 
pose, and  I  have  stated  over  and  over 
again  that  Parliament  imposed  upon  the 
company  the  condition  that  £500,000 
ahomd  be  subscribed  for  the  ordinary  stock 
before  they  could  pull  down  a  house, 
and  that  that  has  been  really  the  cause 
of  the  delay.  The  company  is  a  private 
company,  and  the  Act,  I  believe,  is  a 
private  Act,  and  therefore  I  think  the 
question  of  the  noble  Lord  is  hardly 
one  which  the  representative  of  the 
Office  of  Works  can  properly  be  called 
upon  to  answer.  The  only  connec- 
tion of  the  Office  of  Works  with 
the  company  at  the  present  stage 
is  in  regard  to  some  of  the  land 
with  which  the  company  propose  to  deal 
which  is  Government  property.  Beyond 
what  has  passed  with  respect  to  this 
land  and  the  negotiations  which  have 
been  going  on  with  regard  to  it  between 
the  company  and  the  Office  of  Works, 
the  Office  of  Works  really  know  nothing 
officially.  It  is  not  necessary  for  me  to 
remind  your  Lordships  that,  as  long  as 
the  company  keep  within  their  powers, 
neither  the  Office  of  Works  nor  any  one 
else  has  any  right  to  interfere  with 
them.  In  fact,  the  Office  of  Works  can 
have  no  responsibility  for  the  company, 
nor  any  official  knowledge  of  its  pro- 
ceedings. However,  my  Lords,  having 
said  so  much,  as  I  find  some  noble  Lords 
take  an  interest  in  the  matter,  I  have 
endeavoured  to  obtain  information,  and 
by  the  kindness  of  the  promoters  of  the 
company,  I  can  give  some  information 
to  the  House.  It  was  given  to  me  by 
Mr.  Edward  Easton,  a  gentleman  whom 
I  have  known  for  many  years.  Mr. 
Easton  writes  on  July  1  Sth  in  regard  to 
the  position  of  the  company  as 
follows : — 

**  In  answer  to  your  inquiry,  I  have  to  say, 
on  behalf  of  the  promoters  of  the  Parliament 


Street  Improvement  Act,  that  the  arran^* 
ments  for  complying  with  the  Act,  which 
stipulates  that  £500,000  of  share  capital  shall  be 
subscribed  before  commencing  the  works,  have 
not  yet  been  completed,  but  that  the  matter  has 
now  been  carried  so  far  that  it  is  expected  the 
necessary  certificate  of  the  Board  of  Trade  that 
the  capital  has  been  subscribed  will  be  obtained 
within  a  month  from  this  time.*' 

That,  my  Lords,  is  the  present  position 
of  the  company,  as  far  as  I  know. 

WESTMINSTER  HALL  AND  CONSTITU* 

TION  HILI^. 

QUESTION — OBSEBYATIONS. 

♦The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  :  My  Lords, 
in  rising  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Govern* 
ment  the  question  of  which  I  have  given 
Notice,  I  have  to  apologize  to  your  Lord- 
ships for  again  obtruding  myself  upon 
your  notice.  I  ask  your  indulgence  the 
more  as,  in  bringing  this  subject  forward, 
I  am  acting  on  behalf  of  friends  of  mine 
in  another  place  who  have  taken  great 
interest  in  this  questioD,  and  who  are 
anxious  to  move  in  another  place  that 
the  objectionable  structures  in  Westmin- 
ster Hall  to  which  my  questions  refer 
shall  be  removed  ;  but  the  period  of  the 
Session  and  the  business  in  another  place 
are  such  that  it  is  impossible  for  them 
now  to  bring  the  subject  forward.  I  have 
therefore  been  asked  to  do  so  in  your  Lord- 
ships' House.  Now,  my  Lords,  besides  this 
question  of  the  structures  themselves, 
I  hold  that  there  is  a  very  g^ave  ques- 
tion involved  as  to  the  management  of 
public  buildings  and  the  constitution 
of  the  Department  of  Her  Majesty's 
Office  of  Works.  In  regard  to  what 
has  been  done  in  Westminster  Hall 
opinions  possibly  may  differ.  I  can 
only  say  as  regards  mjself  that  I  dis- 
like these  structures.  I  hold  that  they 
in  themselves  are  unsightly,  and  that 
they  destroy  the  breadth,  simplicity,  and 
grandeur  of  that  noble  HaU.  I  have 
read  somewhere  that 

"  He  never  really  loved. 
Who  loved  not  at  first  sight." 

I  think  there  is  much  truth  in  that. 
But  if  one  can  love  at  first  sight  one  can 
hate  also.  But  I  had  heard  nothing  ol 
what  was  going  on,  and  knew  nothing 
about  it.  There  was  a  hoarding  round 
the  structures  which  had  concealed  the 
whole  thiug  from  the  public,  and  when  I 
first  beheld  the  staircases  I  own  that, 
to  use  a  common  term,  I  was  ' '  flab- 
bergasted "  at  what  I  saw,  and  there 
being  nobody  else  near  to  whom  I  could 
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tiNpriiMN  my  fn<fIitt|(M,  T  rould  not  resist 

MAyliiK   to    ihif    pnlu'fmmn    as    I  went 

ilirnii^li  m.  Hinphon'H  Hall,  <<!  don't 

think    ilin    rmiinnN   oould    have  done 

^iii'Mn."   Tim  policmmiin  ropliod,  **WelI, 

inv    Ininl,    I    don't  think   Dioy  oould." 

'rlint,  my  lainU,  wun  my  first  impression 

iiptm    Mit«ilng  thrso   stiiirrnsos.     I)ut  I 

nuk    ynn     mit    to    bo    (i;uidod    bv   my 

opinion,    for    thi^ro    is   ii  gonoral  con- 

««oniiMH     of     opinion     in    this    matter. 

NVuh     tho   oxooption    of     Mr.     Shaw 

l.*»!o\ii»   and    tho    Miniittor  of   Works. 

thoio  in  \\\A,    \   brliovo.  a    member  of 

<i)o  \^hor  Mouno  who  has  a  wor\i  to  sav 

\\\   (a\\Mir  of  \whHt    has  boon   dono  in 

WewtnunMor    UaU       Mr,    John    KUis 

(M\M(|llht  tho  snbjo%*t  forwarxl,  and  worod  '  lo  you  sVout  the  W( 

awduotUMi  xvf  tbo  voto.     Ho   obj^oUnl    Vs  Doccitg  Aldsrmm  called  die  MoniajJ 

U.thoi>vms  *.U  that  tho  arranK-.vv.ont    ^^t^,:r^^S^:^^:^^ 


Lords,  there  is  Buoh   a   oonaensas  of 

opinion  on  the  subject  in  anothfir  plies 

that  if  a  Motion  had  been  made  for  ths 

removal  of  these  BtmctareSp  I  beUers 

it  would  have  been  oarried.     l^ere  hsi 

been  another  opinion  expressed  on  tihii 

matter  which  I  should  like  to  qnote--fls 

opinion  of  a  noble  Lord,  a  Member  of 

your  Lordships'  Houses  who  is  a  gissl 

authority  on  architecture,  andespeeisny 

Gothic    architecture.       I    mean    Loid 

Grimthorpe.    I  was  in  hopes  that  ho 

would  have  been  here,  bat  as  he  is  abssnt 

I  will  read  to  your  Lordships  a  letter  ho 

has  written  to  me.    He  says : — 

**  8th  July.  1889. 

*  Dear  Wemyss,— BentJnck  aaki  me  to  writs 
—  HaU'spoilstiQa' 


arran^* 
>*a»  \^d   avd  u^v  *votnout^   that    thov 
>fc^Mv\^%H^  t\itSt\s^  a«d  ^oro  moro  liko 

\S<i*  jiWUVxl  *.t,VV   r *'»;.' XV  VfcC^^    ov,*v  A   f<?w 

\v4^4\^    ^^At     shor\*    >^>**     A    ::^^.^^^'u* 

\>     ,*    ^S  sv  *      V.^     ;  A  X ,-    >,.*-»,*    •  >  ,-  ■;*.         K  ,* 


b«  r«poxt«d.  axid  oa  wUiA  notliiiiff  osa  ks 
rc:M.  T^«  Tiev  I  cxptMsed  all  akeif  ia  ths 
r:m9  fc;£r  T>Mn  mco  ««■  that  tbe  ligfaft  thisg 
ir  bwe^As  six  oU  doota  iafto  ttt 
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Now,  my  Lords,  I  think  I  have  at  least 
shown  to  your  Lordships  that  there  is 
unquestionably  a  concensus  of  opmion 
against  what  has  been  done  in  West- 
minster   Hall,    and  I  urge   that  these 
Btructures  should  be  removed.     But  it 
18  not   only  what   has  been  done,  but 
the   way  in  which  it  has   been  done, 
showing  how  tlie  office  of  Works  has 
proceeded  in  this  matter  to  which  my 
question  points  to  the  fact  that  although 
tnere  was  a  model  of  the  outer  portion 
with   the  buttressed,  no   model  of  the 
staircases  inside  the  Hall  was  shown. 
Furthermore,  I  have  been  informed  by 
those  that  are  concerned  that  a  design 
showing  the  elevation  was  never  shown. 
Though  the  ground   plan  was  shown  to 
the  Committee  there  was  nothing  at  all 
— BO  far  as  I  can  see — professing  to  re- 
present the  structure.     Surely  the  inner 
part  of  the  Hall — which  is  more  precious 
than    the   outside — should    have   been 
treated  with  the  same  care,  and  a  model 
should   have  been   provided  to    invite 
expressions  of  opinion,  as  was  done  with 
regarvl  to  the  outside.     Instead  of  that, 
the  whole  thing  was  shut  off  by  a  hoard- 
ing, so  that  what  was  going  on  could 
not  be  seen.      But  besides  these  new 
objectionable  staircases  we  have  to  com- 
plain  of  the  removal  of  the  iron  work 
on   one    side    of    the    broad   steps    at 
the    end   of    the   Hall    and    the    sub- 
stitution of  a    solid  wall    and  terrace, 
which  looks  strong  enough  to  form  a 
platform  for  carrying  a  45-ton  gun.     It 
has  entirely  destroyed  the  symmetry  of 
the  hall.     Then,  further,  there  is  this 
point :  on  the  right  hand  side  of  the  Hall, 
where  these  changes  have  been  made, 
the  stonework,  from  some  cause  or  other, 
had  decayed — I  have  heard  it  attributed 
to  the  mephitic  air  which  came  out  of 
the    Divorce    Court.     This     has     been 
refaced.       I    wonder    why     the     im- 
pairoi    surface    could    not  have    been 
chiselled  off,  leaving  it  practically  new 
stone.     But   no;   for   some   reason    or 
other    it  has  been  refaced  with  stone, 
but  with  small  instead  of  large  stones, 
as  on  the  other  side.      Now,  I  ask  if 
the  Hall  required  refacing  why  should 
not  the  refacing  or  renewing  have  been 
carried  out    so   as   to  make    one    side 
identical  with   the  other  ?       But   such 
are  the  fads  and  caprices  of  architects  in 
these  days  that  one  side  of  the  Hall  has 
been  left  in  its  original   state   with   a 
wall  composed  of  large  blocks  of  stone, 


and  on  the  other  they  have  put  in  new 
stones,  wholly  differing  in  size  and  ia 
colour  from  the  others.    A  word  now  o.^ 
to  the  outside.    A  model  of  the  proposed 
buttresses,  &c.  &c.,  was  put  up,  actual 
size,  and  we  were  thus  enabled  to  judgA 
of  the  general  effect  of  the  proposed 
alterations  ;  but  we  find  that  a  buttress^ 
has  been  stuck  against  one  side  of  one 
of  the  Towers  at  the  end  of  the  HalU 
which  entirely  destroys  that  portion  of 
Sir  C.  Barry's  work,  so  little  respect  do 
architects  pay  to  each  others'  buildings. 
Really  this  is  one  of  the  most  monstrous 
things  that  was  ever  done  in  architec- 
ture,  and  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
if  the  model  had  shown  this,  it  would 
have  been  seen  at  once  that  the  buttress 
ought  to  be  removed.  So  much  for  West- 
minster Hall.    But,  my  Lords,  my  ques- 
tion also  refers  to  a  totally  different  sub- 
ject, although  the  principle  upon  which  I 
am    bringing    it    before    your    Lord- 
ships  is  very    much    the    same.     My 
question  also  refers  to  the  subject  of  the 
arch  on  Constitution  Hill.     I  venture  to- 
ask  whether  any  steps  are  being  taken 
to  remove  from  London  the  reproach  of 
having  a  triumphal  arch  standing  as. 
that  arch  does.     I  defy  any  architect  ta 
point  out  any  arch,  railway,  or  otherwise 
which  has  one  leg  shorter  than  its  fellow, 
as  this  arch  has ;  for  being  built  upon  a. 
slope,   one    side  is    12,    or   18   inches 
higher  than  the  other.     I  hope  then,  a» 
Constitution  Hill  is  about  to  be  opened, 
and  roadways  are  to  be  made  on  each  sid& 
of  the  arch,   that   it   will    be    under- 
pinned and  levelied.    These  are  points 
to  which  it  is  necessary  to  call  atten- 
tion,  because    I  am  anxious  not  only 
to  call    attention  to    the  things  which 
are   done,    but    to    the    system    under 
which   they  are  done.     I  should  have 
thought  that  on  a  question  such  as  this^ 
affecting  a  great  historic  hall  in  which 
your  Lordships  have  certainly  not  less 
interest  than  those  sitting  in  another 
place,  there  would  have  been  a  Joint 
Committee  of  both   Houses  appointed 
who  should  have  bad  the  plans  before 
them.     Now,   my  Lords,  if  any  of  us 
look  back,  as  I  am  afraid  I  can  for  & 
good  many  years,  what  do  we  find  witk 
regard  to  the  appointments  which  have 
been  made  to  the  office  which  has  thd 
management  of  public  works  ?  Is  it  the 
case  that  the  man  appointed  to  fill  the 
high   post  of    First    Commissioner    of 
Works  is  usually  selected  from  the  fact 
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promised  me  that  five  plane  trees  which 
stood  in  front  of  Lord  Hothsohild's 
house  should  not  be  cut  down  without 
notice,  but  those  trees  were  cut  down 
and  replaced  b}*  small  ones,  such  as  the 
nurserymen  could  put  in.  That  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  had,  perhaps, 
taken  his  ideas  from  the  West  of  Ire- 
land, where  there  are  very  few  trees, 
should  pledge  himself  that  the  trees 
should  not  be  cut  down,  and  then  that 
they  should  be  cut  down  and  replaced  by 
broomsticks  within  two  years,  is  a  public 
scandal.  But,  my  Lords,  thati  s  not  the 
question  now ;  the  question  is  whether 
tnese  particular  works  which  have  been 
designed  and  approved  without  being 
submitted  for  an  expression  of  public 
opinion,  or  to  some  authority  such  as 
has  been  suggested, should  be  allowed  to 
remain. 

Lord  LAMINGTON  :  My  Lords,  I 
can  only  express  a  hope  that  the  dis- 
cussion will  induce  the  Qovemment 
seriously  to  consider  the  question  of  the 
reform  of  the  Office  of  Works.  The  only 
Board  that  ever  did  anything  for  the 
Metropolis  was  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  and  now  it  is  gone,  I  do  not 
know  what  is  to  be  expected  from  the 

County  Council.      

♦Earl  FORTESCUE:  My  Lords,  I 
desire  to  express  entire  concurrence  with 
what  has  been  said  as  to  the  vandalism 
of  cutting  down  those  trees  which 
were  opposite  to  Lord  Rothschild's 
house.  It  is  not  only  that  what  might 
have  been  a  very  great  improvement  to 
the  communication  of  the  Metropolis  has 
been  very  much  spoiled  as  a  matter  of 
beauty,  but  that  the  inconvenience  owing 
to  the  utter  want  of  practical  knowledge 
on  the  subject  of  Metropolitan  communi- 
tion  (and  I  speak  having  years  ago  been 
a  member  of  a  Committee  on  Metropoli- 
tan Communication)  has  caused  a  con- 
stant block  at  the  meeting  of  Hamilton 
Place  and  Piccadilly.  All  the  traffic 
from  Hamilton  Place  went  eithev 
from  the  south  or  west,  that  is,  either 
went  to  or  from  Qrosvenor  Place 
or  to  or  from  Knightsbridge,  practically 
none  to  or  from  the  east ;  and  the 
object  should  have  been  to  provide  for 
a  separate  continuous  communication 
along  Piccadilly.  I  remember  protesting 
against  the  undue  narrowing  of  the  new 
extension  of  the  roadway  between 
Hamilton  Place  and  Park  liana.  I  did 
60  before  the  railings  had  been  fixed, 


and  when  a  slight  extension  of  some  18 
feet  would  have  afforded  great  facilities 
for  the  traffic,  which,  in  the  graphic 
words  of  a  policeman  there  to  me, 
would  disentangle  itself  in  the  wide 
space  opposite  Lord  Hothschild's. 
The  answer  given  was— ''It  has  not 
been  sufficiently  tried,  and  therefore  it 
is  premature  to  express  any  opinion  " ; 
but  no  time  was  lost  in  going  to  the 
great  expense  of  fixing  the  rails  in  the 
wrong  direction.  The  opening  of  Con- 
stitution Hill  will,  I  hope,  a  little  re** 
lieve  the  traffic,  but  the  main  defect  is 
the  want  of  one  line  of  continuous  traffic 
along  Piccadilly.  The  vandalism  of 
cutting  down  the  handsome  trees  afford- 
ing welcome  shade  was  only  equalled  by 
the  want  of  practical  good  sense  in  the 
arrangement  of  the  details  of  the  new  com- 
munication. With  regard  to  the  stair- 
cases, I  concur  in  every  word  that  has  been 
said  as  to  their  ugliness  and  their  mar- 
ring the  character  of  Westminster  Hall* 
To  what  do  they  lead  ?  I  do  not  know 
whether  your  Lordships  have  taken  the 
trouble  to  examine  them,  but  they  lead 
to  a  set  of  perfectly  useless  rooms  open- 
ing into  each  other  with  no  separate 
passage  outside.  Although  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  the  architect  has  certainly 
shown  great  taste  in  some  of  his  ecclesi- 
astical works,  he  in  this  case  evidently 
considered  first  what  would  look  well,  in 
his  opinion,  from  dutside,  and  he  cut  up 
the  space  within  afterwards;  but  it 
never  occurred  to  him  that  the  first 
object  should  have  been  to  arrange  a 
convenient  and  rational  plan.  The  re- 
sult is  that  when  it  was  laid  out  a  large 
mass  of  building  has  been  added  to 
Westminster  Hall,  which  is,  as  re- 
gards the  tower,  perfectly  hideous,  and 
is  also  perfectly  useless  from  the  want 
of  common  sense  in  the  arrangement 
of  the  interior,  large  as  that  is.  I  entirely 
agree  that  it  is  most  unsatisfactory  that 
we  should  have  the  buildings  of  the 
Metropolis  at  the  mercy  of  chance 
political  agencies.  In  the  course  of 
fifty  years — and  my  memory  goes  back, 
I  am  sorry  to  sav,  for  filty  years  or 
more — we  have  haa,  as  my  noble  Friend 
truly  said,  very  few  heads  of  the  De- 
partments of  Woods  and  Forests,  or  of 
Works  who  had  had  any  previous  train- 
ing at  all,  or  who  had  anything  to  do 
with  the  laying  out  of  grounds  or  the 
arrangement  of  buildings  till  they  sud- 
denly found    themselves    for   political 
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rea«0D9  put  into  an  cfTice  of  tbis  cort, 
and  naturally  tlicj  were  under  tho 
practical  ascend  en  f»y  of  some  permanent 
officials  whose  zeal  is  more  remarkable 
than  tboir  taste  or  practical  skill. 

I/^iUD  nENNIKER:  I  regret,  my 
Jjordo,  that  in  the  course  of  this  con- 
versation, a  general  attack  seems  to 
iiavo  been  made  upon  tho  Office  of 
Works.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I 
nm  much  too  humble  an  individual  to 
venture  to  discuss  matters  of  taste 
with  my  noble  Friend,  or  to  venture 
to  give  an  opinion  upon  tho  internal 
arrangements  of  the  Hall,  but  I  will,  as 
shortly  as  possible,  answer  the  questions 
which  my  noble  Friend  has  put  upon 
tho  Paper.  Ue  asks  me,  first  of  all, 
whether  the  designs  for  the  staircases 
recently  erected  in  Westminster  Hall 
wore  ever  submitted  to  any  Committee. 
In  answer  to  that  question,  I  have  to 
tell  your  Lordships  that  the  arrange- 
ment of  tho  staircases  at  Westminster 
Hall  was  submitted  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
the  plans  were  approved  by  that  Select 
Committee.  If  your  Lordships  will 
look  at  the  Blue  Book  which  has  been 
publi<ihed  by  that  Committee,  you  will 
tind  that  the  staircases  are  set  forth  in 
tho  plans  marked  No.  5a,  No.  6a,  and 
No.  8  The  only  difference  between  the 
staircases  approved  of  by  the  Com- 
mittee and  the  staircases  erected  is  this, 
that  they  do  not  project  quite  so  far 
into  Westminster  Hall  as  they  were 
originally  intended  to  do.  The  next 
question  my  noble  Friend  asks  is 
whether  models  were  made  of  these 
staironses.  Of  course,  I  am  quite  ready 
to  aihuit  that  it  is  a  very  good  thing 
indeed  on  all  occasions  when  possible 
to  have  models  of  important  building^. 
But  mv  noble  Friend  must  remember 
that  to  have  models  entails  a  great  deal 
of  oxpense  and  trouble,  and  in  this 
matter  of  the  staircases  it  was  not 
thought  neoe-sary  to  incur  that  expense 
and  trouble.  My  noble  Friend  has 
made  a  ^noral  attack  upon  all  the 
plans  of  \\  estminstor  Hall :  but  I  would 
remind  him  that  thoso  plans  were  ap- 
proved of  by  tho  Soloct  Committee.  I 
am  porftvtly  woll  awaro  that,  although 
he  mado  a  goneral  attack  u^xm  thoso 
planjt.  the  chief  cavisoof  v^bjoction,  both 
in  tho  House  of  Cv>mmons  and  else- 
whcro.  has  boon  all  alor.^  with  rofard 
to    those    four  »tairca509.     Thorvforo. 


I  with  your  Lordships' permusioii,  I  wxR 
j  ust  say  a  few  words  npon  this  ■abject.    I 
would  venture  to  remind  yonr  Iiordshipv 
that  it  is  not  at  all  a  new  departure 
having  these  staircaees  at  Westminster. 
The    four    ataircasee  existed   from  the 
earliest    times  in  Westminster    Hall. 
Henry  III.  put  up  two  flights  of  staizs, 
and  two  more  were  erected  at   a  later 
period  to  give  access  to  the  looms  whidi 
have  now  been  re-erected  under  the 
buttresses.    All  the  staircases  that  are 
put  up  in  Westminster  Hall  now  are 
shown  on  the  old  plans   that   are  is 
existence.    Notably  they  will  be  found 
in  a  plan  which  had  the  Committee's 
approval,  No.  18.    To  show  that  this  is 
not  a  new  departure  there  is  this  curious 
fact.     Henry  III.  cut  a  doorway  at  the 
head  of  a  very  large  flight  of  stsire. 
Mr.  Pearson  designed  a  doorway  exactly 
in  the  same  place,  not  knowing  that  a 
doorway  was  extant,  and  when  he  west 
in  and  began  to  put  up  bis  doorway  he 
found  the  old  one  which  had  been  buOt 
up  a  great  many  years  ago  by  an  archi- 
tect called  Searle.    He  has  now  opened 
this  doorway  built  by   Henry  III.,  a 
doorway  from  one  of  the  staircases,  and 
it  now   fills   its    original   purpose.     I 
think  this  shows  that  at  all  CTents  these 
repairs,  or  whatever  yon  call  them,  at 
Westminster  Hall  were  intended  as  re- 
productions, and  not  as  a  new  depar- 
ture.    I  must  repeat  once  more  that  all 
these  plans  were  approved  bv  the  Select 
Committee.       My    noble    Friend    has 
quoted  the  opinion  of  Lord  Ghimthorpe 
in  a  very  characteristic   letter,    but  I 
must  remind  the  noble  Lord  that  opinion 
with  regard  to  these  staircases  is  not  sll 
on  one  side.    There  is  a  great  deal  of 
division  upon  this  subject,  and  I  think  as 
the  noble  Lord  quoted  several  opinims 
against  these  staircases,  I  may  be  heard 
also  to  quote  one  or  two  names  whidi  I 
think    deserve  attention.      Mr.   Riaw 
Lefevre,  when  he  was  First  Oommis- 
sioner  of   Works,  had    seversl   Icttois 
from    leading  architects.      Mr.    Saan 
Christian,  then   the  architect,  was  at 
first  very  much  against  these  staircases. 
but  after  he  had  seen  them  he  chaagad 
his     mind.       Another     name     whnh 
I  think  will  command  respect,  is  fliat  of ' 
Mr.  Wat€rhouse,  who  strongly  amrotaA 
of  the  staircases.     Professor  Brooks  dba 
approves  of  them,  and  also  Mr. 
field.     The^e  are  onlv  a  few  nai 
of  ma*^T  who  approve  of  the 
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I  think  I  have  shown  your  Lordships 
that  opinion  is  divided,  and  that  it  is  not, 
Bs  the  noble  Lord  seemed  to  sugprest,  all 
on  one  side.  Finally,  my  Lords,  I  would 
say,  that  on  the  grounds  that  these 
repairs  have  been  done  according  to 
plans  approved  by  the  Committee,  and 
that  Mr.  Pearson's  plan  restores  as 
nearly  as  possible  the  old  approach  to 
the  rooms,  and  forms— I  think  I  may 
Bay — the  best  means  practicable  of 
access  to  these  rooms,  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  has  decided  that 
he  will  not  remove  these  staircases.  I 
liave  only  one  more  question  to  answer, 
and  that  is  with  regard  to  the  arch  at 
donstitution  Hill.  The  fact  that  one 
-side  of  the  arch  appears  higher  than  the 
other  has  not  escaped  the  notice  of  the 
Tirst  Commissioner  of  Works.  It  is 
intended  at  once  to  level  the  front  of  the 
donstitution  Hill  side  of  the  arch  by  the 
workmen  of  the  Office  of  Works,  and  we 
have  a  promise  from  the  Vestry  of  St. 
"George's,  Hanover  Square,  that  they 
ivill  level  the  other  side  in  the  same 
manner. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  My 
Lords,  1  must  ^ay  that  I  think  the  very 
discussion  that  has  been  raised  by  my 
noble  Friends,  who  are  chiefly  respon- 
aiblo  for  the  taste  of  this  House,  does 
illustrate  in  a  very  striking  manner 
the  un advisability  of  accepting  their 
general  suggestions.  Now,  I  do  not 
pretend  to  know  whether  these  stair- 
cases are  in  consonance  with  West- 
minster Hall,  whether  they  are 
jgood  or  whether  they  are  bad ; 
i)ut  this  I  do  know — that  they  were 
urrived  at  very  much  by  the  process 
which  my  noble  Friends  would  recom- 
mend as  an  alternate  to  the  present 
method  of  procedure.  The  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  did  not  act  on  his 
own  responsibility,  he  acted  on  the 
advice  ot  the  Select  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  That,  as  I  under- 
stand, is  very  much  what  my  noble 
Friend  on  the  Cross  Benches  (the  Earl 
of  Wemyss)  desires  to  carry  out.  Com- 
plaint is  made  of  the  unaided  responsi- 
bility and  power  of  the  First  Commis- 
sioner ;  and  my  noble  Friend  wants 
bim  to  be  assisted  by  a  Council  of  taste 
as  I  understand,  whereas  it  is  this  very 
method  of  procedure  which  has  brought 
about  the  state  of  things  of  which  he 
complains.  I  do  not  know  how  this 
Council  of  taste  is  to  be  constituted,  but 
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I  do  not  suppose  it  will  be  much  better 
than  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. The  House  of  Commons  is,  as 
we  all  know,  composed  of  670  of  the 
most  intelligent  men  in  the  country.  A 
Committoe  of  taste  chosen  from  the 
Houso  of  Commons  would  therefore 
imply  all  that  is  most  desirable  from 
that  point  of  view.  But,  my  Lords, 
suppose  you  went  outside  the  Houso  of 
Commons  for  a  Council  to  take  off 
responsibility  from  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works.  I  do  not  say  that  the 
present  is  an  ideal  method,  but  I  venture 
to  say  thi.Q,  that  it  shines  in  comparison 
with  this  suggested  alternative.  The 
ordinary  First  Commissioner  is  supposed 
to  be  a  man  of  business,  not  unversed 
in  public  affairs,  who  will  take  a  common- 
sense  vioTv  of  the  situation,  and  get  the 
opinion  of  experts  as  far  as  he  can.  He 
is  at  full  liberty  to  consult  with  every 
architect,  every  man  of  taste,  every 
ingenious  person  whom  he  can  call  to 
mind,  or  who  is  willing  to  make  spon- 
taneously suggestions  to  him.  Now  let 
us  take  the  alter  native.  The  alternative 
is  to  establish  a  Council  on  the  model,  I 
suppose,  of  the  Council  of  India.  Well, 
opinion  is  not  unanimous  in  praise  of 
that  Council,  and,  indeed,  I  believe  Her 
Majesty's  Qovernment  are  at  this  mo- 
ment in  process  of  endeavouring  to 
reduce  it.  This  Council  would,  I  pre- 
sume, be  composed  of  men  of  taste. 
Now,  we  have  heard  Lord  Qrimthorpe's 
letter  to-day.  I  venture  to  nsk  what 
would  be  the  position  of  a  First  Com- 
missioner in  whose  Council  Lord  Qrim- 
thorpe  happened  to  play  a  not  unim- 
portant part  ?  They  say  that  councils 
of  war  never  fight.  I  venture  to  think 
that  this  Council  of  taste  would  do 
nothing  else.  There  wouM  be  Lord 
Grimthorpe,  there  would  bo  my  noble 
Friends  who  chiefly  inhabit  the  Cross 
Benches,  and  who  always  speak  in  these 
Debates,  and  there  would  finally  be  the 
dozen  architects  whom  Lord  Grim- 
thorpe is  so  anxious  to  blow  up  on  the 
very  steps  of  Westminster  Hall  which 
my  noble  Friend  is  so  ready  to  condemn. 
The  Office  of  Works  is  at  present  a 
peaceful  abode,  and  has  a  chance  of 
doing'good  work  ;  but  I  venture  to  saj 
that  if  the  recommendation  of  my  noble 
Friend  were  adopted,  it  would  become  a 
hotbed  of  turbulent  contention  from 
which  no  plan  would  ever  issue,  be- 
cause it  would  be  absolutely  impossiblo 
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for  the  Council  of  taste  ever  to  come  to 

a  conclusion.         

*The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  :  I  would, 
with  your  LordRhips'  permission,  say  a 
few  words  further.     I  repeat  that  the 
designs  of    these  staircases    were  not 
shown.     There  were  plans  shown,  but 
the  designs  were  not  shown.     The  only 
thing  in  the  shape  of  a  design  that  was 
shown  was  the  plan  of  the  staircase  at 
the  end  of  the  hall,  but  no  design  what- 
ever was  sliown  to  the   Committee   of 
what    is  the    main   subject   of  offence 
—  namely,  the  staircases  in  the  centre 
of  the  Hall.     As  to  the  argument  that 
it  is  simply  restoring  the  Hall  to  its 
original  position,    I   will  point  out  to 
your  Lordships  plan  No.  22,  in  the  Re- 
port of    the    Committee    for   1884-85. 
Your  Lordships  will  see  that  there  is, 
no  doubt,  a  doorway,  and  that  doorway 
is  in  the  centre  of  the  Hall,  but  this  one 
is  not,  which  is  a  material  difference. 
Again,  there  are   steps,   but  what   are 
the  steps?     There  are  two  steps,  cer- 
tainly, but  not  a  double  flight  of  steps, 
or   anything  of  that  kind.     Again,  the 
old  doorway  in  the  Hall  had  a  Gothic 
ornamentation  round  it.     Therefore,  it 
is  trifling  with  your  Lordships  to  say 
that  this  is  simply  a  restoration  of  what 
existed  before.     I  have  no  doubt  my 
noble  Friend  can  get  architects  to  back 
up  that  statement.     There   are   trades 
unions  in  architecture  as  in  everything 
else,  and  one  architect,  as  a  rule,  will 
back  up  another   in  questions  of  this 
kind.     As  regards  models,  I  am   sur- 
prised to  hear  my  noble  Friend  say  that 
they  are  costly.     Any  man  who  is  build- 
ing his  own  house  would  take  good  care 
that  he  had  models  of  almost  every- 
thing, small  and  large,  before  he  went 
on  with  the  building.     My  noble  Friend 
says  that  the  present  constitution  of  the 
Office  of  Works  is  perfect.     I   cannot 
conceive  its  being  worse.     Judge  them 
by  their  works;    judge  them   by  the 
Kensington   Gardens.     In   spite  of  all 
that  has  been  said,  I  still  think  that  the 
present  system  is  faulty,  and  that  some- 
thing in   the  nature  of    a    Council  of 
advice  should  be  constituted. 

THE  DEBATE  ON  THE  MAR  PEER- 
AGE —  ••  HANSARDS  PARLIAMEN- 
TARY DEBATES." 

OBSERVATIONS. 

The    Marquess    of    LOTHIAN,    in 
rising  to  call  attention  to   the  report 

The  Earl  of  Boahery 


in    ffaniard's     Pehates     of     a     speech 
delivered  by  the  Earl  of   Mar  in  this 
House  on  Monday,  Ist  July,  in  whieh 
report  occur  references  to  the  conduct  cf 
certain  noble  Lords,  Members  of  this 
House,  which  references  were  not  con- 
tained in  the  speech  as  originally  deli- 
vered,  said  :  My  Lords,  perhaps  it  is 
scarcelynecessarythati  shoulddo  so,  but 
I  think  it  would  be  well  that  I  should 
state,  before  I  make  any  further  remarks 
upon  this  subject,  that  I   am   speaking 
entirely  in  my  private   capacity   as  a 
Member    of   your    Lordships'    House. 
My  Lords,  the  matter  upon  which  I  have 
ventured  to  address  your  Xiordships  is 
one  of  considerable  delicacy,   and  I  felt 
some  hesitation  before  I  placed  it  upon 
the  Notice  Paper.      It  is  a  matter  of 
delicacy,  because  it  must  more  or  less 
bring  into  question  the  action  of  a  Mem- 
ber of  your  Lordships'  House  ;  but  I  feel 
that  the  course  that  has   been  pursued 
by  the  noble  Lord  to  whom  the  notice 
refers  has  been  so  very  inconvenient,  so 
very  prejudicial   to  the    reputation  of 
your  Lordships'  House,  and — quite  un- 
intentionally no   doubt — tends    to    act 
with  such  extreme  unfairness    and  in- 
justice upon  certain    Members    of   the 
House,  that  I  thought  I  should    not  bo 
fulfilling  my  duty  if  I  did  not  bring  tho 
matter  under  your  Lordships'  oonsiden^ 
tion.     In  any  remarks  which  I  may  haTO 
to  make,  I  wish  the  noble    !Earl,    iho 
Earl  of  Mar,  who  I  see  is  present,  dearly 
to  understand  that  I  shall  make  them  iD 
no  spirit  of  hostility  whatever   to   hixa, 
and  I  do  not  wish  to  impute  to  him,  any 
intention  of  acting  unjustly  or  unfairly 
to  any  Members  of  the   House   in  any 
course  which  he  has  thought  it  right  tp 
pursue.     I  may  just  shortly    bring   to 
your  Lordships'  recollection   what   Aap- 
pened  in  the  course  of  the  Debate  on  the 
1st  July.     On  that  occasion  there  was  a 
Debate  in  the  House  on  the  question  of 
the  Mar  Peerage,  and  the  noble  Bail^ 
the    Earl    of    Mar,     in     support      of 
the      Resolution      of      the      !Earl      of 
Galloway,   made  a    speech.       In    thai 
speech,  to  which  I  listened  very  atten- 
tively throughout,  I  say  with  the  utmost 
confidence  there  was  no  reference  what- 
ever to  my  name.     Not  only  was  there 
no  reference  to  my  name,  but  there  warn 
no  reference  to  the  names  of  the  noble 
Lords  who  appear  in  the  report  of  t^ 
speech.     My  astonishment  was  considers 
able  when  two  or  three  days  after  the  1st 
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of  July  my  attention  was  called  to  a 
report  in  the  Ttmes^  in  which  my  name 
and  the  names  of  the  other  noble  Lords 
occurred  as  having  been  mentioned  in 
the  noble  Lord's  speech.  Perhaps  your 
Lordships  may  ask  why  it  was  that 
immediately  on  this  coming  to  my  notice 
I  did  not,  when  the  Debate  was  fresh  in 
your  Lordships'  recollection,  and  when 
the  matter  could  have  been  more  easily 
discussed  and  dealt  with,  at  once  place  a 
notice  on  the  Paper  of  the  House ;  but, 
acting  under  advice,  I  thought  it  was 
better  to  defer  taking  any  notice  of  the 
circumstance  until  the  femi-official 
Heport  had  been  published  in  Han- 
iarlVt  Parliamentary  Debates.  There 
was  another  reason  why  I  thought  it 
was  desirable  not  to  take  too  hurried 
action  in  the  matter.  As  we  all  know, 
there  may  every  now  and  then  be  certain 
mistakes  and  inaccuracies  arising  from 
speeches  being  sent  to  the  Reporters' 
Oallery  before  they  are  delivered  in  the 
House,  and  there  may  be  certain  sen- 
tences in  those  speeches  which  are  either 
left  out  or  inserted  by  mistake,  and  the 
deliverer  of  the  speech  may  not  have 
had  an  opportunity  of  correcting  the 
mistake  before  it  appeared  in  the  papers 
the  next  morning.  But  of  course  if  that 
had  been  the  case  the  noble  Lord  would 
have  had  the  opportunity  of  expunging 
anything  which  he  was  aware  had  not 
fallen  from  him  before  the  report  actu- 
ally appeared  in  Hansard^e  Debates^ 
because  the  report  of  the  speech  to 
which  I  am  alluding  bears  an  asterisk, 
which  shows  that  it  came  under  the 
personal  review  of  the  noble  Lord  him- 
self. I  have  already  stated  to  your 
Lordships  that  there  was  no  mention 
made  of  my  name  by  the  noble  Earl  in 
the  speech  he  made.  Yet  in  the  cor- 
rected speech  of  the  noble  Lord  I  find 
these  two  passages — 

'*  Now,  my  Lords,  to-day  we  are  opposed 
chiefly  by  the  few  Sootch  Peers,  who,  from  the 
beginning,  opposed  even  the  rectiflcatioD  of  the 
injustice  that  Lord  Kellie  was  to  hold  the 
Earldom  of  Mar  limited  to  males,  and  vote  in 
right  of  my  Earldom  that  has  been  acknow- 
ledged to  be  traced  through  seven  ladies. 
Those  Peers,  notably  Lord  Lothian,  Lord 
Elphinstone,  Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh,  and  the 
late  Duke  of  Buccleuch,  tried  to  prevent  the 
protests  made  a^^inst  Lord  Kellie  assuming  a 
title  the  Houfi«  had  not  given  him  being  re- 
ceived ;  and  if  they  could  have  stopped  the 
protests,  and  could  have  carried  out  their 
endeavours,  they  would  to  this  day  have  pre- 
vented justice  being  done  to  me,  and  allowed 


Lord  Kellie  to  continue  to  vote  under  the  old 
Earldom." 

And  again — 

"Those  who  have  supported  Lord  Kellie's 
supposed  rights  with  regard  to  an  Earldom  of 
Mar  since  1875 — notably,  those  noble  Lords- 
Lothian,  Lord  Elphinstone,  Lord  Balfour  of 
Burleigh,  and  the  Duke  of  Buccleuch,  with  the 
Earl  of  Selborne,  whose  action  I  shall  briefly 
recapitulate  directly —should  have  the  courage 
of  their  opinions,  and  be  the  first  to  promote 
investigation  into  such  an  attack  on  the 
decision  of  the  Committee  of  Privileges." 

Those  are   the   words   that  appear   in 
Hansard.     Now,  I  think  I  need  scarcely 
assure  the  noble  Earl  that  I  am  per- 
fectly willing  to  stand   any  amount  of 
criticism  from  him.     He  may  accuse  me 
of  anything  he  likes  in  your  Lordships' 
House ;  he  may  accuse  me  of  not  having 
the  courage  of  my   opinions ;  he    may 
accuse  me,  perhaps,  of  having  unfairly 
stood  in  the  way  of  his  getting  what  he 
thinks  to  be  justice  in  the  case   of  the 
Mar  Peerage.     He  may  do  that  in  the 
House  or  out  of  the  House ;  but  what  I 
do  object  to  is  that   the    noble   Lord 
should  make  these  accusations  not  in 
the  House,  but  should  make  them  appear 
as  if  they  had  been  made  in  the  House 
when  it  is  perfectly  clear  that  they  were 
Dot,  and,  therefore,  make  it  appear  that 
they  were  submitted  to  without    any 
remark  whatever,  and  that  I  should  sit 
in  this  House  and  hear  insinuations  as 
to  my  motives  and  conduct  without  any 
protest   whatever,    and   by  implication 
that  I  accepted  those  imputations  with- 
out any  comment  or  denial.     Now,  as  I 
said  before,  I  do  not  in  the  least  care 
about  the  noble  Lord's  imputations  :  he 
may  make  any  imputations  he  may  like 
against  me,  foolish  or  otherwise,  in  the 
exercise  of  his  judgment,  but  I  do  say 
this,  that  they  should  be  made  when  I 
am  present,  and  when  I  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  contradicting  them,   or 
else  that  they  should  be  made  in  such  a 
manner  that  it  may  be  generally  under- 
stood that  I  was  not  present  when  they 
were  made.     My  Lords,  I  think  there  is 
another    reason,    but    not   a    personal 
reason,  why  I  should  venture  to  bring 
this  matter  before  the  House.    I  think 
it   is  very  derogatory   to    the  Official 
Debates,  as  reported   in  Hansard,  that 
this  kind  of  alterations  and  this  kind  of 
amendments     of   speeches    should    be 
allowed   to  proceed.    We   all  look  to 
Hansard's  Debates  as  a  book  of  reference, 
corrected  by  noble  Lords  themselves  in 
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▼ery  many  instances,  and  we  ought  to 
be  perfectly  certain  that  the  speeches  as 
they  are  reported  are  those  delivered  in 
the  House.  I  do  not  know  how  far  it 
may  be  carried,  but  in  this  instance  I 
think  your  Lordsbips  will  admit  that  I 
am  perfectly  justified  in  brinp^inpf  the 
matter  before  the  House.  Of  course  the 
difhculty  about  this  question  is,  and  I 
have  felt  it  very  strongly,  the  difficulty 
of  proving  a  negative ;  but  I  have  con- 
sulted with  two  of  the  noble  Jjords 
who  are  mentioned  in  conjunction  with 
me,  and  I  have  asked  many  noble 
Lords  who  were  present  during  the 
Debate,  and  no  single  one  of  them 
is  able  to  say  that  the  words  in  ILansard 
were  used  by  the  noble  Earl.  There  is 
one  thing  which  makes  me  absolutely 
certain  that  those  words  were  not  used, 
and  that  is  that  the  noble  Earl  has  ven- 
tured to  introduce  the  name  of  the  late 
Duke  of  Buccleuch  in  connection  with 
this  Mar  Peerage  case.  Now,  all  who 
had  the  privilege  of  knowing  the  late 
Duke  of  Buccleuch  know  that  he  was 
absolutely  incapable  of  taking  any  line 
of  conduct  except  that  which  he  thought 
absolutely  right  and  just.  I  do  protest 
most  earnestly  against  the  memory  of  a 
man  who  has  gone  being  attacked  in 
this  way,  not  in  the  House,  but  by  the 
noble  Lord  when  correcting  a  report  of 
his  speech.  I  do  not  wish  to  pursue  the 
subject  any  further.  I  have  spoken,  my 
Lords,  simply  as  a  private  Member  of 
your  Lordships'  House,  and  1  hope  your 
Lordships  will  not  think  that  I  have 
gone  too  far  in  calling  attention  to  the 
matter.  I  leave  it  to  your  Lordships 
to  say  whether  you  think  that  the  mere 
fact  of  having  drawn  attention  to  it  is 
sufficient,  or  whether  you  think  that  any 
further  notice  should  be  taken  of  it. 
For  myself,  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  of 
the  fact  that  I  have  done  my  duty  in 
calling  attention  to  it,  feeling  perfectly 
■certain  that  the  noble  Earl  will,  after 
-this,  be  more  cautious  and  more  careful 
jn  the  corrections  he  may  make  of  any 
■speech  he  may  address  to  your  Lord- 
'jships  in  the  future. 

♦The  Earl  of  MAE :  My  Lords,  I  beg 
to  thank  the  noble  Marquess  for  calling 
attention  to  this  matter,  for  I  am  anxious 
not  to  transgress  any  rules  of  this  House, 
written  or  unwritten,  though  I  venture 
to  think  that  I  have  scarcely  done  f o.  I 
am  sorry  if  any  slight  irregularity  in  the 
report  of  my  speech  should  have  occurred 

The  Marqu'Si  ff  Lothian 


through  misadvextence  on  my  part.    I 
must  explain  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
Earl  of  Selbome  havings  opposed  Lord 
Galloway's  Motion  in  a  speech  of  very 
considerable  length,  introducing  many 
assertions  which  I  felt  bound  to  answer 
and  refute,  the  Debate  lasted  to  a  late 
hour,  and  it  is  possible,  of  course,  that 
in  my  speech,  the  time  being  verj  short. 
I  omitted  to  say  very  fully  every  word 
of    the    particular  observations   which 
Lord  Lothian  complains  that  I  left  out| 
though  I  certainly  expressed  the  sah- 
stance  of  them,  and  I  meant  to  say  the 
whole  of  them.     Messrs.  Hansard,  as  is 
customary,  after  the  Debate,  asked  me 
for  my  notes,  and  a  few  days  afterwards 
I  received  from  them  a  printed  proof 
for  my  revision.    Now,  my  Lords,  after 
the  somewhat  long  speech  which  it  was 
my  duty  to  make  to  your  Lordships,  I 
found  it  naturally  rather  difficult,  as  all 
your  Lordships  I  venture  to  say  find  on 
similar  occasions,  to  recall  every  word 
said,  and  I  am  sure  many  noble  Loris 
present    will    admit  that  it  frequently 
happens    that   on   revising    proofs    of 
speeches    you    may    revise     them     to 
rather  a  fuller  extent,  by  way  of    ex- 
planation,   than  the    words     actually 
used.     On  the  other  hand,  as   in    the 
case  of  my  speech  on  the  1st  instant,  the 
printed  reports  omit  some  passages  that 
are  said.     That  is  but  natural  consider- 
ing the  difficulties  under  which  Messrs. 
Hansard  labour  in  this  House  in  conse- 
quence of  their    representative    being 
placed  where  he  cannot  hear  every  word 
spoken.     I    understand    that    Messrs* 
Hansard  have  addressed  a  letter  to  the 
Marquess  of  Lothian  on  the  subject  of 
their  reports  in  general,  and  in  allusion 
to  the  Debate  on  the  Mar  Peerage  they 
eay— 

"Whether  the  revised  speeches  accarately 
represented  the  utterances  ia  the  Iloaae  ooald 
only  be  tested  by  a  comparison  with  the  notes 
of  a  competent  shorthand  writer  placed  in  a 
position  to  hear  everything." 

Now,  in  justiGcation  of  these  remarks 
which  the  noble  Marquess  says  I  did  not 
completely  state  to  the  House — and  I 
have  been  rathor  severely  taken  to  tafk 
for  those  remarks  appearing  in  print- 
it  is  my  duty  to  make  an  explanationi 
which  I  will  do  in  as  brief  terms  as 
possible.  These  noble  Lords,  Lord 
Lothian,  Lord  Elphinstone,  Lord  Bal* 
four,  and  the  late  Duke  of  Buccleudi 
(I  am  bound  to  mention  his  Qrace's 
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relax  the  restrictions  upon  the  importa- 
tion of  cattle  and  sheep  from  countries 
finch  as  the  United  States,  Spain,  and 
Belgium,  where,  according  to  good 
information,  cattle^disease  does  not  now 
prevail  ? 

Thb  vice  chamberlain  (Vis- 
«ount  Lewisham,  Lewisham) :  The 
fitatement  is  not  correct  as  to  German 
sheep.  Qerman  sheep  have  been  landed 
for  slaughter  only,  or  totally  prohibited 
49ince  January,  1877.  Cattle  from  Spain 
were  not  subject  to  slaughter  at  the 
ports  until  June  19,  1881,  consequently 
there  was  nothing  to  prevent  the  sale  of 
Spanish  cattle  iu  Salford  Market  up  to 
that  date.  With  regard  to  Belgium  and 
the  United  States  of  America,  the  infor- 
mation in  the  possession  of  the  Privy 
Oouncil  shows  that  cattle  disease  does 
<ezist  in  both  those  countries.  And  with 
reference  to  Spain,  the  Privy  Council  are 
not  satisfied  as  to  the  lawa  regulating 
the  importation  of  animals  into  that 
country.  Under  all  these  circumstances, 
the  Privy  Council  do  not  propose  at 
present  to  make  any  alteration  respect- 
ing the  landing  of  animals  from  the 
countries  named  in  the  hon  Qentle- 
man's  question. 

Mb.  KNO WLES  :  Is  it  the  fact  that 
the  importation  of  cattle  to  this  country 
from  foreign  countries  where  the  cattle 
•disease  does  not  prevail  is  prohibited 
because  there  is  no  prohibition  of  im- 
portation into  those  countries  from 
countries  where  the  disease  does  prevail  ? 

Viscount  LEWISHAM  :  I  must  ask 
the  hon.  Member  to  give  notice  of  that 
question. 

THE  BELFAST  WORKHOUSE. 
Mr.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  fact  that  the 
irregularities  in  the  management  of  the 
Belfast  Workhouse  had  become  so 
numerous  and  complicated  within  the 
past  eight  months  that  the  Guardians 
lelt  obliged  to  invoke  the  aid  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  elucidate 
matters  by  means  of  a  sworn  inquiry, 
which  was  duly  held  in  accordance  with 
their  expressed  wish  ;  is  he  aware  that, 
as  the  result  of  this  inquiry,  the  Local 
Government  Board,  in  a  communication 
to  the  Belfast  Board  of  Guardians,  dated 
24th  June,  188'J,  stated  that  the  master 
of  the  Belfast  Workhouse 


**  Neglected  to  look  after  the  issae  of  food  for 
the  inmatei,  which  is  a  very  important  part  of 
his  duty;  that  he  certified  the  storekeeper's 
accounts  without  any  examination  as  to  their 
correctness ; " 

and  that,  having  regard  to  the  master's 
disobedience  to  the  orders  of  the 
Board  of  Guardians,  general  inefficiency, 
and  neglect,  the  Local  Government  Board 
had  no  longer  confidence  in  him,  and 
requested  the  Guardians  to  call  upon  the 
master  to  resign  bis  position  ;  is  it  true 
that  the  Guardians  have  failed  to  comply 
with  this  request  from  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  although  the  Guardians  do 
not  appear  to  disagree  with  the  finding ; 
and  what  steps,  if  any,  will  be  taken  to 
give  effect  to  the  wishes  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  ;  and  is  such  delay, 
as  is  herein  shown,  usual  in  dealing 
with  an  official  who  has  been  declared 
incompetent  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfouk,  Manchester, 
E.):  It  is  the  case  that,  in  compliance 
with  a  Resolution  of  the  Board  of 
Guardians,  the  Local  Government  Board 
instructed  an  Inspector  to  make  an  in- 
quiry into  certain  irregularities  in  the 
management  of  the  Belfast  Workhouse. 
The  result  of  the  inquiry  was  communi- 
cated to  tho  Guardians  on  the  24th  of 
June,  and  the  letter  of  tho  Board  con- 
tained the  statement  quoted  in  the 
second  paragraph  of  the  letter.  The 
Board  Local  Government  Board  have 
the  matter  now  under  their  consider- 
ation,  and  there  will  be  no  delay  in 
dealing  with  it. 

CASE  OF  MICHAEL  LARKIN. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  (London- 
derry) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  whether  his  attention 
has  lately  been  called  to  the  case  of 
Michael  Larkin,  of  Deal  Street,  Balford, 
on  whose  behalf  a  Petition  was  pre- 
sented to  the  House  of  Commons  in 
June  1888,  from  which  it  appears  that 
Michael  Larkin  was  convicted  at  the 
Limerick  Quarter  Sessions  in  January, 
lb62,  on  a  charge  of  having  uttered  a 
base  half-crown,  and  also  on  a  charge 
of  having  been  previously  convicted  of 
a  similar  offence  at  Cork  in  1858,  and 
was  sentenced  to  penal  servitude  for 
life ;  but  it  having  afterwards  trans- 
pired that  Larkin  was  not  the  man  con- 
victed at  Cork,  and  that  the  evidence 
against  him  in  the  Limerick  case  was 
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mach  discredited,  Larkin  received  a  free 
pardon,  after  having  been  more  than 
15  years  in  prison,  but  got  no  compen- 
sation for  those  lost  years  of  his  life ; 
and,  whether,  under  all  the  circum- 
stances, he  will  endeavour  to  obtain 
some  compensation  for  Larkin  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  Michael  Lar- 
kin  and  one  McMahon  were  on  7th 
January,  1862.  convicted  at  Limerick 
Quarter  Sessions  on  the  charge  of  utter- 
ing base  coin,  and  this  having  been  the 
second  conviction  for  this  class  of 
offence  of  Larkin  he  was  sentenced  to 
penal  servitude  for  life.  He  did  not 
subsequently  receive  a  free  pardon  on 
the  ground  alleged  in  this  question. 
There  was  no  doubt  entertained  in 
regard  to  his  previous  conviction,  nor  in 
regard  to  his  guilt  on  the  second  occa- 
sion. But  it  appearing  that  the  Chair- 
man of  Quarter  Sessions,  when  passing 
the  sentence  of  penal  servitude  for  life, 
thought  that  according  to  the  Prison 
Rules  this  man  would  after  a  period  of 
years  be  released,  the  Government  of 
the  day  decided  that  as  he  had  served 
15  years  in  penal  servitude  the  remain- 
der of  the  sentence  should  in  substance 
be  remitted,  and  he  was  freed  from  the 
obligations  of  conforming  to  the  con- 
ditions of  his  licence.  The  man  was 
properly  convicted.  That  conviction  was 
reviewed  by  successive  Governments  on 
memcrials  submitted  by  the  convict 
while  in  prison,  the  decision  invariably 
being  that  the  law  should  take  its 
course.  And  there  is  no  ground  what- 
ever for  considering  the  question 
of  compensation  in  the  matter. 

WESTERN  AUSTRALIA. 
Mr.  king  (null.  Central):  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  the  attention  of  the 
Seciotary  of  State  has  been  given  to  the 
Eoturn  presented  to  the  House  purpor- 
ting to  be  a  Keturn  of  sales  and  grants 
of  land  in  Western  Australia  during  the 
past  ten  years,  and  in  particular  to 
certain  discrepancies  of  statement  on  the 
face  of  the  Eeturn ;  whether  he  has 
observed  that,  while  the  hon.  John 
Forrest,  Commissioner  of  Crown  Lands, 
who  makes  the  Eeturn,  states  that  the 
total  number  of  acres  **  alienated  *'  was 
1,877,045  up  to  the  end  of  1877,  and 
during  the  past  ten  years  only  285,014, 
he  gives  a  record  of  over  130,000,000 
acres    granted     under     the     head     of 

Mr,  Justin  l^f^Carthy 


"Leases,  licences,  Ac.,  of  Grown lands^ 
showing  rents  or  instalments  of  porohas^ 
money  due  for  1889,"  bat  without  indi- 
cating how  many  of  the  annual  pay- 
ments are  rents  and  how  many  instiu- 
ments  of  purchase  money ;  whether  the 
Colonial  Office  has  any  information  as 
to  how  many  of  the  holdings  are  leasea 
and  how  many  acres  have  been  pur- 
chased on  payment  by  annual 
instalments,  and  whether  he  can 
explain  the  exact  meaning  in  the 
Eetums  of  the  word  "  alienation  ; " 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  haa 
observed  that  '*  leases  "  or  '^  licenses, 
&c.,"  have  been  granted  to  individuala 
or  syndicates  or  banks  of  blocks  of  land 
amounting  to  many  millions  of  acres,. 
and  whether  any  persons  or  officials  who 
have  been  in  the  service  of  the  Gk>Tem« 
ment  are  directly  or  indirectly  interested 
in  any  of  these  grants ;  whether  any  of 
the  Forrests  to  whom  certain  of  thesa 
grants  have  been  made  are  relatives  o£ 
the  Commissioner  of  Grown  Lands ;  if 
60,  if  he  will  explain  the  circumstanoea 
under  which  these  grants  have  beeiL 
made  ;  whether  it  is  correct,  as  stated  in 
the  Colonial  Office  List,  that  while  the 
entire  area  of  Western  Australia  at 
present  under  cultivation  is  105,582 
acres,  and  only  2,895  square  miles  haTa 
been  <' alienated,"  201,904  square 
miles  are  *'  leased,  licensed,  &c.,"  while 
853,203  square  miles  remain  still  un- 
occupied ;  and  whether,  in  viewof  theaa 
facts,  he  will  order  an  inquiry  into  the 
manner  in  which  the  Government  of 
Western  Australia  has  dealt  with  tha 
Crown  lands,  and  in  the  meantime  con- 
sider the  propriety  of  withdrawing  the 
Bill  for  the  Government  of  Western 
Australia  until  these  matters  have  beea 
investigated  ? 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H. 
de  Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth).& 
The  Return  as  to  sales  and  grants  of  landl 
in  Western  Australia  has  been  examined^ 
and  does  not  appear  to  contain  any  dis- 
crepancies of  statement.  If  my  hon» 
Friend  will  refer  to  the  land  regula- 
tions printed  in  C.  5743,  he  will  find 
information  explanatory  of  the  Return 
and  of  the  mode  in  which  the  Crown 
lands  are  dealt  with.  As  regards  tha 
second  and  third  paragraphs  of  his  quea* 
tioD,  although  the  sales  on  deferred  pay-> 
ment  are  not  distinguished  from  the 
pastoral    leases    in    this  Return^  it  in 
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appareDt  that  the  small  holdings  are 
cases  of  purchase  under  deferred  pay- 
ment,  and  the  large  acreages  are  pastoral 
leases.  It  is  not  understood  why,  for 
present  purposes,  it  is  material  to  have 
the  information  in  greater  detail. 
"  Alienation  "  is  shown  in  the  land  re- 
gulations to  be  used,  as  elsewhere  in 
Australia,  in  its  natural  sense  to  indi- 
cate land  sold,  or  conditionally  sold,  in 
fee,  as  distinguished  from  lands  leased 
and  resumable  by  the  Crown.  With 
respect  to  the  fourth  paragraph,  it  is 
well-known  that  in  Western  Australia, 
as  in  the  other  Australian  colonies, 
immense  tracts  are  leased  by  persons 
or  companies  to  be  used  for  grazing 
until  required  for  sale  in  fee,  when 
they  are  resumed  without  compensa- 
tion. It  is  not  known  whether,  or  how 
far,  official  persons  in  Western  Austra- 
lia have  been  or  are  interested  in  these 
leases.  They  are  obtained  by  the  first 
applicant,  without  favour ;  and  in  the 
other  colonies  Government  officers  have 
not  been  precluded  from  having  shares  in 
pastoral  leases.  As  regards  the  fifth 
paragraph,  some  at  least  of  the  Forrests 
mentioned  are  relatives  of  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Crown  Lands.  One  is  a  well- 
known  explorer  and  land  agent,  and  he 
has  the  same  right  as  any  other  person 
to  apply  for  a  lease.  As  regards  the 
sixth  paragraph,  probably  the  state- 
ment in  the  Colonial  Office  List  was 
correct  up  to  date.  In  regard  to  lands 
alienated,  it  is  closely  in  accordance 
with  the  Beturn  lately  presented  to  the 
House.  There  is  no  ground  for  order- 
ing an  inquiry  into  the  matter  in  which 
the  Colonial  Government  has  dealt  with 
the  Crown  lands,  which  are  managed 
with  the  utmost  publicity,  in  exact 
accordance  with  the  regulations  ap- 
proved by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
There  are  no  indications  of  any  abuses 
or  mistakes  such  as  should  be  investi- 
gated before  the  Kesponsible  Govern- 
ment Bill  is  passed. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy): 
Perhaps  it  will  be  convenient  for  the 
right  hon.  Geutleman  to  answer  now  the 
further  question  on  the  same  subject 
which  appears  on  the  Paper  in  my  name 
— namely,  whether  he  can  state  under 
what  oiroumstances  large  blocks  of  land 
in  Western  Australia  have  been  given 
over  to  single  individuals  or  firms,  often 
amounting  to  several  millions  of  acres 
in  each  case ;  whether  there  has  been 


anything  to  prevent  banks  and  individ- 
uals accumulating  in  their  own  handfr 
hundreds  of    separate    grants;    under 
what  rule  were  lands  leased  or  sold 
previous  to   the  recently  promulgated 
rules,  and  whether  some  of  the  large^ 
(rrants  were  made  outside  of  rules  with 
the  sanction  of  the  Legislative  Council 
under  Mr.  Forrest's  Memorandum,  para- 
graph 6  ;  for  what  terms  leases  previous 
to  the  new  rules  are  held,  and  when 
they  terminate ;  and,  whether  there  ia^ 
any  truth  in  the  assertion  that  West 
Australian  land  leases  are  renewable 
and  practically  perpetual? 
♦Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  In  reply  to 
the  first  paragraph  of  the  hon.  Member's 
question,  I  have  to  say  that  these  large> 
blocks  of  land  are  not  granted  or  given 
over,  but  leased  for  pastoral  purpose* 
under  the  Land  Begulations  (No.  5S 
and   following),  printed  at  page  98  of 
Blue  Book   C.   6743.     The    answer  to 
the  second  paragraph  is  in  the  negative. 
The  practice  throughout  Australia  has. 
been  to  allow  the  holding  of  numerous 
pastoral  leases  by  an  individual  or  com- 
pany.     The  lands  held  by  the  banks 
have  no  doubt  passed  into  their  hands 
through  the   failure  of  lessees  to   re- 
pay  advances.       As  regards   the  third 
paragraph,     such     lands     were  ^  dealfc 
with  under  the  previous  regulations  of 
October  11,  1882,  which  did  not  dififer 
materially  in  principle  from  the  present; 
regulations.      All   the   large  areas    of 
land  mentioned  in  the  Eeturn  are  under 
pastoral  leases.      Grants  made    under 
Regulation  115  (printed  at  page  107  of 
C.  5743)  have  rarely  been  large.      As 
regards   the    fourth    paragraph,  leases 
issued  previous  to  the  new  rules  expire 
on  December  31,  1 893 ;  that  is.  for  thd 
most  part  they  were  for  about  11  years. 
The  assertion   referred  to  in  the  fifth 
paragraph  is  unfounded.     The  form  of 
lease  printed  at  page  113  of  C.   5743 
contains  no  provision  for  renewal,  and  it 
expressly  stipulates  that  during  the  term 
of  the  lease  the  Government  may  sell  to 
any  person  all  or  any  part  of  the  leased 
lands,  and  may  grant  or  sell  all  or  any 
part  for  public  purposes. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  in  moving  the  rejection  of 
the  Western  Australia  Constitution  Bill 
I  will  call  attention  to  this  subject. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.) : 
In  reference  to  the  answer  to  the  second 
question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
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(Mr.  King),  may  I  ask  if  there  is  any 
objection  to  give  a  supplemental  Beturn 
to  show  what  are  and  what  are  not 
Orown  lands  ? 
♦Baron  H.  dk  WOEMS:  I  will  en- 
deavour to  do  so. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL  OF  TELEGRAPHS 

IN  INDIA. 
Mr.  king  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether 
any  arrangement  has  yet  been  made  for 
filling  up  the  post  of  Director  General 
of  Telegraphs  in  India,  vacated  by  the 
retirement  of  Sir  a  Cappell;  and  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  long  delay  in  pro- 
motion in  the  Indian  Telegraph  Depart- 
ment, and  the  consequent  dissatisfaction 
in  the  service,  care  will  be  taken  in 
filling  up  the  post  to  promote  to  it  a 
member  of  the  Indian  Telegraph  De- 
partment ? 
♦The  under  SECRET  AEY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst, 
Chatham) :  Not  yet ;  as  Sir  A.  Cappel, 
who  is  in  this  country,  only  sent  in  his 
resignation  on  the  1st  of  this  month. 
There  is  reason  to  believe  that  the 
Acting  Director  General  will  succeed 
him. 

THE  OLD   RIVER    LEA— THE   POWDER 
WORKS  AT  WALTHAM  ABBEY. 

Sir  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
(Essex,  Epping) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  serious 
losses  the  farmers  at  Waltham  Abbey, 
in  Essex,  have  sustained  from  the  fre- 
quent flooding  of  the  land  caused  by  the 
«ilting  up  of  the  Old  River  Lea  which 
forms  a  part  of  the  Waltham  Abbey 
Powder  Works  property  ;  and,  whether 
the  War  Office  are  proposed  to  dredge 
or  straiten  the  river  so  as  to  prevent  the 
recurrence  of  these  losses  ? 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
As  I  have  been  in  the  habit  of  fishing 
at  King's  Weir  for  the  last  30  years, 
may  I  ask  whether  it  is  not  the  fact 
that  the  river  has  been  entirely  neglected 
by  the  Government,  that  it  has  remained 
■entirely  uudredged,  and  that  the  weeds 
are  never  cut  so  that  whenever  there  is 
an  extra  flood  the  water  rises  nearly  to 
the  level  of  the  weir  and  renders  fishing 
impossible  ? 

♦The  ►secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Eorncastle) :  Complaints  as  to  the  floods 

Mr.  Childers, 


have  been  received,  but  the  liability  to 
keep  the  River  Lea  dredged  is  a  part  of 
matters  which  have  been  for  many 
years  in  dispute,  and  the  War  Depart- 
ment does  not  admit  that  the  onus  lies 
upon  it  to  do  so,  although  it  would 
benefit  equally  with  other  riparian 
owners  if  joint  action  to  prevent  floods 
could  be  taken.  Legislation  is  probably 
called  for;  but  the  Floods  PreTontion 
Bill  of  1881  having  failed  to  beoome 
law,  the  Conservators  appear  to  be 
unable  to  cope  with  existing  diffioulties. 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  The  Con- 
servancy cannot  touch  this  water,  be- 
cause it  is  in  the  hands  of  the  Gt>v6m- 
ment,  and  as  the  Government  do  not 
touch  it,  it  has  gone  to  the  bad. 

Sir  H.  SELWIN  -  IBBET80N : 
Arising  out  of  the  answer  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  may  I  ask  if  he  is  not 
aware  that  the  flooding  affects  the 
Government  works  almost  to  the  same 
extent  as  those  of  the  other  riparian 
owners  ? 

♦Mr.  E.  STANEOPE  :  I  have  already 
said  so,  but  I  dispute  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  have  the  sole  liability  in 
the  matter. 

PIGEON  FLYING  ON  SUNDAYS. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (FUntshireJ) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  drawn  to  a  statement 
that  the  railway  companies  in  the  Blaok 
Country  lend  facilities  to  the  sport  of 
pigeon  flying  on  Sundays ;  that  bozes^ 
containing  pigeons,  are  sent  by  the 
trains  which  the  stationmaster  has  to 
open  on  arrival,  liberate  the  pig^n, 
enter  the  time  on  the  label,  and  return 
the  box  by  next  train ;  whether  suoh  a 
course  is  legal;  and,  whether  he  can 
devise  any  means  for  suppressing  this 
unnecessary  Sunday  labour  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Poplar) :  Before  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  answers  the  question,  I  should  like 
to  ask  him  whether  any  harm  or  craelty 
results  from  this  sport,  and  if  it  wonld 
not  be  a  great  mistake  to  interfere  with 
it? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  «)E 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.) :  My  at* 
tention  has  not  been  drawn  to  this  matter, 
and  the  Board  of  Trade  also  inform  me 
that  they  have  no  cognizance  of  it.  I 
am  not  aw^re  of  any  Statnte  which  wonld 
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make  such  a  practice  illegal.  I  presume 
that  this  Sunday  labour  is  voluntarily 
undertaken  by  the  stationmasters.  I 
do  not  think  that  it  is  so  oppressive  in 
its  nature  that  the  Government  would 
be  justified  in  legislating  for  its  sup- 
pression. 

INDIA— DISTRESS  IN   DIAMOND   HAR- 

BOUR  SUB.DIVISION  OF  PEGUNNAHS— 

COLLECTION  OF  TAXES. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of 'State  for  India 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  in  the  Diamond 
Harbour  sub- division  of  the  24  Pegun- 
nahs,Bengal»  where  the  collector,  Mr.  Bol- 
ton, declares  there  is  no  acute  distress, 
the  Municipal  Oommissioners  of  Joy- 
nugger  have  resolved  that  the  collection 
of  taxes  up  to  next  December  shall  be 
realized  without  the  pressure  of  distress 
warrants  upon  the  people  who  are  actu- 
ally in  distress,  and  are  unable  to  pay ; 
and,  whether  the  Secretary  of  State  will 
instruct  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of 
Bengal  to  institute  a  special  inquiry,  in 
order  to  ascertain  whether  the  Joy- 
nugger  Commissioners  were  justified, 
in  view  of  the  collector's  statement,  in 
taking  so  extreme  a  course  ? 

Sib  J.  GOEST  :  No  information  has 
been  received  from  India  on  the  subject. 
There  do  not  appear  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  be  grounds  for  instituting  an 
inquiry.  The  matter  is  one  which  may 
safely  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the  Lieu- 
tenant Governor  of  Bengal. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  Is  the  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  same  opinion 
prevailed  in  reference  to  the  North 
Western  Provinces  some  years  ago,  and 
that  a  large  number  of  persons  died  in 
consequence  of  no  inquiry  being  made  ? 

Sir  J.  GOEST :  I  should  like  to  re- 
mind the  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
House  that  there  are  in  India  regula- 
tions which  have  been  settled  after  great 
oare  and  consideration,  and  that  any 
rash  interference  with  them  would  be 
very  likely  to  lead  to  disaster. 

DISTRESS  IN  GANJAM- REMISSION  OF 

REVENUE. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  the  Madras  Government  has 
granted  any  remission  of  Land  Revenue 
in  Ganjam  to  help  the  ryots  to  tide  over 
the  period  of  scarcity ;  if  so,  to  what 
eitent ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  is  aware 


that  the  principle  of  remissions  have 
always  been  recognised  and  acted  upon 
in  Madras  during  a  scarcity  ? 

Sir  J.  GORST :  The  Madras  Revenue 
system  provides  for  remission  of  Land 
Revenue  in  case  of  drought.  The  rule 
will,  no  doubt  be,  acted  on  in  Ganjam ; 
but  it  is  too  early  yet  to  obtain  reliable 
information  as  to  the  amount  of  remis- 
sion granted. 

HOMELESS  CATS  IN  THE  METROPOLIS 
Mr.  H.  R.  FARQUHARSON  (Dor- 
setshire,  W.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Departmenti 
whether  he  is  aware  that  there  are 
usually  in  London  a  large  number  of 
homeless  cats ;  if  he  has  any  information 
whether  the  bite  or  scratch  of  a  cat  can 
convey  hydrophobia ;  and,  whether,  if 
such  is  the  case,  he  will  take  care  that 
the  muzzling  order  is  extended  to  cats, 
and  that  the  police  have  instructions  to 
arrest  and,  if  necessary,  to  destroy  all 
unmuzzled  cats  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  believe,  after 
the  best  inquiry  I  have  been  able  to 
make,  that  there  are  a  large  number  of 
homeless  cats  in  London.  I  understand 
that  the  bite  or  scratch  of  a  rabid  cat 
can  convey  hydrophobia,  but  happily 
cases  of  rabies  in  cats  are  comparatively 
rare.  In  the  opinion  of  the  authorities 
it  is  not  practicable  to  muzzle  cats,  so  as 
to  prevent  them  from  using  their  claws 
as  well  as  their  teeth.  If  I  gave  the 
police  instructions  to  "  arrest  cats  I 
am  doubtful  if  they  would  find  it  easy 
or  possible  to  obey  my  instructions. 

BUILDING  SOCIETIES. 

Mr.  SEALE  HAYNE  (Devonshire, 
Ashburton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  statistics  of  building  societies  and 
the  comments  thereon  given  in  this  year's 
**  Whitaker's  Almanack ;"  whether  cer- 
tain building  societies  continue  to  grant 
appropriations  by  lottery-ballot,  and  to 
re-purchase  them,  at  the  expense  of  their 
members,  at  about  £12  per  cent ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  this  practice  has  been 
characterized  as  ''pure  gambling''  by 
the  Assistant  Registrar  in  March  1886, 
and  strongly  deprecated  by  the  Chief 
Registrar  in  his  Report  for  1885  ; 
whether  it  is  true  that  199  Starr-Bow- 
kett  societies  are  insolvent,  and  that  72 
societies  mentioned  in  Mr.  Starr's  work 
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on  titarr-Bowkettism  (April  1883)  are 
not  to  be  found  in  the  Government 
Beturn  to  the  end  of  1886;  and, 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  large  in- 
come of  these  societies  (over  £700,000), 
he  will  take  any  steps  to  stop  the  serious 
evil  of  gambling  in  appropriations  in 
them  by  puttiog  in  force  the  Lotteries 
Acts? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  answer  to 
the  first  three  paragraphs  is  in  the 
affirmative.  With  regard  to  the  fourth 
paragraph,  the  annual  Eeturn  for  the 
present  year  is  now  being  prepared,  and 
the  precise  figures  cannot  yet  be  verified ; 
but  it  is  true  that  a  large  number  of 
Starr- Bowkett  Societies  show  a  balance 
deficit  in  their  accounts,  especially  when 
the  amounts  expended  in  the  pui  chase 
of  appropriations  are  excluded  as  the 
Act  of  Parliament  requires.  Many  have 
been  dissolved,  and  are,  therefore,  not 
now  included  in  the  Beturn.  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  Registrar  of  Friendly 
Societies  that  the  practice  extends  far 
beyond  the  Starr-Bowkett  Societiep,  who 
are  not  by  any  means  the  worst  offenders 
in  this  respect.  I  am  advised  that  it  is 
doubtful  whether  the  practice  of  ballot- 
ing for  appropriations  falls  within  the 
Lotteries  Acts.  It  is  a  practice  of  very 
old  standing;  and  I  should  not  think  it 
advisable  to  institute  prosecutions  against 
these  societies,  especially  as  no  represen- 
tation has  reached  me  as  to  any  necessity 
for  any  such  interference  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

THE  NAVAL  MANOESUVRES. 
Mr.  MAEK  STEWAET  (Kirkcud- 
briglitshire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Jjord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  he 
will  give  instructions  to  Officers  com- 
manding ships  in  the  forthcoming  Naval 
MauQBuvres,  that,  subject  to  the  exi- 
gencies of  warfare,  as  little  disturbance 
as  possible  should  be  made  on  Sundays? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middle- 
sex, E  tling) :  Naval  operations  cannot 
be  summarily  suspended  on  the  Sunday 
and  recommenced  next  day  ;  but  every 
care  will  be  taken  to  disturb  as  little  as 
is  possible  the  sanctity  of  the  Sabbath. 

WOOLWICH    ARSENAL. 

Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  what  action  he  proposes  to  take  on 
the  Report  of  the  Select  Committee  on 

Air,  Seals  I^ayue 


workmen  in  Woolwich  Arsenal  and 
other  Government  establishments,  en- 
tered from  1861  to  1870,  being  entitled 
to  superannuation ;  and,  whether,  if 
legislation  be  required  to  carry  out  tha^ 
recommendation  of  the  (Jommittee, 
such  legislation  will  be  proposed  this. 
Session  ? 

•Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  am  wyrry 
not  to  be  able  as  yet  to  answer  the  ques- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend.  The  matter  is 
one  of  considerable  importance,  and  it 
is  still  under  consideration. 

CONTRABAND  GOODS. 
Mr.  cozens -HAEDY  (Norfolk^ 
N.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
Custom  House  officers  have  instructions 
to  pierce  with  a  sharp  instrument  reels- 
of  paper  imported  from  abroad  on  the 
chance  of  their  containiDg  contraband 
goods ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  such 
piercing  seriously  damages  the  paper 
itself,  and  renders  it  useless  for  the  pur* 
pose  for  which  it  is  imported;  and^ 
whether,  in  any  case  in  which  no  con- 
traband goods  are  found  concealed  in 
the  paper,  the  Treasury  will  nndertake- 
to  make  good  the  loss  sustained  by  th& 
importer  ? 

♦i'HB  CHANCELLOR  or  thbEXOHE- 
QITEE  (Mr.  Gosohen,  St.  G^orge'Sy. 
Haaover  Square) :  I  have  to  inform  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  that  reels  of 
paper,  in  common  with  all  other  goods, 
are  subject,  for  Bevenue  porposes,  to 
Customs  examination  on  importation. 
By  the  Customs  Consolidation  Act  of 
1876,  the  duty  of  unpacking  goods  for 
the  purposes  of  such  examination 
devolves  upon  the  importer ;  but  where, 
as  iu  goods  of  the  kind  in  question  (th» 
unrolUng  of  reels  of  paper  at  this  stage 
being  virtually  impracticable)  he  doe8> 
not  choose  to  unpack  the  goods,  the 
examination  is  made  by  passing  a  TOiy 
fine  spit  between  the  rolls  of  paper  after 
the  outer  bands  of  the  package  haTe- 
been  loosened.  Not  more,  however^ 
than  one  package  probably  in  each  con- 
signment is  subject  to  such  examination,. 
and  every  precaution  is  taken  by  officers 
of  Customs  to  cause  the  least  possible 
damage.  Attempts  have  been  made  to 
introduce  contraband  goods  into  thia> 
country  in  packages  of  goods  of  a  liko 
nature  to  reels  of  paper,  and  it  is  there* 
fore  absolutely  necessary  that  a  sufficient 
examination  should  be  made  to  satialjjf 
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the  officers  of  Customs.  Iq  two  instances 
in  which  application  was  made,  the 
paper  was  sent  in  ohar^ce  to  the  news- 
paper office  for  which  it  was  intended, 
and  there  unrolled  in  the  presence  of  the 
Oust  )ms  officers.  From  the  absence  of 
complaint  the  Board  of  Customs  havo 
no  reason  to  suppose  that  serious 
damage  has  been  caused  by  the  exami- 
nation of  reels  of  paper  on  importation. 
The  Crown  is  not  liable  to  make  com- 
pensation for  any  damage  necessarily 
caused  to  goods  on  importation  by 
Customs  examination. 

BURIAL  BY  MISTAKE. 

Mr.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whitechapel) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Local  Government  Board 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  following  facts :  Mrs.  Toop,  an  in- 
mate of  the  Whitechapel  Infirmary,  died 
there  on  Tuesday  last,  and  her  friends 
forthwith  made  arrangements  for  the 
funeral ;  but  when  the  undertaker  called 
at  the  infirmary,  a  body,  which  was  not 
that  of  Mrs.  Toop,  was  offered  to  him  ; 
and  the  friends  of  the  latter,  in  spite  of 
repeated  applications,  have  not  been 
able  to  obtain  delivery  of  her  body, 
which,  it  is  understood,  has  been  buried 
by  mistake  ;  and,  whether  he  will  point 
out  to  the  Guardians  of  the  Whitechapel 
Union  that  it  is  their  duty  to  recover  the 
body  of  Mrs.  Toop,  and  hand  it  over  to 
her  friends  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Lono, 
Wiltshire,  Devizes)  :  I  have  made  in- 
quiry as  to  the  case  of  Mrs.  Toop.  It 
appears  that  the  deceased  died  m  the 
infirmary  of  the  Whitechapel  Union  on 
the  9th  instant,  and  the  body  was  the 
same  day  removed  to  the  mortuary  and 
placed  in  a  coffin  for  interment  in  ordi- 
nary course.  On  the  1 0th  instant,  the 
relatives  of  the  deceased  notified  their 
desire  to  inter  the  body  at  their  own  ex- 
pense, and  it  was  intended  that  the  body 
should  be  retained  in  the  mortuary  for 
removal  by  them.  There  were  four 
bodies  awaiting  removal  in  the  mor- 
tuary, and  of  these,  three  were  for  re- 
moval by  the  contractor  to  the  guardians. 
In  the  removal  of  the  three  bodies  on 
the  11th  instant,  the  officer  in  charge 
made  the  unfortunate  mistake  of  causing 
the  removal  of  the  body  of  Mrs.  Toop. 
in  place  of  that  of  one  Emily  Preston, 
No  notification  was  received  by  the  in- 


firmary authorities  of  the  mistake,  and 
it  was  not  discovered  until  the  friends 
applied  for  the  body.  The  guardians 
deeply  regret  the  occurrence,  and  steps 
are  being  taken  by  them  with  the  view  of 
the  exhumation  of  the  body  for  re-inter- 
ment. 

^Ir.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal 
Green,  S.W.) :  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  the 
authorities  of  the  II ford  Cemetery  re- 
ceived an  order  to  inter  the  body  of 
Annie  Preston,  and  under  that  order 
buried  a  coffin  with  a  plate  having  a 
totally  different  name  upon  it — namely, 
Emma  Toop  ? 

Mb.  long  :  I  believe  that  was  so, 
but  steps  have  been  taken  to  remedy 
the  mistake,  as  far  as  possible. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
cause  inquiries  to  be  made  as  to  the 
negligence,  or  apparent  negligence,  of 
the  authorities  at  the  Ilford  Cemetery  f 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  My  attention  has 
not  been  called  to  the  matter,  which  it 
within  the  Department  of  the  Local 
Government  Board. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL:  I  presume  that 
the  regulations  under  the  Burials  Act 
come  under  the  authority  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  If  I  have  any 
authority  in  the  matter  I  will  cause 
inquiry  to  be  made. 

U8IBEPU, 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether 
General  Smyth,  while  in  command  of 
the  British  forces  in  Zululand  in  1 888, 
presented  ITsibepu  with  30,000  rounds 
of  ammunition  from  the  stores  of  the 
Coast  Column  ;  whether  Usibepu  there* 
upon  raided  his  neighbours  living  in 
Ngandawe,  on  the  Bongo,  and  also  two 
tribes  of  Amatongas,  wbo  were  subject 
to  the  Queen  of  Amatongaland,  and  in 
no  sense  concerned  in  Zululand  affairs ; 
and,  whether  this  present  of  ammuni- 
tion to  Usibepu  was  made  with  the 
consent  of  the  Zululand  civil  authori- 
ties? 

Baron  H.  db  WORMS  :  Lieutenant- 
General  Smyth  issued  2,880  (not  30,000) 
rounds  of  ammunition  to  Usibepu  in 
August,  1888,  for  purposes  of  self- 
defence.  Usibepu  did  subsequently 
make  a  raid  upon  the  two  Chiefs  referred 
to  in  retaliation  for  some  alleged  acts  oC 
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aggression  on  the  part  of  their  people. 
The  Chiefs  in  question,  although  Tongas 
in  race,  are  regarded  as  British  sub- 
jects and  belonging  to  the  political 
system  of  Zululand.  The  ammunition 
was  issued  to  XJsibepu  by  the  General 
on  his  own  responsibility  at  a  time 
when  he  was  beyond  the  reach  of  com- 
munications from  the  civil  authorities. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS:  Does  the  hon. 
Oentleman  approve  of  the  action  of 
General  Smyth  ? 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  Yes,  Sir. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS :  I  wish  also  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether, 
at  the  end  of  last  may,  TJsibepu,  though 
charged  with  murder,  was  allowed  to 
return  to  his  home  contrary  to  the 
advice  of  Europeans  in  Zululand  well 
acquainted  with  the  state  of  the  country ; 
and,  whether  he  can  state  at  whose 
recommendation  and  upon  whose 
responsibility  this  step  was  taken  ? 

Baron  H.  db  WORMS :  As  I  inti- 
mated to  the  hon.  Member  in  replying 
to  him  on  the  11th  instant,  our  informa- 
tion is  that  TJsibepu  remains  at  Etchowe; 
but  inquiries  will  be  made. 

IRELAND— MR.  GILL  AND  MR.    COX. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS 
(Glamorgan,  S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  whether  the 
statement  made  by  Mr.  Hamilton,  the 
Resident  Magistrate  at  the  trial  of  Mr. 
Gill,  M.P.,  and  Mr.  Cox,  M.P.,  at 
Drogheda,  that — 

**  He  saw  nothiDg  in  Police  Constable 
Robinson's  evidence  to  justify  the  imputation 
of  perjury," 

was  not  made  at  the  outset  of  his  cross- 
examination,  before  Mr.  Bodkin,  the 
defendant's  counsel,  had  subjected  the 
witness  to  tests  the  result  of  which  was 
that  the  magistrates  dismissed  the 
charge,  because  they  considered  the 
evidence  of  this  witness  unreliable; 
and,  whether  a  searching  inquiry  will 
be  instituted  into  the  circumstances 
under  which  this  unreliable  evidence 
was  put  forward  ;  and,  if  so,  what  will 
be  the  nature  of  the  inquiry  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  understand 
that  the  facts  are  substantially  as  stated 
in  the  first  paragraph,  though  I  may 
add  that  it  appears  that  after  the  con- 
stable's evidence  had  terminated,  and 
other  witnesses  had  been  examined.  Mr. 
BodkiD,  the  defendant's  counsel,  re- 
newed the  charge  of  peijury,  and  the 

JBaron  H.  Be  Worme 


Resident  Magistrate  told  him  that  he 
thought  he  should  not  make  that  obser- 
vation. The  Inspector  General  will 
make  careful  inquiry  into  the  matter. 

REGISTRATION    OP   JOINT    STOCK 
LIMITED  COMPANIES. 

Mr.  watt  (Glasgow,  Oamlaohie) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whether  there  is  any  precedent  for 
charging  two  Stamp  Duties  in  con- 
nection with  the  Registration  of  Joint 
Stock  Limited  Oompanies ;  and,  whether 
he  can  state  the  amount  of  duty  collected 
during  the  first  six  months  of  the  current 
financial  year  from  the  new  tax  in 
excess  of  his  estimate  of  £110,000  for 
the  year  ? 

Mr.  aOSOHEN :  In  reply  I  have  t^ 
inform  the  hon.  Member  that  there  were 
two  duties  already  so  charged  before  the 
new  duty  was  imposed  on  the  nominal 
capital  of  a  company — namely,  a  Fee 
Duty  upon  registration,  and  a  lOs.  Stamp 
Duty  on  the  Memorandum  of  Assooiation. 
During  ten  months  in  the  last  financial 
year,  the  new  duty  brought  in  about 
£160,000,  as  against  the  Estimate  of 
£1 10,000.  The  first  six  months  of  the 
current  financial  year  haTe  not  yet 
expired,  but  the  yield  for  the  first 
quarter  has  been  (approximately) 
£70,000.  I  fear,  however,  that  I  cannot 
look  upon  this  as  giving  me  a  hope  that 
the  total  yield  for  the  year  will  be  four 
times  that  amount,  because  there  has 
been  an  extraordinary  activity  daring^ 
the  last  three  months  in  the  promotioii 
of  companies.  No  one  can  say  that  it 
will  be  continuous. 

BUSINESS   OF    THE  HOUSE— SUPPLB. 
MENTAL  ESTIMATES. 

Sir  a.  CAMPBELL:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
there  are  yet  any  Supplemental  Esti- 
mates to  be  presented  this  Session; 
when  they  may  be  expected;  and 
whether  sufiicient  time  will  be  given 
for  their  consideration  before  the  Hoaser 
is  asked  to  vote  them;  why  the  Esti- 
mates for  compensation  to  men  aoonsed 
of  the  Edlingham  burglary,  whioh  was 
understood  to  have  been  paid  last  ysftr,' 
has  notjyet  been  presented;  whether  there 
will  be  an  Estimate  for  sums  required 
for  special  works  in  Ireland,  or  how 
money  is  to  be  raised  for  that  purpose  ; 
whether  the  House  has  heard  the 
amount  of  demands  in  aid  of  Oypms; 
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and,  whether  it  is  true  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  afpreed  to  pay  three-fourths 
of  the  subsidy  for  a  line  of  steamers 
between  the  Canadian  Dominion  and 
Japan  and  China  ;  and,  if  so,  when  that 
will  be  presented  for  sanction  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
BURY  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  : 
There  are  a  few  Supplemental  Estimates 
which  it  will  be  necessary  to  present 
this  Session.  The  details  of  one  or  two 
of  them  are  not  yet  finally  settled  ;  but 
they  will  be  presented  in  sufficient  time 
to  give  hon.  Members  a  full  opportunity 
of,  considering  them.  The  payment 
made  in  respect  of  the  Edlingham 
burglary  will  be  included  in  the  Vote 
for  repayments  to  the  Civil  Contingen* 
des  Fund,  which  will  form  one  of  the 
Supplemental  Estimates.  I  have  not 
heard  of  any  Supplemental  Estimates 
that  will  be  required  for  special  works 
in  Ireland,  or  as  an  addition  to  the 
grant  in  aid  for  Cyprus.  The  Govern- 
ment has  agreed  to  the  payment  of 
three-fourths  of  a  subsidy  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  for  a  service 
to  China  and  Japan  vid  Vancouver. 
The  Treasury  Minute  respecting  the 
contract,  and  the  contract  itself,  will  be 
laid  on  the  Table  either  to-night  or  to- 
morrow. 

CHITTAGONG  AND  ASSAM  RAILWAY. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  has  re- 
ceived a  Despatch  from  the  Government 
of  India  on  the  Chittagong  and  Assam 
Railway  scheme,  recommending  the 
granting  of  a  concession  of  land  and 
mining  rights  to  a  syndicate,  such  con- 
cession granting  10  square  miles  of  land 
for  every  mile  of  railway  constructed  ; 
whether  he  will  lay  a  Copy  of  the 
Despatch  in  question,  and  all  Papers 
connected  with  the  subject,  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House;  and,  whether, 
before  any  binding  engagements  in  con- 
nection with  the  proposed  new  policy 
are  entered  into,  the  House  will  be 
afforded  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  subject  ? 
♦Sir  J.  GORST :  The  Despatch  has 
been  received  very  recently;  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  is  unable  at  present  to 
make  any  statement  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH :  Does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  that  there  has  been 
a  new  departure  of  policy  in  reference 


to  Indian  Railways,  and  that  huge 
tracts  of  land  are  to  be  handed  over  to 
concessionaires  in  future  without  any 
expression  of  opinion  on  the  part  of 
this  House  ? 

[No  answer  was  returned.] 

MAIL    FROM    DUBLIN    TO   WATER- 
FORD. 

Mb.  RICHARD  POWER  (Water- 
ford) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  it  is  the  case  that, 
within  the  seven  months  ending  30th 
June,  1889,  the  day  mail  from  Dublin 
to  Waterford,  by  which  the  greater 
part  of  the  English  letters  are  con veyed, 
has  been  delayed  for  some  hours  on  12 
different  occasions  owing  to  the  Dublin 
train  being  late  at  Kilkenny ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  these  repeated  delays 
cause  very  serious  inconvenience  to  the 
citizens  of  Waterford ;  whether  it  is  the 
case  that  in  March  last  a  deputation, 
consisting  of  the  Mayor  of  Waterford 
and  several  citizens,  came  to  London 
specially  to  present  a  memorial  to  him 
on  this  subject,  and  to  point  out  that 
there  is  an  alternative  route  vid  Mary- 
borough, by  which,  at  very  triiing* 
expense  to  the  Post  Office,  these  delays 
might  be  almost  wholly  avoided,  and 
the  mails  otherwise  accelerated;  and^ 
whether  he  can  hold  out  any  hope  of 
tho  prayer  of  this  memorial  being  ac« 
ceded  to  ? 

*thb   postmaster    general 

(Mr.  Raikes,  University  of  Cambridge) : 
Since  the  21st  February  last,  when 
letters  were  addressed  by  my  direction , 
to  the  Waterford  Chamber  of  Commerce 
and  the  Harbour  Commissioners  on  this 
subject,  the  day  mail  from  Dublin  to 
Waterford  has,  I  understand,  been 
delayed  only  three  times.  On  each  of 
these  occasions,  the  English  mails  were 
late  in  arriving  in  Dublin  owing  to  stress 
of  weather,  and  though  tne  Great 
Southern  and  Western  Railway  Com* 
pany  used  every  effort  to  make  up  time 
on  the  journey  vid  Carlow  to  Kilkenny^ 
they  were  unable  to  secure  a  connection 
at  that  station  with  the  train  to  Water- 
ford. I  am  quite  alive  to  the  import- 
ance of  securing  an  uninterrupted  com- 
munication between  Dublin  and  Water- 
ford, but  when  the  subject  was  last 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  Water- 
ford and  Central  Ireland  Railway  Com* 
gany,  who  are  the  owners  of  the  line 
etween  Maryborough  and  Kilkenny,' 
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injimH  inflicted.  The  three  penons 
named  are  tenants  of  Lord  Kenoiare's 
vho  had  paid  their  rents,  which  appears 
to  hare  Deen  the  motive  for  the  out- 
rages. No  arrests  have  so  for  been 
made. 

Mb.  sexton  :  How  long  a  time  is 
it  since  all  associations  daemed  to  be 
daneeroQshaTe  been  suppressed  by  the 
Irish  QoTemment  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  U  the  hon. 
Uember  thinks  that  we  claim  to  have 
snooeeded  in  putting  down  all  outoages, 
I  may  state  that  no  such  claim  has  ever 
been  made  by  the  Irish  GloTemment. 

Sib  J.  SWINBURNE  {Staffordshire, 
Liohfield) :  Upon  what  information  does 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  found  hia 
atatement  that  these  cattle  were  stabbed 
owing  to  the  fact  that  the  tenants  to 
whom  they  belonged  had  paid  their 
rent? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Upon  the 
best  information  I  can  obtain. 

MR.  CONTBBAaE. 
Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.) :  I  b« 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Loi 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  the  hon.   Member    for   the 
Camborne    Division   of  Cornwall  (Mr. 
Conybeare),  being    a    Protestant,   had 
himself  registered  as  a  Soman  Catholic, 
and  attended  Moss  in  DerryGa>il ;  and, 
whether  the  prison  regulations   permit 
any  prisoner  to  choose  the  religious  do- 
nomination  under    which    he  shall  be 
registered,  or  whether  this  is  an  indul- 

rmce  extended  to  political  prisoners  ? 
wish  to  say  that  I  wrote  "so-called 
politioal  prisoners."  There  are  no 
political  prisoners  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  Before 
the  question  is  answered,  I  wish  to  ask 
whettier  the  hon.  Oentleman  is  entitled, 
in  putting  a  question,  to  assume  as  a 
fact  that  which  is  a  matter  of  argument  P 
*Mr.  speaker  :  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
I  directed  that  that  question  should  be 
omitted,  and  it  appears  on  the  Paper  by 
inadTertence.  Seeing  it  on  the  Paper,  I 
have  allowed  it  to  be  put  for  this  reason 
— that  the  latter  part  of  it  seems  to  be 
a  matter  of  public  importance. 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  In  accord- 
ance with  the  Speaker's  ruling,  I  will 
confine  my  answer  to  the  last  paragraph 
of  the  question.  It  is  open  to  any  pri- 
soner to  name  on  reception  the  religious 
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IRISH  JURIES. 
Mr.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  (Queen's 
Oounty,  Ossory) :  I  beg  to  ask  Uie  Chief 
Secretuy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenaht  of 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  at  tbe  Mary- 
borough Summer  Assizes,  on  Monday 
ihe  8tth  instant,  when  two  men  named 
respectively  Lawrence  Hickey  and  Denis 
Oonnell  were  indicted  for  the  wilful 
murder  of  Denis  Daly,  27  special  jurors, 
24  of  whom  were  Boman  Catholics, 
were  ordered  by  the  Crown  to  stand  by, 
and  that  several  of  the  gentlemen  so 
ordered  entered  a  strong  protest ;  whe- 
ther the  report  is  true  that,  after  a  jury 
had  been  sworn,  consisting  of  eleven 
Protestants  and  one  Catholic,  one  of  the 

i'ury,  Mr.  Smellie,  a  Protestant,  who 
Lad  neither  been  challenged  or  ordered 
to  stand  by,  said,  in  open  Court,  "  I 
object  to  try  a  man  for  hfe  on  a  packed 
jury ;  "  and,  whether  he  will  take  steps 
toeeourethat  Roman  Catholics  shall  be 
more  adequately  represented  on  juries 
in  criminal  cases  in  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  understand 
that  it  is  the  case  that,  at  the  trial 
referredto,27  special  jurors  were  ordered 
by  the  Crown  to  stand  aside  and  that 
SO  were  challenged  on  behalf  of  the 
prisoners.  I  have  no  knowledge  as  to 
the  religion  of  the  jurors.  I  understand 
that  some  few  men  protested.  The  ex- 
planation of  their  conduct  may  perhaps 
be  found  in  a  circular  addressed  to  all 
the  special  jurors  of  Queen's  Coun^, 
calling  upon  them  to  protest  in  such  a 
manner  as  would,  in  the  language  of 
the  circular,  "  most  steike  the  public 
mind,  not  only  in  Ireland  but  in  Eng- 
land." The  member  of  the  jury  named 
seems  to  have  made  the  observation 
attributed  to  him,  though  it  is  manifest 
that  he  subsequently,  on  hearing  the 
evidenod,  had  no  doubt  as  to  the  guilt 
of  the  prisoner,  seeing  that  he  found  a 
verdict -convicting  him.  No  juror  will 
bo  asked  to  "standby"  bjr  reaoon. 
merely  of  his  religious  persnasion. 

THE  ALLEGED  DESERTER  THOMPSON. 

8n  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  I  ht>g 

to  ask  the   Secretary  of  State   for    thft 

Home  Department   whether,  under  the 

Law  of  England,  a  froa  British  Sjubjeot 

be  arrested,  carried  through  sereral 
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three  years  now  ourrent,  from  Ist  June, 
1888,  to  1st  June,  1891,  in  116  classes 
alone  the  following  quantities  are  esti- 
mated by  the  War  Office  as  likely  to 
become  disused  should  the  contract  as 
hitherto  be  allowed  to  run  out,  namely, 
13,890  forage  capes;  173,940  tunics; 
62,760  jackets;  58,530  pantaloons; 
737,424  trousers;  513,630  frocks; 
90,000  leather  leggings ;  239,550  great 
coats,  cloaks,  and  capes ;  whether  the 
clothing  similarly  sold  in  advance  in  1885 
included  a  similar  number  of  articles, 
and  whether  it  was  all  sold  in  one  or  at 
most  two  lots ;  and,  if  so,  what  was  the 
amount  realised  by  each ;  whether,  if 
there  were  two  contracts,  both  were 
given  to  the  same  firm ;  whether,  in  ad- 
dition to  any  real  competition  being 
practically  precluded  by  the  magnitude 
of  the  contract,  this  enormous  quantity  of 
clothing  was  also  sold  on  speculation,  ten- 
ders being  asked  for  and  sent  in  in  1884, 
and  the  things  tendered  for  being  cloth- 
ing which  would  only  actually  become 
disused  during  the  long  period  of  the 
three  years  subsequent  to  1st  June, 
1885 ;  whether  neither  the  actual  things 
sold  themselves  nor  their  condition  being 
known  to  either  vendor  or  purchaser  at 
the  time  of  contract  a  fair  price  is  ob- 
tained, or  adequate  security  taken  that 
serviceable  and  even  new  clothing  is  not 
fraudulently  disposed  of  as  old  or  bad ; 
whether,  moreover,  out  of  350  classes  of 
clothing  specified  in  the  War  Office  form 
of  tender,  some  230  have  not  even  the 
quantity  for  sale  even  estimated  by  the 
War  Office ;  and,  whether  he  will  use  his 
right  to  terminate  such  an  arrangement 
by  giving  six  months'  notice,  and  afford 
Volunteers,  bands,  and  working  men, 
who  now  buy  these  things  at  third  or 
fourth  hand,  an  opportunity  of  pur- 
chasing direct  in  their  own  localities  and 
in  small  lots,  and  of  purchasing  not  on 
speculation  but  articles  already  actually 
disused  and  capable  of  being  inspected. 
The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Beodrick, 
Surrey,  Guildford) :  Accounts  are  made 
up  to  the  3 Ist  of  March,  and  the  sum 
realized  for  the  three  years  to  the  31st 
of  March,  1888,  was  £136,205,  including 
boots.  The  total  classes  to  be  disposed 
of  are  354,  of  which  Mr.  Moses  can 
claim  298  under  his  contract.  The  re- 
mainder refer  to  articles  of  value  not 
exceeding  3d.,  which  can  be  disposed 
of    at   the  discretion  of  commanding 

Mr.  Hanhury 


officers.     The  numbers  of  the  seTorai 
articles  as  estimated  for  sale  are  sub— 
stantially  as  stated  in  the  question.    The- 
sales    in   1885   were    in   one  contract. 
Every  effort  was  made  to  secure  com- 
petition,  and    the  contract   cannot  be 
described  as  speculative,  seeing  that  the- 
condition  of  time-worn  clothing  is  well' 
known  and  every  possible  precaution  is. 
taken  to  get  as  much  wear  as  possible- 
out  of  the  clothing  before  it  is  sold, 
commanding  officers  being  held  re9pon- 
sible  that  this  condition  is  complied  with. 
Special  regulations  have  recently  been 
issued  on  this  subject  to  commanding;^ 
officers  which  I  shall  be  happy  to  show 
my  hon.  Friend.  The  quantities  are  not- 
estimated  for  136  of  the  classes,  but  the- 
quantities  are  very  small.      My  hon. 
Friend  must  remember  that  the  special' 
object  of  these  transactions  is  to  obtain 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Army  Estimates^ 
as  large  a  sum  of  money  as  possible  ^ 
and  as  I    have  reason  to  think  that 
money  would  be  lost  to  a  considerable- 
amount  by  terminating  the  present  con- 
tract I  am  not  prepared  to  take  such  & 
step.     When,  however,  the  question  of' 
a  new  contract  has  to  be  considered  we- 
shall  call  for  tenders  for  one  contract  as- 
now,  and,  as  an  alternative,  for  a  divided 
contract,  either  by  districts  or  in  some- 
other  way. 

STATE-AIDED  EDUCATION  IN  THE 
PARISH  OF  LLANGAR. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS:    I    beg  to  ask 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Oommittee  or 
Council  on    Education  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  number  of  children  of 
school  age  in  the  parish  of  Uangar^ 
County  of  Merioneth,  is  193 ;  and  tnat^. 
although  five-sizths  of  these  are  children^ 
of  Nonconformists,  the  only  State-sided' 
school    in    the    parish    is    owned  and 
managed  by  the  society  for  teaching  the- 
children  of  the  poor  in  the  principles  of 
the  Church  of  England,  which,   up  to 
April  1887,  was  maintained  by  the  volun* 
tary  rate;  is  he  aware  that,  on  30th- 
May  1887,  60  children  of  parents  who^ 
refused  to  pay  the  voluntary  rate  were* 
expelled  from  the  school,  and  that^  sinoe^ 
June  1887,  the  average  attendance  at 
this  school  has  been  about  30 ;  can  he* 
explain  why  the  Education  Department 
has  refused  to  sanction  the  use  of  the 
only  room  in  the  village  for  a  temporavy* 
school  for  the  expelled  children,  or  i> 
allow  the  School  Board  elected  in  Augiut: 
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1887  to  levy  any  rate  for  providing  a 
new  school ;  and,  whether  the  Education 
Department  has  yet  sanctioned  the  new 
school  built  by  voluntary  subscription, 
and  according  to  plans  submitted  to, 
■and  approved  by,  the  Department. 

♦Thb    vice    president   op    thb 
<:!OUNOIL  FOR  EDUCATION  f Sir  W. 
Hart  Dtke,  Kent,  Dartford) :  The  facts 
as  to  elementary  education  in  this  parish 
are  not  accurately  stated  in  the  question. 
Sufficient  accommodation  is  provided  in 
the  Cynwyd  National  School,  which  is 
in  the  parish,  and  in  other  schools  in 
■adjoining  districts.     Cynwyd  National 
School  is  conducted  as  a  public  elemen- 
tary   school,   in   accordance    with    the 
provisions  of  the  Elementary  Education 
Act,  1870,  and  with  the  requirements 
of    the    code.    The  resolution   of    the 
managers  under  which  certain  children 
are    excluded    from  Cynwyd  National 
School  on   dOth   May,    1877,    was   re- 
scinded  within  a  month  of  that  date. 
The  Education  Department  {refuse   to 
sanction  the  use  of  a  room  in  Llangar 
for  a  temporary  school  on  the  ground 
that  such  room  was  quite  unfit  for  the 
purpose.     The  refusal  to  sanction  a  loan 
for  a  new  board  school  was  the  necessary 
<K)nsequence  of  the  inability  of  the  school 
board  to  prove  that  additional  accom- 
modation was  required  for  the  district. 
The  Department  have  approved  plans  for 
the  erection  of  a  new  school  by  volun- 
tary effort;    but,   in    accordance    with 
their  invariable  practice,  they  cannot 
promise  annual   grants  to  such  school 
until  it  is  actually  open  under  a  certifi- 
cated teacher. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELUS:  Is  it  correct 
that  the  average  attendance  at  this 
school  within  the  last  two  years  has 
been  about  thirty,  -and  even  after  de- 
ducting the  twenty- four  who  go  to  other 
parishes  because  the  school  is  sectarian, 
are  there  not  14H  children  to  be  pro- 
vided for  in  this  parish  ? 
♦Sir  W.  hart  DYKE :  What  the 
Department  has  to  deal  with  is  the 
school  accommodation  in  the  district. 
Prom  inquiries  they  have  found  that  the 
.accommodation  is  sufficient  for  the 
district.  About  the  actual  number 
4ittending  this  particular  school  I  do  not 
&novr. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  May  I  ask 
whether  a  public  elementary  school  is 
•(not  bound  to  receive  children  without 
any  conditions  ? 


•Sir  W.  hart  DYKE :  I  have  ahready 
stated  that  this  resolution  was  passed 
and  rescinded  within  a  month. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS :  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  the  only  notification  of  the  re- 
scinding came  from  the  Education 
Department  itself  seven  months  after- 
wards  ? 

♦Sir  W.  hart  DYKE:  According 
to    my    information    the    unfortunate 

resolution  was  rescinded  within  a  month 

• 

THE  NEWFOUNDLAND  FISHERIES. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretaryof  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  any  complaints  have 
been  made  of  French  interference  with 
the  fisheries  of  Newfoundland ;  and,  whe- 
ther representations  have  been  made  to 
the  Colonial  Office  on  this  subject  by 
both  Houses  of  the  Newfoundland 
Legislature  ? 

Baron  de  WORMS :  I  answered  that 
question  on  Tuesday. 

THE  SCOTCH  EDUCATION  CODE. 

Dr.  CLARK  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  why  the  grant  under  Article 
32  (a)  has  been  withdrawn  from  Caith- 
ness and  Sutherland  ? 
♦Thb  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Robertson,  Bute) :  No  grant  is  paid 
under  Article  32  (a)  of  the  Scotch  Code, 
which,  on  the  contrary,  contains  a  limi- 
tation upon  the  possible  amount  of  grant. 
I  presume  that  the  hon.  Member's  ques- 
tion relates  to  a  minute  of  the  Scotch 
Education  Department  which  was  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament  removing  that 
limitation  so  far  as  Caithness  and 
Sutherland  were  concerned.  The 
legality  of  that  minute  has  been  ques- 
tioned by  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor- 
General,  and  all  payments  to  schools  in 
these  counties  in  excess  of  the  limit  im- 
posed by  that  article  have  accordingly 
been  suspended  until  the  opinion  of  the 
law  officers  has  been  obtained  on  the 
point. 

THE  DOG  MUZZLE. 
Lord  H.  BRUCE  (Wilts,  Chippen- 
ham) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  German  wire  muzzle 
is  being  largely  used  in  London  in  con- 
sequence of  the  order  that  all  dogs  are 
to  be  muzzled,  and  that  this  muzzle  is 
exceedingly  liable  to  slip,  when  it  causes 
great  pain   to   tiie   dog ;  whether   he 
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observed  in  the  soare  ot  1887  that  most 
of  tbeaa  wire  muzzlea  did  not  fit ;  that 
some  vere  bo  loose  that  they  got  jammed 
over  the  dogs'  ejes,  and  that  others  were 
BO  tight  that  these  dumb  animals  were 
prevented  from  either  eating  or  lapping; 
and  whether  he  will  appoint  &  com- 
mittee of  sportsmen  to  investigate  the 
matter  T 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  am  informed 
by  the  Commissioner  of  Police  that  he 
has  no  information  whether  the  facte 
suggested  by  my  noble  Friend  are 
accurate.  He  will,  however,  make  in- 
qniry.  It  would  be  beyond  the  province 
of  Government  to  appoint  a  committee 
of  sportsmen  to  do  what  every  c 
whether  a  sportsman  or  not,  has  a  right 
under  the  Privy  Council  order  to  do  for 
himself — namely,  to  select  the  form  of 
muzde  which  may  best  suit  his  dog, 
provided  always  that  it  is  one  which 
vill  prevent  the  dog  from  biting  and 
will  not  interfere  with  its  breathing  or 
lapping  water.  There  is  nothing  to 
preventsuch  an  inquiry  from  being  n 
by  gentlemen  acting  in  their  private 
capacity,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
public  would  gladly  avail  themselves  of 
any  suggestLoiii-  they  might  offer  if  those 
fluggestiona  are  valuable. 

COOLIE    MARiaAOES     IN    TRINIDAD. 

Sib  EOBERT  FOWLER  (London) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
is  aware  that  in  Trinidad,  in  the 
case  of  numerous  marriages  hetween 
Ooolie  residents,  celebrated  according  to 
the  religious  rites  of  the  people,  but  for 
the  validity  of  which  it  is  necessary  that 
tbey  should  be  registered  by  the  civil 
authorities,  the  registrars  have  refused 
or  neglected  thus  to  make  them  valid, 
and  that  in  consequence  much  social 
disorder,  often  leading  to  crime,  has  re- 
sulted; and  whether  the  Government 
will  oall  for  a  Beport  on  this  subject, 
unless  it  is  already  sufficiently  informed, 
and  will  in  any  case  insist  on  a  due 
obserrance  of  the  law  as  regards  CooUe 
marriages  by  the  Local  4.uthoritieB? 

Baron  H.BE  WORMS:  Her  Majesty's 
Government  is  not  aware  that  there  has 
been  any  failure  of  the  Local  Author- 
ities in  Trinidad  to  observe  the  law  re- 
lating to  coolie  marriages,  bat  they 
vill  call  for  a  Report  on  the  subject. 
Lord  S.  Brucf 


NATIVE  CDLTIVATOES  IN  TEIHIDAD. 
Sia  ROBERT  FOWLKB :  I  beg  to- 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  ot  State  for- 
the  Colonies  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  is  aware  that  in  Trinidad 
it  is  the  custom  in  the  ooooa  plan- 
tations for  the  Native  Authorities  to 
be  engaged  under  sis  years'  contracts, 
which  entitle  them  to  payment  only  at 
the  end  of  the  six  years'  when  the  treei' 
have  reached  maturity,  the  payment 
then  being  for  the  number  of  trees 
that  bear  fruit,  and  that  this  arrange- 
ment resolves  itself  into  a  form  <tf 
slavery,  causing  unnecessary  hardship- 
to  the  cultivators  if  they  remain  on  the 
estates  where  they  have  taken  servioe, 
and  serious  loss  to  them  if  they  go 
elsewhere  before  their  term  of  six  year* 
is  concluded ;  and,  whether  the  Qovem- 
ment  will  call  for  a  Report  on  the- 
subject,  and  direct  the  introdnotioD  iB 
the  Trinidad  Legislature  of  such  pro- 
posals fur  &  change  in  the  law  as  will' 
protect  the  native  cultivators  from  ex- 
tortion and  injustice  in  this  respect  ^ 
Bason  H.  de  WORMS ;  A  euBtom. 
has  prevailed  for  many  years  in- 
Trinidad  fur  contracts  to  be  made  for 
the  plantation  of  land  with  ooooa,  in. 
consideration  of  the  contractor  oooupy- 
ing  the  land  for  six  years,  and  being 
paid  by  the  owner  at  the  end  of  the- 
term  a  certain  sum  for  every  tr6«> 
plantsd  by  him  which  is  in  full  beariDg.. 
Complaints  have  been  recently  mode- 
that  this  system  has,  in  some  instaDoeat 
caused  h^sbip  to  the  contractors ;  bat 
it  does  not  appear  to  be  in  any  Bense  a 
form  of  slavery.  A  Bill  to  amend  th* 
law  on  the  subject  has  been  reoenUj' 
itroduced  in  the  Colonial  Legislatove- 
with  the  approval  of  the  Seoretai;  oT 
State. 

GRANTS  OF  LAND  IN  WESTEBN" 
AUSTRALIA. 

Mb.  CALEB  WRIGHT  (Lancashire,. 
S.W.,  Leigh) :  I  beg  to  a*  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  Mb 
article  in  the  Daily  2fiwi  of  the  13& 
instant,  which  states  that  in  "WeotertL 
Australia  1,877,015  acres  of  land  hare- 
been  sold,  the  average  price  being  lOa. 
per  acre,"  and  that  "one  maa  baa 
leased  8,614,325  seres,  and  the  paj- 
ment  of  one  of  his  lots  of  1,000,00(K 
I   for   the  year  is  £250,    and  iat 
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another  of  700,000  £170;  whether  he 
will  inform  the  Hoifse  on  what  terms 
those  leases  were  granted,  and  whether 
indiyiduals  or  companies  are  allowed  to 
purchase  unlimitea  quantities  of  land 
in  the  Colony  ;  and,  whether  the  mines 
and  minerals  are  included  in  the  land 
sold? 

Baron  H.  db  WOEMS  :  I  have  seen 
that  article,  and  am  not  aware  that  it  is 
incorrect.  The  official  Eeport  prefixed 
to  the  Parliamentary  Paper  [0—5753], 
lately  circulated,  gives  the  amount  of 
land  sold  as  1,877,045  acres,  generally 
at  the  price  of  lOs.  per  acre.  With 
regard  to  the  land  leased — as  the  whole 
can  be  resumed  whenever  required  for 
sale  or  any  public  purpose — it  is  a  great 
advantage  to  the  Colonial  Kevenue  to 
receive  for  its  temporary  use  the  rents 
mentioned,  which  represent  the  full 
Talue  of  the  land  under  the  conditions 
of  its  tenure.  The  second  paragp-aph 
of  the  question  has  been  fully  answered 
in  my  reply  to  hon.  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy. As  regards  the  third  paragraph, 
gold,  silver,  and  precious  medals  are 
reserved  to  the  Crown  in  the  grants  of 
land  sold.     See  page  107  of  [0—5743]. 

Mb.  CALEB  WRIGHT:  Are  there 
any  conditions  on  the  granting  of  leases 
for  the  erection  of  homesteads  on  any 
part  of  the  land  ? 

Baron  H.  db  WORMS :  All  the  condi- 
tions with  regard  to  letting  and  sale  of 
land  are  found  fully  set  out  in  the  paper 
to  which  I  have  referred. 

HALFPENNY  POSTCARDS. 
Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  it  is  the  practice  to 
charge  the  public  for  impressing  half- 
penny stamps  on  their  own  sheets  of 
cardboard;  whether  the  fee  for  doing 
this  work  was  Is.  6d.  for  every  quire 
six  months  ago ;  whether  the  rate  has 
now  been  raised  to  2s.  6d. ;  whether  the 
former  rate  defrayed  the  expenses  of 
the  work  done;  whether  there  is  any 
objection  to  the  public  putting  half- 
penny stamps  on  their  own  postcards, 
as  is  the  practice  in  France,  Germany, 
and  Italy  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  no 
evidence  beyond  the  mere  statement  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Post  Office  was 
given  before  the  Select  Committee  on 
the  Revenue  Estimates  last  year  that 
there  is  a  loss  on  the  halfpenny  postage 
business;    and,    whether  he   has  any 


documentary  evidence  to  show  there  is  a 
loss  on  the  halfpenny  postal  business  of 
the  British  Post  Office  ? 
♦Mb.  RAIKES  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  refer  to  the  Reports  of  the  answers 
to  questions  in  this  House  he  will  find 
that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  on  the  Othinst.,  answered 
the  first  four  of  the  questions  which  he 
has  now  addressed  to  me,  and  I  beg  to 
refer  him  to  that  answer.  As  regards 
question  No.  5,  that  also  has  been 
answered  by  me  on  the  27th  ult.,  and  I 
would  refer  the  hon.  Mejiber  to  that 
answer  as  well  as  to  the  answer  which 
I  have  just  given.  As  regards  the 
remaining  questions,  I  would  remind 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  Select  Com- 
mittee to  which  he  alludes  adopted  th& 
opinion  that  there  is  a  loss  on  the  half- 
penny business  of  the  Post  Office,  and 
embodied  it  in  paragraph  34  of  tho 
draft  Report  which  was  passed  un- 
challenged by  the  hon.  Member  himself^ 
who  sat  on  the  Committee.  I  am  not 
prepared  to  depart  from  that  opinion,  in 
which  I  also  concurred. 

THE  METROPOLITAN  POLICE  REPORT. 

Ma.  CUNINGSAME  GRAHAM: 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  if  it  is  by  inten- 
tion that  the  annual  Reports  of  the 
Superintendents  have  been  omitted  from 
the  Metropolitan  Police  Report  thia 
year? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  in- 
formed  by  the  Commissioner  that 
the  omission  of  the  Reports  of  the 
Superintendents  from  his  annual  Re- 
port was  intentional,  and  under  hia 
orders.  It  appeared  to  the  Commis- 
sioner desirable  to  omit  these  Reports, 
because  they  are  merely  the  suggestions 
of  subordinate  officers,  the  printing  of 
which  involves  considerable  expense, 
while  the  Report  should  contain  the 
conclusions  of  the  Chief  Commissioner 
himself,  based  upon  all  the  information 
he  receives,  and  issued  on  his  responsi- 
bility. 

THE  WHITECHAPEL  MURDERS. 

Mb.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whitechapel) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  will  offer  a  substantial 
reward,  accompanied  by  a  free  pardon, 
to  anyone  not  in  the  police  force  and  not 
the  actual  perpetrator   of  the    recent 
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orime  in  Wbiteohapel  who  will  give 
each  iDfortuatioo  as  will  lead  to  the 
oonrictioii  of  the  murderer ;  and  whe- 
ther he  will  sufficiently  inorease  the 
number  of  detectives  so  as  to  prevent, 
if  possible,  further  atrocities  in  East 
London  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  con- 
Bulted  the  Commissioner  of  Police,  and 
he  informs  me  that  he  has  no  reason  to 
believe  that  the  offer  of  a  reward  now 
would  be  productive  of  any  good  result, 
and  he  does  not  recommend  any  depar- 
ture from  the  policy  resolved  on  last 
vear,  and  fully  explained  by  me  to  the 
House.  Since  the  occurrence  of  the 
outrages  in  the  East  End,  a  large  num- 
ber of  men  in  plain  clothes  have  been 
employed  there,  and  I  yesterday  sanc- 
tioned an  arrangement  for  still  further 
increasing  the  number  of  detectives 
available  for  duty  in  Whitechapel. 

SALE    OF    DISUSED    ADMIRALTY 


action  by  me  on  tlie  reoommendataon  of 
the  Prison  Oommiaaioners  in  aooordanoe 
with  the  usual  practice  when  an  aotioa 
is  brought  against  a  public  servant  for 
acts  done  in  the  execution  of  his  offloe. 
The  question  whether  any  publio  mone^ 
trill  he  paid  in  respect  of  this  action  de- 
pends upon  the  decision  which  the 
rreasuiy  may  come  to,  upon  the  advioe 
of  the  Home  Of&ce,  after  considBTing 
the  evidence  and  all  the  oircumstanoes 
of  the  case. 

CIVIL  SEHVICE  WBITEaS. 
Ma.  TUITE  tWestmeath,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasary 
what  is  the  exact  number  of  Civil  Ser- 
vice writers  who  were  registered  prior 
to  the  I2thFebniary,  1B76,  atpresenton 
the  register  of  the  Civil  Service  Oom- 


Mb.  HANBURT  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  why,  at 
the  periodical  sales  by  auction  of  die- 
used  Admiralty  stores  at  Deptford,  "  the 
garments  sold  are  in  many  instances 
nearly  new,  "  and  "  in  esoellent  condi- 
tion," as  stated  by  the  Army  Director 
of  Contracts  in  a  recent  Departmental 
Eeport  ? 

Me.  FORWOOD:  No  garments  are 
sold  at  the  periodical  auction  sales  of 
disused  Admiralty  stores  that  can  be 
described  as  in  many  cases  nearly  new. 
All  the  articles  are,  before  being  offered 
at  auction,  carefully  examined  and 
condemned  by  a  competent  board  of 
survey,  and  the  auctioneers  inform  me 
none  of  them  could  be  deemed  aa  being 
in  excellent  condition. 

THE  GOVERNOR  OF  IPSWICH  GAOL 
Mb.  PICKER8GILL  :  I  beg  to  ast 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  by  whom  the  Treasury 
Solicitor  was  directed  to  defend  an  action 
brought  against  the  Governor  of 
Ipswich  Gaol  in  respect  of  indignities 
inflicted  on  an  untried  prisoner,  in  which 
action,  at  Suffolk  Assizes  on  Friday  last, 
the  jury  awarded  the  plaintiff  £7S 
damages ;  and,  what  is  the  total  amount 
which  will  have  to  be  paid  out  of  public 
money  in  roapeot  of  this  action  ? 

Mb.    MATTHEWS:    The    Treasniy 
Solicitor  was  directed    to    defend  this 
Mr.  Montagu 


Mb.  JACKSON:  The  hon.  Member 
has,  I  think,  forgotten  that  this  questioa 
appeared  in  tha  hon.  Member's  name  on 
the  20tb  May  last,  and  waa  thea 
answered. 

NATURALIZED  BRITISH  STJBJB0T8. 

SiK  WILLIAM    HOULDSWOBTH 

(Manchester,  N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  Hr. 

Attorney   General  if  it  is  the  oase  that) 

while  a  British  subject  can  hold  landed 

groperty  in  Gibraltar,  a  naturalized 
ritish  subject,  if  naturalized  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  is  debarred  from  this 
privilege ;  and,  if  so,  whether  there  is 
anv  good  reason  for  the  distinction  f 

Thr  attorney  general  (Sir 
R.  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight)  :  In  Gib- 
r altar  and  many  other  Colonies  aliens  are 

[ireduded  by  the  local  law  from  holding 
and,  and  tbey  are  not  relieved  bom 
this  desirability  by  being  naturalized 
in  the  United  Kingdom.  There  are  in 
many  cases  good  reasons  why  this  di*- 
tinction  should  be  maintained. 

TRANSFERRED  DISTRICTS  IK  WALES. 
Sir  JOSEPH  BAILEY  (Hereford) : 
I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney  Qeneral, 
with  reference  toportions  of  the  parishes 
of  Llangattock  and  Llangunnidr  whitA 
have  been  hitherto  within  the  geographl> 
cal  county  of  Brecknock,  but  whioh, 
under  Section  50  of  the  "The  Locu 
Government  Act,  IH88,"  have  been 
transferred  to  the  adminiatrative  Oonntj 
of  Monmouth  as  being  within  the  urbu 
sanitary  districts  of  Ebbw  Yale,  Bhym- 
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:xiey,  and  Tredegar,  in  that  county,  and 
which  in  oonsequence  have  been  since 
April  last  under  the  care  of  the  Mon- 
mouthshire police,  whether  for  the 
purposes  of  magisterial  jurisdiction 
these  districts  so  transferred  are 
still  to  be  considered  as  forming  part  of 
the  petty  sessional  division  of  Bryn- 
mawr,  to  which  they  formerly  belonged, 
in  the  County  of  Brecknock,  or  whether 
they  have  now  become  part  of  the  petty 
sessional  division  to  which  they  are 
adjacent  in  the  County  of  Monmouth  ? 

Sm  R.  WEBSTER :  I  am  informed 
that  prior  to  the  passing  of  the  Local 
Government  Ace,  1888,  die  urban  sani- 
tary districts  referred  to  were  situate  in 
more  than  one  county,  and  that  as  the 
larger  part  of  the  population  of  each 
was  in  the  County  of  Monmouth,  under 
the  provisions  of  Sections  50  (2)  and  59 
(2)  of  the  Act  of  1888,  the  whole  of  each 
district  became  part  of  the  County  of 
Monmouth  for  the  purposes  of  the  Act. 
There  is  nothing  in  the  Act  as  I  read  it 
to  annex  them  to  any  particular  petty 
sessional  division,  but  as  it  is  desirable 
that  this  should  be  done  as  soon  as 
possible,  the  justices  can  make  arrange- 
ments under  9  George  lY.,  c.  43,  6  and 
7  William  IV.,  c.  121,  and  22  and  23 
Vict,  c.  65. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mb.  H  J.  WILSON  (York,  W.  R., 
Holmfilrth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  whether  he  can  state 
when  the  remaining  Votes  in  Class  II. 
will  be  taken. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith, 
Strand,  Westminster) :  I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  say  when  these  Votes  will  be 
taken;  but  there  is  an  understanding 
that  due  notice  will  be  given  for  those 
interested  in  the  discussion  of  them. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  I  would  ask  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  considered 
the  inconvenience  that  will  be  caused  to 
Irish  Members  if  the  Votes  are  put  off 
until  the  fag  end  of  the  Session. 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  We  have  no 
wish  to  do  that ;  but  I  cannot  now  state 
on  what  day  they  will  be  taken  next 
week. 

BURGH  POLICE  AND  HEALTH 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) : 
1  wish  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 


Treasury  whether  the  Government  in« 
tend  to  re-introduce  the  Burgh  Police 
and  Health  (Scotland)  Bill  next  Session ; 
and  if  so,  whether  they  have  any  inten- 
tion to  proceed  with  it  as  a  Qovemment 
measure  ? 

*Mb.  W,  H.  smith  :  I  cannot  enter 
into  engagements  for  next  Session. 

Ma.  ESSLEMONT :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  made  several  statements 
about  the  Bill  this  Session  and  last. 

*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  If  I  have  done 
so,  it  is  a  sufficient  reason  for  not  doing 
so  again. 

THE  COMMITTEE  ON  ROYAL  GRANTS. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  the 
report  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  Eoyal  Grants  in  the  Times 
of  yesterday  was  authorized  and  accurate ; 
and,  if  not,  whether,  in  view  of  the  in- 
convenience arising  from  these  surrepti- 
tious disclosures,  care  will  be  taken  that 
an  authorized  and  accurate  record  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  Committee  is  pre- 
served and  laid  before  the  House  with 
the  Eeport  ? 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  must  be  quite  aware  that 
the  Beport  he  refers  to  is  not  authorized, 
and  cannot  be  accurate.  I  regret  that 
a  report  of  the  proceedings  of  a  Com- 
mittee, to  which  the  Press  are  not 
admitted,  should  by  any  accident  in  any 
way  get  into  the  newspapers.  It  is 
obvious  that  no  authority  whatever  can 
be  attached  to  such  a  report.  As  to  the 
proceedings  of  the  Committee,  the 
usual  course  will  be  followed.  The 
Committee  will  decide  on  the  Beport 
which  they  desire  to  present  to  the 
House,  but  there  is  no  precedent  what- 
ever for  a  record  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  Committee  being  given  to  the  House. 
And  it  would  be  an  exceedingly  incon- 
venient course  if  any  departure  from 
precedent  were  made  in  the  publication 
of  the  Beport  of  this  Committee  or  any 
other.  I  believe  that  it  is  of  the  greatest 
importance  that  hon.  Members  in  Com- 
mittees should  be  able  to  express  their 
opinions  with  perfect  freedom  and  con- 
fidence, such  as  has  hitherto  prevailed 
in  Committees  of  this  House. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS:    When  may  we 

expect  the  Beport  of  the  Committee? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  Committee 

has  not  yet  completed  its  deliberations, 

but  I  hope  it  may  finish  its  labours  to- 
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Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  mnst  aak  the 
hon.  Qentleman  to  give  notice  of  the 
-question. 


THE  CONSIDERATION  OF  THE  REPORT 
OF  THE  ROYAL  GRANTS  COMMITTEE. 

Mk.  STOBEY  :  Is  the  propamine  the 
li^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  mapped  oat  subject  to  the 
-oonaideration  of  the  Beport  of  the  Oom- 
mittee  on  Hojal  Grants,  or  does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  take  (he 
•aonsideration  of  the  measures  he  has 
named  first? 

*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  Report  of 
the  Oommittee  and  the  action  the  House 
may  take  on  it  will  undoubtedly  bare 
precedence  orer  other  busineHS. 

Mb.  hunter  (Aberdeen.  N.):  Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not  aware  that 
A  considerable  number  of  Scottish  Mem- 
bers have  made  arrangements  to  leave 
-London  to-morrow  to  take  part  in  an 
interesting  ceremony  in  Edinburgh  ?  In 
those  circumstances,  and  in  order  to 
prevent  the  greatest  possible  inconvenl- 
«nce  to  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  will  the  right  hon.  Qentli 
consider  the  propriety  of  not  taking 
the  Universities  Bill  as  the  first  Order 
on  Monday,  especially  as  it  ought  not 
be  impossible  on  that  day  to  take  both 
the  Universities  Bill  and  the  Local 
Government  Bill  P 

*Me.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  think  it  would 
be  necessary  to  take  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill  on  Monday  ;  but  Z  accept  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member,  that 
.-there  appears  to  be  a  prospect  of  the 
early  disposal  of  those  two  important 
.measures ;  and,  therefore,  to  meet  the 
convenience  of  Scottish  Members,  the 
Universities  Bill  will  be  placed  second 
on  Monday. 

*Mb.  CHILDEKS:  What  are  the 
intentions  of  the  Government  with 
respect  to  the  Sugar  Convention  Bill  P 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  have  already 
jtated  that  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to 
make  arran^ments  at  this  period  of 
Ae  Session  in  order  to  give  time  beforo 
12  o'clock  for  the  Sugar  Convention 
Bill.  But  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  Friends  think  it  necessary  that 

any  disoussion  should  take  place  on  the 
Motion  that  the  Order  be  discharged,  I 

will  postpone  the  Bill  to  a  future  day. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Will  Supply  be  the  first  Order  for  to- 
.cnorrow  r 
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*Me.  W.  H.  SMITH:  There  an 
several  Orders  on  the  Paper  which  the 
Government  are  anxious  to  advanoe. 
For  instance,  there  are  the  FaotoriBill, 
the  Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill, 
Lunacy  Acts  (Amendment)  Bill,  Coinage 
(Light  Gold^  Bill,  and  one  or  two  other 
measures  which  ought  to  take  prece- 
dence. 

Ma.  STOREY  :  Is  the  Light  BaU- 
ways  (Ireland)  Bill  now  to  take  preoa- 
dence  of  the  Drainage  Bills  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  Yes,  Sir. 
Sib  R.  LETHBRIDGE  :  When  does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  propose  to 
take  the  Council  of  India  Bill  which  has 
been  placed  on  the  Paper  for  this  even- 
ing ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  hope  it  may 
be  possible  to  take  the  Bill  either  to- 
night or  to-morrow. 

Mb.    SEXTON;  Have  the  Govern- 
ment got  rid  of  all  desire  to  advanoe  the 
Merchant  Shipping  (Tonnage)  Bill  ? 
•Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  Certainly  not. 
Ma.  T.  E.  ELLIS :    Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman    allow  the  Oommittee 
to  make  further  Frogress  with  the  Walah 
Education  Bill  to-night? 
*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  hope  we  may 
be  able  to  do  so. 

Mb.  BR  ADLAU  GH  :  Will  the  Under 
Secretary  for  India  consent  to  give  the 
Return  I  propose  to  move  for  in  refer- 
ence to  distreBS  in  East  India,  Pataa, 
&c.,  as  an  unopposed  Return  P 

Sir  J.  GORST :  I  am  sorry  that  I 
cannot  undertake  to  give  the  Retom 
asked  for ;  but  in  the  Recess  I  will 
obtain  full  information  from  India,  and 
lay  it  on  the  Table  next  Session. 

Ma.  J.  E.  ELLIS:  When  may  we 
expect  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Gr^nta 
Committee  ? 

«Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  Committee 
has  not  yet  oompleted  its  deliberationa ; 
but  I  hope  it  may  finish  its  labotin  to- 
morrow. In  that  case  the  Report  will 
be  brought  up  to-morrow  and  oonsidend 
on  Monday. 


MESSACtE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled 
"  An  Act  to  enable  Her  Majesty  to  aaseat 
to  a  Bill  tor  conferring  a  Oonstitntioit 
on  Western  Australia."  [Weaten 
Australia  Constitution  Bill  {^Lord4'^. 
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POOB  LAW  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ritchie,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  respecting  children  in  workhoaseB, 
and  respeotinf  the  borrowing  of  Money  by 
Guardians  and  Managers  of  District  Schools, 
and  respecting  the  Managers  of  the  Metropoli- 
tan Asylum  District,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Ritchie  and  Mr.  Long. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  338.] 


BEVENUE  [ALLOWANCES  AND  STAMP 

DUTY]. 

Oonsidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  impose,  by 
way  of  composition,  a  Stamp  Duty,  at  the  rate 
of  Five  Pounds  per  centum,  upon  the  premiums 
on  policies  of  insurance  against  accident  under 
the  provisions  of  the  said  Act. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 
ORDERS    OF  TEE  DAY. 


TITHE   RENT-OHAROE   RECOVERY 
BILL  (No.  272.) 

SBOOND  BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

♦The  secretary  op  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthsws,  Birmingham,  E.)  :  In  moT- 
ing  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  I  do 
not  think  it  will  he  necessary  to  detainjthe 
House  with  any  lengthened  remarks.  It 
is,  in  reality,  a  smiul  measure,  but  not- 
withstanding this  the  Gbyemment  hope 
it  will  prove  to  be  a  useful  one.  During 
the  present  Session,  time  is  wanting  to 
introduce  and  carry  through  the  House 
a  measure  of  a  larg^  and  far-reaching 
character;  and  therefore  the  Govern- 
ment on  consideration  haye  determined 
to  attempt  to  pass  this  small  Bill,  which 
they  are  yery  sensible  is  not  one  which 
can  be  regarded  as  dealing  with  the 
whole  of  the  tithe  question.  The  measure 
deals  with  a  single  point,  not  unimpor- 
tant in  itself,  in  regard  to  the  means  and 
method  of  recovery  of  tithe  rent-charge. 
Until  1836  the  mode  of  recovery  of  time 
in  arrears  was  by  judicial  process.  A 
person  might,  either  by  suit  in  the  Ec- 
clesiastical Court,  or  by  suit  in  a  Court 
of  Equity,  recover  any  arrears  of  tithe. 
But  after  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act 
was  passed  the  only  remedy  left  for  the 


recovery  of  new  tithe  rent-charge  wa»^ 
the  remedy  by  distres.     Whatever  may 
be  said  for  that  remedy  there  is  this 
broad  objection  to  it — it  is  the  act  of  a 
party  only.  By  his  own  personally  selected' 
agent  the  party   proceeds    to   recover 
rent-charge  by  the  machinery  of  dis* 
tress.     Such  a  proceeding  as  that  has 
necessarily  led  to  some  personal  conflict 
between  the  tithe  owner  and  the  tithe- 
payer.    It   has    involved    in   the  late 
painful    circumstances    in    Wales    the 
employment  at  no    small   expense  of 
what  some  hon.  Members  called  emer- 
gency men,  engaged  by  the  tithe  owner 
himself,   chosen  by  himself,  and  em- 
ployed by  him  to  make  seizure  on  goods. 
In  the  view  of  the  Gbvemment  that  is 
a  somewhat  antiquated  remedy  which  is 
certainly  likely  to  lead  to  breaches  of 
the  peace  and  to  personal  conflicts  be- 
tween the  parties.  It  is  a  remedy  which 
is  peculiarly  distasteful  to  a  large  class 
of  tithe  owners— namely,  those  parochial 
clergy  with  whom  it  is  a  question  not 
only  of  importance,  but  almost  of  pro- 
fessional duty,  to  be  on  friendly  terms 
with  their  parishioners.    It  appears  to 
the  Government,  therefore,  that  it  would 
be  better  on  all  grounds  that  instead  of 
this  remedy  by  the  act  of  a  party  there 
should  be  remedy  by  iudicial  decision. 
It  is  better  that  the  tithe  owner  hims(^ 
should  not  be  judge  in  his  own  oase^ 
and  be  put  to  the  assertion  of  his  rights 
without   any  judicial    decision.    It    is 
better  in  the  public  interest  also  that 
the  payment  of  tithe  should  be  enforced, 
as  all  other  taxes  are  enforced — by  the 
judgment  and  action  of  a  Court.    The 
Act  effects  nothing  else  than  this.     The 
liabilities  of  owners  and  occupiers  are 
not  disturbed  in  the  least  by  the  Bill. 
The  limit  of  two  years,  as  the  period 
within  which  recovery  must  be  made,  is 
retained;    and  exactly  the  same  pro- 
perty will  be  liable  for  seizure  as  betore. 
Nothing    in    the    Act    will    alter    the 
priority  of  any  tithe  rent-charge  in  rela- 
tion to  any  other  charges  upon  lands,  or 
alter  the  liability  of  any  occupier  or 
owner  of  lands  as  between  themselves ; 
and  every  occupier  will  have  the  same 
right  of  deducting  from  the  rent  pay- 
able by  him  the  amount  levied  on  an 
execution  in  pursuance  of  this  Act  as  he 
would  have  if  the  amount  had  been 
levied  by  distress.     The  only  change 
made  is  the  substitution  of  the  judicial 
process  for  the  action  of  the  party.    Th» 
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hon.  Member  for  the  Saffron  Walden 
Division  (Mr.  Herbert  Gardner)  has  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  for  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  Bill,  and  I  would  point  out 
to  him  that,  as  I  have  said,  the  Govern- 
ment do  not  consider  this  a  complete 
measure.  With  regard  to  the  other 
hon.  Members  who  have  given  notice  to 
move  the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  I  will  wait 
tmtil  they  have  stated  their  objections 
before  I  deal  with  them.  I  wish,  how- 
ever, to  make  an  appeal  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn), 
who  has  given  notice  of  an  Amendment 
to  the  effect — 

*  *  That  no  measure  dealing  with  the  recovery 
of  tithes  in  Wales  will  be  satisfactory  which 
does  not  recognize  the  devotion  of  that  impost 
to  purposes  generally  acceptable  to  the  Welsh 
people." 

For  the  sake  of  argument  I  will  assume 
that  the  hon.  Member  is  perfectly  right 
in  his  view  that  it  would  be  more  ac- 
ceptable if  tithe  were  diverted  from  the 
purposes  to  which  it  has  been  applied 
for  many  centuries ;  but  surely  the  hon. 
Oeutlnman  must  feel  that  his  Amend- 
ment is  totally  irrelevant  to  the  measure, 
which  does  not  profess  to  affect  the  dis- 
posal of  tithe  at  all,  but  deals  with  the 
simple  question  of  making  more  rational 
and  less  arbitrary  the  manner  in  which 
tithe  is  collected.  Assuming  that  tithe 
may  be  devoted  to  other  purposes,  a 
good,  a  safe,  and  a  rational  mode  of 
recovering  it  now  would  be  equally  good 
and  safe  and  rational  in  the  future.  I 
trust,  therefore,  interesting  as  the  sub- 
ject-matter of  the  Amendment  may  be, 
and  relevant  as  it  may  be  when  another 
measure  is  before  the  House,  that  the 
question  will  not  be  discussed  at  length 
on  the  present  occasion.  As  far  as  I 
<5an  ascertain  from  Returns  which  have 
been  placed  in  my  hands,  the  amount 
of  tithe  for  the  whole  of  Wales  is 
£274,490;  of  that  sum  no  less  than 
£61,168  belongs  to  lay  impropriators. 
That  is  their  private  property,  and  it 
deserves  the  protection  of  the  law  as 
much  as  any  other  private  property. 
Then  £8,159  belongs  to  schools  and 
colleges  ;  £137,600  to  parochial  endow- 
ments; and  to  clerical  impropriators, 
that  is  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sion, £67,600.  Out  of  the  recipients 
of  tithe  no  less  than  £70,000  in 
rouDd  figures  goes  entirely  for  the 
purposes  of  education  and  national 
improvement   and    to    private  persons 

Mr,  Matthews 


who  have  bought  their  tithes  for 
hard  cash  and  are  entitled  to  have  their 
property  protected.  As  to  parochial  in- 
cumbents, I  have  received  letters  from 
Welsh  clergymen  which  will  be  of 
interest  to  many  Members.  Olergymeiiy 
because  they  are  unwilling  to  enter  into 
personal  conflict  with  their  parishioners, 
have  seen  themselves  deprived  of  small 
and  very  often  inadequate  incomes,  and 
their  letters  indicate  a  most  lamentable 
condition  of  things.  Their  children  are 
deprived  of  the  means  of  education,  and 
they  themselves  are  stinted  of  the  very 
necessaries  of  life  owing  to  the  unhappy 
differences  which  prevail  in  Wales.  It 
is  very  difficult  for  a  clergyman  who 
desires  to  remain  on  a  footing  of  friendly 
relations  with  his  parishioners  to  assert 
by  his  own  act  the  rights  which  the  law 
gives  him  ;  and  I  hope  that  the  Bill  will 
confer  some  benefit  upon  this  class,  as 
well  as  upon  other  tithe-owners.  I  beg 
now  to  move  the  Second  Heading  of  the 
Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.** 

*Mr.  H.  GAEDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden) :  I  think  we  have  some  right  to 
complain  of  the  speech  of  the  Home 
Secretary.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  tried  to  show  that  the  Bill  is  a 
small  and  insignificant  one;  but  it  is 
certainly,  as  the  House  will  probably 
see,  neither  small  nor  insignificant.  We 
have  also  some  right  to  complain  of  the 
Government  for  the  manner  in  which 
this  Bill  has  been  brought  forward.  If 
common  rumour  is  to  be  believed  it 
would  appear  that  the  Government 
merely  wish  to  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  upon  the  Second  Heading.  If  that 
is  their  intention  and  they  are  going  to 
wilfully  waste  the  time  of  the  House  at 
a  period  of  the  Session  when  time  is 
all-important,  if  they  contemplate  sacri- 
ficing this  evening  to  a  merely  academic 
and  sterile  discussion,  I  hope  we  shall 
hear  no  more  charges  of  obstruction 
hurled  at  our  heads  either  in  this  House 
or  on  platforms  out  of  doors  by  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  are  directly 
responsible  for  the  present  loss  <^ 
time.  The  opponents  of  the  Tithe  Bill 
may  be  divided  into  several  classes.  First 
of  all,  there  is  a  large  and  inoreasinff 
number  who  object  to  tithe  on  thegrouna 
that  they  wished  to  have  a  free  Ohuroh, 
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who  wish  for  what  I  may  call  free  trade 
in  religion,  and  who  believe  that  pro- 
tection in  Church  as  in  commercial  mat- 
ters  may  materially  increase  the  cost 
with  heightening  the  intrinsic  value  of 
the   article;    who  maintain  that    it    is 
inconsistent,  if  not  unjust,  to  ask  the 
majority  to  pay  for  the  Church  of  the 
minority,   a  Church,  moreover,    whose 
services    they     do     not     accept,     and 
whose     spiritual     comforts    they     pay 
for  but    do   not    enjoy.       There  is    a 
a    second    class,    who   think   that  the 
tithes    have  been   very   much  diverted 
from  their  original  intention,  which  was 
to  contribute  something  to  education  to  as- 
sist the  poor,  and  might,  therefore,  well 
be  applied  at^he  present  day  to  relieve 
the  increasing  burdens  on  land.  And  there 
is  a  third  class  of  opponents  of  tithe,  on 
whose  behalf  I  venture  very  humbly  to 
speak,  who  look  upon  the  question  mainly 
from    an    agricultural   point   of   view. 
They  maintain  that  there  has  been  a 
vast  and  unforeseen  change  in  agricul- 
ture since  the   passing  of   the    Tithe 
Commutation  Act,  1836.     They  refer  to 
the  fact  that  land  is  actually  passing  out 
of  cultivation  because  it  is  not  able  to 
pay  the  tithe  levied  upon  it.     Nor  could 
it  ever  have  been  anticipated  that  the 
tithe  rent-charge  would  amount  to  some- 
thing like  50  per  cent  of  the  value  of  the 
land.  I  do  not  think  they' ever  foresaw  the 
poverty  which  has  fallen  upon  the  wheat- 
growing  counties  of  this  country.     Nor- 
folk, Suffolk,  and  Essex,  roughly  speak- 
ing, pay  tithe  rent- charge  to  the  amount 
of  something  like  £700,000  per  annum 
— the     whole     charge     being     about 
£4,000,000.     Therefore,  these  counties 
are    paying    at    the    present    moment 
nearly  one-fifth  of  the  whole  charge  in 
this  country.     These    counties,   at    the 
time  this  burden  was  put  upon  them, 
were  the  richest  in  the  whole  kingdom, 
because    they    produced    the    greatest 
amount  of  wheat  in  the  country ;   but 
at  the  present  moment  they  are  suffering 
more   severely    than    any    other    from 
agricultural  depression.     Now,  what  is 
the    attitude    of    the    Qovernment    in 
this    matter?      In     the    earlier    mea- 
sures which  they  have  brought  forward, 
they  seemed   to    recognize    that  there 
was  some  kind    of   grievance    on    the 
part  of  the  tithe  payer,  who   was  the 
occupier,   because  they  brought  before 
the  Houses  of  Parliament  a  Bill  in  which 
they  proposed    that    the    incidence  of 


the  tithe  should  be  transferred  from  the 
occupier  to  the  owner.     That  Bill  has 
been  dropped.     They  hinted,  moreover, 
something   about  a  redemption  of  tlie 
tithe,  which  seemed  to  be  a  sort  of  re- 
cognition of  some  claim  on  >tbe  part  of 
the  tithe  payer.     But  the  Qovernment's 
interest  in  the  tithe  payer  seems  to  have 
gone  smaller  by   degrees,  and  beauti- 
fully less,  until  the  Bill,  which  they  now 
preseut  to  the  House,  is  neither   more 
nor    less  than   one  conceived    entirely 
in    the    interest    of    the    tithe    owner, 
and   of  no  one   else.     I  shall  ask   the 
House     to    reject    this    Bill   for    four 
reasons.     First,  because  it  is   no  use 
dealing  with  a  question  of  this  sort  by 
peddling  legislation  ;  if  you  touch  it  at 
all,  you  must  bring  in  a  large  and  com- 
plete  measure.     Secondly,  I   object  to 
this  small  and  inoffensive  Bill  (as  the 
Home  Secretary  would  call  it),  because  it 
goes  behind  the  compact  of  the  Tithe 
Commutation  Act  of  1836,  in  the   in- 
terest of  one  party — namely,   the  tithe 
owner.   Thirdly,  I  object  to  this  Bill,  be- 
cause it  is  so  vaguely  drawn  in  some  of  its 
mostimpoi*tant  provisions,  that  it  would 
no  doubt  lead  to  confusion  among  the 
County  Court  Judges  when  they  come 
to     decide    cases      arising     under     it. 
Fourthly — and  this  is  a  most  important 
point — I  object  to  the  Bill,  because  it  for 
the  first  time  introduces,  for  the  benefit 
of  the  tithe  owner,  a  system  of  fine  and 
imprisonment  against  the  tithe  payer. 
I  think  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  will  agree  with  me  that  these 
objections    to   the  Bill   are    sufficient. 
When  I  first  had  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent my  present  constituency,  my  con- 
stituents and  those  living  in  the  same 
part    of  England   as  I  do,  took    this 
subject   up,  and    pressed  it  upon  me. 
I  attended  a  deputation  to  the  Prime 
Minister  at  the  Foreign  Office  with  re- 
gard to  the  original  Bills  which  were 
brought  forward   by  the  Government. 
The  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  in  reply, 
remarked  upon  the  great  iutricacies  of 
the  question,   and  admitted  then  how 
very  difficult  it  was  for  anyone  to  under- 
stand it.    The  remarks  which  the  noble 
Marquess  subsequently  made  proved  to 
me  and  several  Members  present  that  the 
most    eminent    and    distinguished    of 
statesmen  find  it  difficult  to  grasp  even 
the  elementary  difficulties  of  this  ques- 
tion.      My    own    constituents    pressed 
upon  me  the   desirability  of  bringing 
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forward  some  Motion  with  regard  to  the 
readjustment  of  the  tithe  question  ;  but, 
entertaining  as  I  do  a  strong  opinion 
on  the  difficulties  of  the  question,  I 
pressed  the  Government  two  years  ago, 
and  on  several  occasions,  to  grant  a 
Commission  to  inquire  into  this 
matter ;  and  had  they  listened  to  what 
was  then  said,  the  Government  mifi;ht 
now  have  been  in  possession  of  valuable 
evidence,  which  would  have  been  most 
material  in  respect  of  the  Measure 
which  is  adumbrated  by  the  Home 
Secretary  to-night.  I  think  it  is  to  be 
regretted  that  the  Government  did  not 
Bee  their  way  to  granting  such  a  Com- 
mission, but  what  was  their  reason  for 
refusing  it  ?  All  who  take  an  interest 
in  this  subject  have  heard  it  maintained 
in  private  and  on  the  platform  that  no 
inquiry  could  be  made  into  this  subject 
because  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act  of 
1836  was  a  **  sacred  covenant "  for  all 
time,  and  to  attempt  to  go  behind  which 
would  be  dishonest,  and  that  was  the 
reason  I  was  refused  the  Commission 
for  which  I  asked.  I  do  not  know 
whether  that  is  the  opinion  of  the 
Government  now ;  but  if  that  be  their 
opinion,  I  want  to  know  on  what  possible 
principle  they  can  justify  the  production 
of  this  Bill.  If  it  is  illegal  and  unjust 
to  go  behind  this  compact  under  the 
Tithe  Commutation  Act  of  1836  in  the 
interests  of  the  tithe- payer,  surely  it  is 
equally  illegal  and  unjust  and  against 
principle  to  go  behind  this  ^'  sacred 
covenant"  of  1836  in  the  interests  of 
the  tithe-owner,  as  you  propose  to  do 
by  this  Bill.  With  regard  to  my  second 
objection,  I  object  to  this  Bill  because 
it  is  80  vaguely  drawn  that  I  have  not  the 
slightest  doubt  when  it  comes  before  the 
various  County  Court  Judges,  there  will 

Jossibly  be  as  many  decisions  as  there  are 
udges  in  the  kingdom.  I  would  ask 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  Section  2 
of  Clause  1 ,  by  which  the  tithe-owner,  if 
if  he  obtains  judgment,  may  have  it 
executed  against  all  personal  property. 
I  maintain  that  that  clause  is  capaole  of 
two  interpretations.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  is  aware 
that  the  distress  for  tithe  can  only  be 
levied  under  Section  85  of  the  Tithe 
Commutation  Act,  1836,  upon  the  land 
on  which  the  tithe  is  charged,  and  on 
no  other  land.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
also  knows  that  in  those  parts  of  the 
country  where  what  is  called  ''  Field  ap- 
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portionment"  exists,  the  tithe  can  onlybe- 
levied  on  the  particular  field  apportioned 
in  respect  of  which  the  tithe  is  charg^.  I 
maintain  that  there  is  no  right  of  dis- 
traint on  personal  property,  which  is  a 
very  different  thing  from  property  dis- 
trainable  under  the  Commutation  Act.  It^ 
may  be  that  in  one  county,  the  Ooanty 
Court  Judge  will  decide  that  you  oaiL 
distrain  on  personal  property,  and  in 
another  county  the  Judge  might  decide- 
that  you  can  only  distrain  on  what  is  dis- 
trainable  under  the  Tithe  Commutation'. 
Act.     I  consider  this  a  very  serious  blot 
upon  the  Bill,  and  if  it  become  law  and 
comes  before  the  County  Court  Judges, 
must  cause  serious  inconvenience.     My 
fourth  is,  perhaps,  one  of  t  A  most  serioas- 
objections  to  the  Bill.     It  appears  to  ma- 
that  if  the  Bill  became  law,  the  tithe- 
owner  might  inflict,  or  threaten  to  inflict^ 
a  very  heavy  fine  upon  the  tithe-payer.. 
Under  the  Commutation  Act  if  the  tithe 
is  not  paid   within  21  days,  the  tithe 
owner  may  issue  the  statutory  ten  days'* 
notice  to  the  tithe -payer,  and  if  it  is  not 
then  paid,  he  may  levy  a  distress  upon 
the  land  which  is  subject  to  the  tithe  in 
dispute.     Now,  the  costs   are    exactly 
2s.  6d.,  no  matter  how  much  the  tithe- 
is.     But  by  this  Bill  the  costs  of  recover* 
ing  before  the  County  Court  is  rather  a^ 
serious  matter.    There  is  the  judgment 
summons,  the  County  Court    fees,  the^ 
solicitor's  fees,  and  it  may  turn  out  that 
for  a  debt  of  £20  or  upwards  the  coste 
will  amount  to  £10  or  £12.    That  doea 
not  seem  to  me  a  very  small  matter,  but 
it  is  not  the  worst  consequence  of  thia 
power.    As  I  understand,  the  Bill  ia 
merely  permissive,   and  therefore   the- 
tithe  owner  has  two  alternatives.  Hemay^ 
proceed  under  the  present  Act  or  under 
this  Bill.  In  connection  with  this  subject 
of  tithe,  there  are  inconvenient  meetings 
held  after  the  distress  has  been  levied^, 
in  which  political  doctrines  are  brought 
forward,  and  which  are  obnoxious  to  the- 
authorities,  and  lead  sometimes  to  dis- 
turbances which  I  am  sure  we  all  vexy 
much  regret.  But  if  this  Bill  were  passea». 
the  tithe  owner  can  go  to  the  tithe  payer, 
and  say,  ''You  can  have  your  distxesa 
levied  for  half-a-crown,  but  if  you  insist, 
on  having  a  meeting,  I  shall  go  the 
County  Court  and  fine  you  £10  or  £12.*^ 
I  do  not  think  that  is  such  an  innocent 
and  insignificant  measure  as  the  Home* 
Secretary  supposes.    On  the  contrarji  I 
think  it  a  most  dangerous  one,  wniok 
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my  h^n.  Fnonds  from  Walos  irill  do  woU 
to  take  notice  of.     I  really  should  not 
be  surprised  if  my  hon.  Friends  re^^arded 
this  Bill  as  a  sort  of  Coercion   Bill  for 
Wales.     Then  for  the  first  time  we  have 
imprisonment  introduced  as  a  penalty  on 
the  tithe  payer.  Under  the  Commutation 
Act,  recovery  is  ad  rent;  under  this  Bill  it 
is  ad  psrsonam — one  meaning  a  recovery 
on  the  man's  goods,  and  another  a  re- 
covery on  hi9  person.     Supposing  a  man 
has  the  means  to  pay,  but  does  not  choose 
to  do  so  because  of  conscientious  motives; 
by  an  order  of  the  County  Court  that 
man     may     be     imprisoned      for     six 
weeks.    That,  I  think,  is  a  very  startling 
innovation  to  bring  forward  in  what  is 
supposed  to  be  a  small  Bill.     I  think 
the  Uouse  will  admit  that  I  have  made 
out   my  indictment   against    this  Bill. 
First,   I  have  demonstrated    that  it  is 
partial  and    incomplete,  and   lopsided. 
It  breaks  the  contract  or  ''  sacred  cove- 
nant" of  1836,  in  the  interest  of  the 
tithe  owner,  and  the  tithe  owner  only. 
Secondly,  I  have   shown  that  the  Bill 
is  inartistically  drafted,  and  that  it  must 
inevitably  lead  to  confusion  when  it  has 
to  be  interpreted  by  the  County  Court 
Judges.     Thirdly,  I  have  shown  that 
there  are  very  serious  innovations  intro- 
duced, such  as  fine  and  imprisonment, 
and  that  you  have  given  the  tithe  owner 
opportunity  to    intimidate  and   coerce 
the    tithe    payer    with    regard   to    his 
political  and  other  opinions.    I  contend 
that,  if  I  have  proved  one  of  these  pro- 
positions, I  have  made  out  a  strong  case 
for  the  rejection  of  this  Bill.     And  I  go 
further.     I  maintain  that  I  have  proved 
every  one  of  them.     In  a  conversation 
the  other  day  between  the  Front  Benches, 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  said  ho  was  anxious  for  a 
settlement  of  this  question.     I  am  sure 
no    one     is      more     anxious   than    I 
am    for    a    settlement ;  but   this   Bill, 
incomplete  and  undjust  as  it  is,  is  in  no 
way  a  settlement,  but  rather  a  further 
unsettlement  of  this  most  difficult  and 
intricate  question.  What  do  tho  Govern- 
ment propose  to  do?    They  have  refused 
the  tithe  payer  even  tho  contemplation 
of  the   Commission  which  I  askei  for 
two  years  ago,  yet  they  come  down  to 
this    House    with    an    innocent    little 
measure  which  goesbahind  the  Act  of 
1836,  in  the  interest  of  the  tithe  owner, 
and  the  tithe  owner  only.     I  cannot  but 
tbink  this  will  be  unsatisfactory  to  every 
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tithe  payer  in  the  kingdom,  but  the 
conseqiioace?  to  Wales — against  which 
country  this  Act  is  specially  directed — 
may  be  even  more  serious.  In  Wales 
there  are  gentlemen  who  rightly,  or 
wrongly,  conscientiously  object  to  pay 
tho  tithe  ;  and  if  this  Bill  is  passed, 
I  cannot  but  fear  there  may  be 
consequences  in  the  Principality  which 
will  not  only  be  disadvantageous,  but 
even  disastrous  to  the  best  principles 
of  order  ani  the  best  principles  of 
law.  It  is  for  these  reasons  I  ask  the 
House  to  reject  the  Bill,  and  should  the 
Government  persevere,  I  shall  deem  ic 
my  duty  to  oppose  it  at  every  stage.  I 
move  **  That  the  Bill  be  read  this  day 
three  months.'' 

Mr.  DILLWYN  (Swansea):  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  rise  to  second  the  proposition 
of  my  hon.  Friend,  who  has  so  ably  and 
lucidly  put  the  question  before  the 
House  that  I  need  not  address  it  at  any 
great  length.  I  am  very  glad  indeed  to 
see  a  gentleman  connected  with  English 
tithes  state  his  objection  to  this  most 
objectionable  measure — specially  objec- 
tionable to  Wales.  Tithes  were  origin- 
ally a  voluntary  impost ;  by  degrees  the 
Church  has.  more  and  more,  laid  her 
grasp  upon  them ;  and  the  Home  Secre- 
tary by  this  Bill  proposes  an  arbitrary 
and  easy  mode  for  oollecting  this  im- 
post, which  is  felt  to  be  oppressive  ia 
England  and  still  more  so  in  Wales.  It 
is  an  easy  and  arbitrary  measure  in  th» 
interests  of  the  tithe  owner  only.  It 
enables  him,  by  a  short  and  easy  process^ 
to  recover  by  tine — a  process  rendered 
more  objectionable  in  Wales  by  the 
employment  of  soldiery  and  police  to 
assist  in  the  collection.  It  has  been 
found  so  very  objectionable  as  to  lead 
the  people  of  Wales  to  the  conclusion 
that  this  cannot  go  on  much  longer. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  has  alluded  to  the 
Welsh  objections  to  the  payment  of  the 
tithes,  and  he  has  frankly  admitted  that 
the  Bill  is  really  directed  at  the  Welsh 
tithe-payers.  Of  course,  this  is  due  to 
the  fact  that  in  England  the  payment  of 
the  tithes  has  not  been  enforced  with  so 
much  vigour  as  in  Wales ;  neither  haa 
the  resistance  been  so  strong.  Now, 
the  Welsh  objection  to  these  tithes  ia 
very  great,  and  it  arises  not  so  much 
from  an  unwillingness  to  pay  a  fair  and 
legal  impost  as  from  the  feeling  that  this 
is  an  unfair  and  illegal  tax.  The  object 
of    an  impost   is   that  a   Government 
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should  have  power  to  put  its  hands  into 
the  pockets  of  the  ratepayers,  and  in 
return  that  there  should  be  a  quid  pro 
quo — that  some  benefit  should  be  con- 
ferred on  the  payers  of  the  impost. 
But  the  Welsh  people  feel  that  no 
benefit  is  conferred  upon  them  out  of 
this  tithe.  They  do  not  belong  to  the 
Church  for  the  benefit  of  which  the 
tithes  are  collected.  They  would  will- 
ingly pay  the  impost  if  it  was  for  their 
own  interest.  Hon.  Members  opposite 
laugh  when  I  use  the  words  **  their  own 
interest."  Let  me  explain  that  the 
Welsh  would  have  no  objection  to  pay- 
ing the  impost  were  the  proceeds  spent 
on  the  education  of  the  people.  But 
they  do  not  hold  that  it  is  to  their  own 
interest  when  the  money  is  spent  in 
maintaining  a  Church  to  which  they 
do  not  belong,  and  which  they  do  not 
attend.  It  has  been  said  that  the 
Church  is  gaining  strength  in  Wales. 
I  should  like  to  refer  hon.  Members  to 
an  election  which  took  place  only  yester- 
day. That  does  not  look  as  if  the 
Church  were  gaining  strength.  No 
doubt  the  election  was  fought  very  much 
on  the  Irish  question,  but  the  Church 
question  was  also  raised  in  connection 
with  it,  and  the  overwhelming  majority 
accorded  to  one  candidate  showed,  at 
any  rate,  that  the  Welsh  people  have 
not  altered  in  their  dislike  to  the  Church. 
I  beg  to  second  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  **now,*'  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  *'  upon  this 
day  three  months."  —  {Mr,  Utrhort 
Gardner,) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  word 
*  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

♦Mr.  SWETENHAM  (Carnarvon, 
&c.) :  I  have  risen  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment  in  this  debate  to  say  a  few 
words  in  reply  to  the  objections  which 
have  been  urged  by  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site against  this  Bill.  In  some  remarks 
I  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Saffron  Walden.  I  confess  I  could  have 
wished  that  a  considerably  larger 
measure  had  been  brought  forward.  I 
feel  that  the  Government  have  been  in 
labour  for  somewhere  about  three 
long  years,  and  have  succeeded  in 
bringing  forth  a  mouse.  But,  at 
the  Fame  time,  that  mouse  is  a 
little  animal  deserving,  at  the  present 
time,  of  very  great  care  indeed,  and  it 
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shall  be  my  care  to  try  and  bring  it  to 
maturity,  so  as  to  make  it  a  useful 
animal,  not  only  in  England,  but  also  in 
Wales.  Now,  I  quite  agree  with  hon. 
Friends  sitting  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  who  hold  the  opinion  that  this 
question  ought  to  have  been  dealt  with, 
in  a  much  larger  and  more  comprehen- 
sive manner.  Still,  I  feel  that  this 
measure  is  only  an  instalment,  of  which 
more  is  to  come ;  and  I  believe  that  if 
the  Government  upon  this  present  occa- 
sion find  themselves  supported,  as  I  am 
sure  they  will  be,  by  all  those  who  are 
the  advocates  of  honour  and  justice, 
they  will  in  turn,  as  soon  as  possible, 
bring  forward  a  measure  which  will 
deal  with  such  questions  of  burning  im- 
portance as  those  relating  to  the  redeoip- 
tion  of  the  tithe — as  to  whether  the 
averages  shall  be  taken  as  now  Sep* 
ten  ni  ally,  or  every  three  years,  and  as  to 
whether  or  not  there  shall  be  some 
measure  for  the  adjustment  of  tithe 
so  as  to  make  its  incidence  compara- 
tively equal,  instead  of  uncertain  as  at 
present.  For  instance,  in  Wales  on 
some  of  the  best  lands  the  charge  is 
only  6d.  per  acre,  while  it  is  as  much 
as  8s.  or  9s.  per  acre  on  some  of  the  most 
impoverished  lands.  These  are  ques- 
tions with  which,  on  a  future  occasion, 
we  hope  to  deal.  What  we  have  to  deal 
with  now  is  the  present  Bill.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea,  who  has  just 
spoken,  has  alluded  to  the  soldiery  and 
police  who  have,  most  unfortunately, 
frequently  had  to  be  imported  into 
the  Welsh  parishes  for  the  purpose  of 
collecting  the  tithes.  No  one  regrets 
that  more  than  I  do.  No  one  has  seen 
much  more  of  the  effects  of  that  than  I 
have ;  and  it  is  in  consequence  of  these 
proceedings,  which  ought  never  to  haye 
been  allowed  to  be  introduced  into  the 
tithe  question — it  is  in  consequence  of 
them,  that  we  are  obliged  to  ask  the 
Government  to  bring  forward  a  measure 
of  this  nature.  The  hon.  Member  also 
told  us  that  the  real  objection  to  the 
tithes  was  that  in  Wales  the  persons 
who  paid  them  frequently  did  not  be- 
long to  the  Church  to  which  the  tithe  is 
paid.  In  some  cases,  no  doubt,  it  is  so ; 
but  you  must  recollect  that  the  tithe 
was  left  originally  to  the  Church  to 
which  the  payers  may  belong  if  th^ 
choose — it  was  left  as  an  endowment  to 
that  Church — and  you  have  no  more 
right  to  take  awaj  that  endowment  than 
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yoa  have  to  rob  a  merchant  of  that 
which  is  juatly  his  due.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Saffron  Walden  made  use  of 
words  practically  to  the  same  effect.  He 
«aid  that  the  tithes  were  being  used  to 
proTide  for  the  church  of  the  minority. 
He  also  said  the  Welsh  people  wanted 
a  Free  Church.  Yes,  Sir;  a  Free 
Ohurch  is  a  nice  sounding  term,  but 
there  is  an  antithesis  of  that.  It  carries 
with  it  a  suggestion  that  you  are  to  de- 
«poil  the  existing  Church,  and  I  say  you 
have  no  more  right  to  despoil  a  Church 
of  that  which  is  justly  its  due  than 
you  have  to  rob  a  person  of  that  which 
is  justly  his.  If  I  remember  aright, 
the  heathen  Town  Clerk  of  Ephesus 
placed  robbers  of  Churches  in  the  same 
category  as  blasphemers.  You  may 
•depend  upon  it  that  no  Church  will 
ever  prosper  if  it  is  to  be  built  up 
on  that  which  is  robbed  from  other 
people.  And  now  as  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's contention  that  the  tithes  are  being 
used  to  provide  for  the  Church  of  the 
minority.  I  do  not  know  why  he  should 
eay  that,  because,  so  far  as  England  is 
concerned,  most  unquestionably,  taking 
oneparticular  denomination  and  compar- 
ing it  with  the  Church  of  England, 
the  latter  Church,  instead  of  being  in  a 
minority,  is  in  a  large  majority,  and  I 
believe  in  an  increasing  majority.  I 
trust  it  will  ever  remain  an  increasing 
majority.  I  have  the  very  greatest 
sympathy  with  Nonconformists ;  there 
are  many  of  them  whom  I  respect  in  the 
very  highest  degree — many  of  them 
whom  I  can  work  with  most  sympa- 
thetically. They  do  an  immensity  of 
good  in  the  country.  But  there  are,  un- 
fortunately. Nonconformists  and  Non- 
conformists. I  will  tell  you  what  I 
mean.  I  mean  that  there  are  political 
Nonconformists — preachers  who  edit 
newspaperp,  and  who  try  to  keep — 
and,  I  fear,  effectually  succeed  in 
keeping — back  religion  and  everything 
else  that  is  sacred.  Now,  the  hon. 
Member  said  that  the  tithe  bad 
been  diverted  by  ihe  Church  from  its 
original  purpose ;  and  that,  at  the  out- 
let, the  tithes  were  devoted  to  education 
and  the  relief  of  the  poor.  I  should 
like  to  know  what  research  the  hon. 
Member  has  made.  Where  has  he 
found  any  authority,  that  is  worth  one 
penny  piece,  for  such  a  doctrine?  I 
maintain  that  nowhere  can  he  find  in 
any  place    deserving   of   consideration  I 


any  proof  that  the  tithe  was  originally 
given  for  educational  purposes,  or  that 
it  was  intended  to  be  absolutely  or 
directly   devoted    to   the  relief  of   the 

Eoor.  Unquestionably  it  was  so  spent 
efore  the  Poor  Laws  gave  us  a  system 
of  relieving  the  poor  by  the  law,  for 
until  that  time  the  clergy  who  received 
these  tithes  were  almost  the  only  per- 
sons who  had  the  charge  of  the  poor, 
and  they,  of  course  with  the  assistance 
of  their  richer  neighbours,  practically 
educated  them  and  relieved  their  neces- 
sities. But  it  is  only  in  that  way  that 
the  tithe  was  ever  devoted  to  the  relief 
of  the  poor,  or  to  the  purposes  of  educa- 
tion. Therefore,  you  are  not  in  any 
way  by  this  Bill  diverting  these  tithes 
from  the  purposes  for  which  they  were 
originally  given.  Now,  there  was 
another  observation  made  by  the  hon. 
Member,  and  I  wish  to  see  how  far  I 
agree  and  how  far  I  disagree  with  him. 
He  made  allusion  to  the  agricultural 
changes  that  have  been  taking  place 
since  1 836.  I  know  very  well  that  there 
have  been  great  changes.  I  know  very 
well  how,  in  some  of  the  counties  to 
which  he  has  alluded,  the  land  produces 
scarcely  sufficient  to  supply  the  tithe. 
But  there  are  greater  anomalies  which 
he  did  not  refer  to.  I  mentioned  just 
now  that  in  Wales,  at  the  present  time, 
some  very  excellent  meadow  land  pays 
only  6d.,  Is.,  or  2s.  per  acre,  while  land 
which  is  very  poor  indeed  has  to  pay  8s. 
or  9d.  per  acre.  I  will  tell  you  how  that 
arises.  When  the  Enclosure  Act  was 
passed  a  lot  of  new  land,  of  virgin  soil, 
was  brought  into  cultivation ;  the  farmer 
immediately  plunged  his  plough  into  it, 
and  it  produced  excellent  crops  of  corn. 
When  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act  was 
passed,  this  land  was  treated  as  being 
capable  of  continuing  to  produce  these 
abundant  crops,  and  a  heavy  tithe  was 
put  upon  it,  while  the  meadow  land, 
which,  as  a  fact,  was  better  and  richer, 
but  which  did  not  grow  corn,  practically 
came  off  scot  free.  What  was  the 
result  ?  When  wheat  began  to  get  so 
exceedingly  cheap,  the  higher  lands — 
to  which  the  cartage  of  manure  was 
difficult  and  expensive— were  thrown 
out  of  corn  cultivation  in  an  impover- 
ished condition.  Now  these  are  mat- 
ters which  must,  in  course  of  time,  be 
looked  into.  I  agree  in  that  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the  Amend- 
ment.    But  let  us  see  what  is  his  real 
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course.'*  But  this  question  of  tithe  is 
eminently  one  which  has  two  sides  to  it' 
As  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Safifron  Walden  (Mr.  H.  Gardner),  in  his 
extremely  clear  and  able  speech,  showed 
to  the  House,  when  the  arrange- 
ment of  1836  was  made  the  prices  of 
agricultural  produce  were  very  nearly 
as  low  as  they  are  now,  and  that,  too, 
under  the  highest  system  of  Protection. 
♦Mb.  SWETENHAM  :  Not  wheat  on 
the  Septennial  valuation. 

Sir  W.  HARCGURT  :    Yes,   wheat. 
I  venture  to  say  you  will  find    wheat 
in  1835  was  below  408.    I  remember  very 
well  Mr.  Henr}',    a  respected  Member 
of  this  House,  telling  me  that  in   1835 
a  large  number  of  farms  in  Oxfordshire 
went  out  of  cultivation,  because   they 
could  not  pay  the  rates.    The  Reports  of 
agricultural  distress  at  that  time  show 
that  there  were    quite   as   loud     com- 
plaints  as  now  in  reference   to  the  con- 
dition of  agriculture.    For  a  good  many 
years  after  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act 
was  passed   the   Church   had   immense 
advantages,   because  the  average  price 
was  very  much    above  par   for  many 
years.     But  the  case  does  not  depend 
upon   that  question.    It  depends   upon 
wnether  you  are   going  to   touch  the 
settlement  of   1836.      My   hon.   Friend 
(Mr.  H.  Gardner)  has  said  quite  truly 
hat  if  you  are  going  to  touch  the  settle- 
ment of  183t'>  you  cannot  touch  it  on  one 
side  and  leave  the  other  side undealt  with. 
If  the  tithe  owner  has   complaints  to 
make  so  has   the  tithe  payer,  and  the 
Government  have  no  right  to  deal  with 
the  question  by  considering  the  interests 
of  one  party  and  not  those  of  the  other 
party.     The  poor  clergy  are'  not  the 
only  tithe  owners.    A  great  portion   of 
the  tithes  in  this  country  are  in  the 
hands  of  rich  laymen,  and  the  persons 
fortunate  enough  to  become  representa- 
tives  of  the   despoiled  monasteries  of 
the  time  of  Henry  VIII.      The  principal 
revenues  of  Trinity  College,  Cambridge, 
are  derived  fiom   tithe.     Speaking   of 
monasteries  reminds    me    of    another 
remark  of  the  hon.  Member.     He  says 
that  a  church  cannot  be  prosperous  that 
38    founded     on    spoliation     of    other 
denominations.      Whether      spoliation 
of     other     denominations     forms    that 
sound  foimdation    of    the    Established 
Church  of  this  country  which  the  hon. 
Member  advocates  I  do  not  know  ;  but 
I  thought  his  remark  was  a  little  argu- 
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ment  for  such  Friends  of  his  as  the  hon» 
Member  for    Loughborough    (Mr.   Da- 
lisle).     Well,  now  the  real  question  is^ 
is  it   a  fair  way  of  dealing  with  the- 
tithe  question  to  deal    with  it  in  thi» 
piecemeal  manner  in  the  interest  of  one- 
side  alone  ?    I  think  it  is  not.     It  ia 
said  that  the  tithe  is  due,  and  that  this 
Bill  only  provides  a  cumulative  remedy. 
But  what  right  have  the  Government  to* 
give  this  cumulative  remedy?    What 
has  taken  place  to  alter  the  situation  a» 
provided  in  the  remedies  set  forth  in  the 
contract  of  1836  ?    It  is  absurd  to  say 
that    the    cumulative    remedy   is    not 
altering    the     situation,    because     the 
Government  are  giving  to  one  party    a 
remedy  which  it  does  not  possess  without- 
considering  the  situation  of  the  other 
party  at  all.      It  is  unfair  to  deal  with 
the  question  in  this  one- sided  manner. 
If  we    are  to  have  a  remedy  of  thi» 
kind  we  ought  to  have  done  away  with 
distress  altogether,  because  the  opera- 
tion  of  distraint  is   always  an  odioue 
operation,  which  belongs  to  ancient  and 
feudal  rather  than  to  modern  times.    My 
objection  is  that  you  have  no  right  to* 
attack  or  to  change  the  settlement  of 
1836  without  reviewing  the  interests  oT 
both  parties  to  the  transaction,  and  iti» 
upon  that  ground  I  shall  vote  against 
the  Second  Iteadintr  of  the  Bill. 
*TiiE  PRESIDENT  op  the  B0ABI> 
OF    TBADE    (Sir   M.    Hicks    Beach^ 
Bristol,  W.) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  entirely  ignored  the  special  circum- 
stances which,   in    the  opinion  of  tho- 
Govemment,  rendered  it  necessary,  in 
the  interests  of  the  public  peace  and 
order,  and  for  the  proper  execution  of 
the  law,  that  some  measure  such  as  we 
now  propose  should  be  brought  under 
the  consideration   of  Parliament.     Ne 
one   who  listened  to  his  speech  would 
suppose  that  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 
has  the  slightest  knowledge  of  those 
painful  circumstances  which  have  arisen 
in  connection  with  the  collection  of  tithe 
in  Wales ;  of  the  resistance  which  haa 
been  offered  to  the  bailiffs  employed  te 
carry  out  the  distraints ;  of  the  breaohea 
of  the  peace  in  cases  where,  I  yentureta 
say,  nothing  whatever  could  be  pleaded 
as  to  the  incapacity  of  the  tithe  payer  io> 
pay    tithe  legally   due.     This  state  of 
things  the  Government  thought  it  ixA* 
possible  to  allow  to  continue  withoal  aa 
attempt  to  find  a  remedy.     I  admit  that 
I  the  measure  does  not  effect  a  complete 
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settlement  of  the  tithe  question ;  but  it 
is  an  important  measure  from  the  point 
of  yiew  of  the  protection  of  those  whose 
rights  the  law  ought  to  be  able  to  pro- 
tect. This  is  not  a  question  of  large 
tithe  owners  dealing  with  small  tithe 
payers.  The  real  difficulty,  the  terrible 
part  of  the  question,  is  the  position  of 
many  a  poor  clergyman  of  a  parish, 
who  is  dependent  solely  on  his 
tithes  for  his  maintenance,  and  is 
unable  to  go  to  the  expense  which 
a  distraint  necessarily  inyoWes  in  order 
to  collect  tithes  from  those  who  are  able 
to  pay  them  and  who  are  bound  by  law 
to  pay  them,  but  who  decline  to  pay 
them  for  reasons  stated  in  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Dillwyn.)  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  letter 
which  is  a  hond  fide  representation  of  the 
class  of  cases  which  ought  to  be  brought 
forcibly  before  the  attention  of  the 
House.  The  letter  is  from  a  vicar  of  a 
parish  in  North  Wales,  and  after  stating 
the  difficulties  with  which  he  has  to 
contend  in  obtaining  his  tithes  he 
says : — 

•<  During  the  last  18  months  I  and  my  family 
have  lived  on  a  little  hread,  oatmeal,  and 
bacon.  Fresh  meat  is  out  of  the  question.  If 
I  were  to  put  the  present  law  into  force  it  would 
cost  me  more  than  my  tithes.  The  rector  of 
an  adjoining  parish  put  the  sheriff  in  two 
small  farms  for  £7  each,  and  this  cost  £32  in 
expenses.  I  am  drifting  into  debt  to  such  an 
extent  that  I  shall  never  be  able  to  recover 
myself  unless  we  should  have  some  change 
shortly.  I  have  been  compelled  to  withdraw 
my  children  from  school.*' 

That  is  but  a  sample  of  many  cases 
in  Wales,  where  through  the  lawlessness, 
for  it  is  nothing  olse,  of  the  tithe  payers, 
the  clergy  are  reduced  to  the  state  so 
pathetically  described  in  the  letter  which 
I  have  read.  And  yet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby, 
knowing  of  the  existence  of  this  state 
of  things,  ignores  it  altogether,  and 
practically  charges  the  Government  with 
bringiDg  before  Parliament,  for  no 
reason  whatever,  a  change  in  the  law  to 
the  disadvantage  of  the  tithe  payer.  I 
am  as  much  opposed  as  any  one  to  a 
change  in  the  settlement  of  the  Act  of 
1836,  which  would  give  an  advantage  to 
one  side  without  any  consideration  of 
the  position  of  the  other.  I  think  there 
is  a  great  deal  to  be  said  for  the  position 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Essex  (Mr. 
n.  Gardner)  took  up  in  one  part  of  his 
speech.  I  am  connected  with  a  part  of 
England  in   which  the    tithes    are    as 


heavy  as  in  Essex,  and  in  which  the 
value  of  land  has  diminished  as  much  as 
in  Essex.  The  whole  question  of  tithe 
is  one  which  unquestionably  deserves 
the  early  consideration  of  the  House ; 
but  it  is  not  a  matter  which  it  is  possible 
for  the  Government  to  bring  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House  during  the 
present  Session.  It  is  a  question  of  the 
greatest  difficulty  and  complication. 
The  settlement  affected  by  the  Act  of 
1836  was  a  settlement  of  great  com- 
plexity, and  it  was  carried  out  with 
the  greatest  possible  care.  I  do  not 
feel  absolutely  certain  that  there 
is  any  such  general  desire  on 
the  part  of  tithe  owners  and 
tithe  payers  in  England  to  re- open 
that  settlement  as  would  be  necessary  to 
give  a<eufficient  impetus  to  any  measure 
to  pass  it  through  Parliament.  But, 
however  that  may  be,  there  is  no  doubt 
whatever  that  a  short  or  simple  measure 
cannot  effectually  deal  with  the  question. 
The  Tithe  Act  of  1836  dealt  separately 
with  the  varying  circumstances  of  every 
parish  in  the  country.  In  some  parishes 
there  are  many  tithe  payers,  in  other 
parishes  there  are  only  one  or  two ;  in 
some  parishes  the  tithes  are  vei^  light, 
in  others  they  are  very  heavy.  Owing 
to  the  alterations  in  the  value  of  land, 
tithe  on  building  land,  for  instance,  will 
be  a  very  small  burden  indeed,  while 
tithe  on  arable  land  may  be  an  insup- 
portable burden.  In  any  complete 
settlement  the  separate  circumstances  of 
every  parish  in  the  kingdom  must  be 
considered.  I  devoted  this  year  very 
considerable  time  to  the  preparation  of 
a  Bill  dealing  with  this  question.  I  had 
it  in  a  shape  in  which  it  was  practically 
ready  for  presentation.  The  Govern- 
ment, however,  were  unable  to  intro- 
duce it,  though  they  hope  to  do  so  as 
soon  as  opportunity  offers.  In  the 
meantime,  we  ask  the  House  to  alter 
the  law,  not  so  as  to  give  the  tithe- 
owner  more  than  he  can  now  claim, 
but  solely  to  that  extent  which  in 
our  judgment  is  necessary  to  enable  the 
tithe  owner  to  enforce  the  rights  which 
the  law  gives  him.  The  hon.  Members 
who  have  moved  and  seconded  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill  were  equally  ready 
with  their  opposition  to  the  Bills  of  last 
year,  and  wUl  be  equally  ready  with 
their  opposition  to  Bills  of  any  kind 
dealmg  with  tithe.  Why  is  this  ?  The 
hon.    Member  for  Swansea  said  that 
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tithe  is  objected  to  in  Wales  as  an 
unfair  and  illegal  impost,  because  it  is 
devoted  to  the  maintenance  of  a  Church 
to  which  the  Welsh  do  not  belong. 
[Mr.  DiLLWYN :  I  do  not  think  I  said 
**  illegal."]  The  hon.  Member  went  on 
to  tell  the  House,  much  to  my  astonish- 
ment, that  the  Welsh  would  not- object 
to  pay  tithe  if  it  was  devoted,  not 
to  the  Church,  but  to  educational 
purposes.  Are  not  hon.  Members  aware 
that  Christ  Church,  Oxford,  is  an 
educational  institution  ?  [Mr.  T.  E. 
Ellis  :  For  Wales  ?]  Certainly, 
if  the  Welsh  choose  to  go  there. 
Is  no  educational  establishment  of  value 
to  Welshmen  that  does  not  happen  to 
be  in  the  Piincipality  itself?  The  hon. 
Gentleman  is  himself  an  example  of 
the  advantages  Welshmen  derive  from 
education  elsewhere  than  in' Wales. 
He  was  educated  at  Oxford,  and 
Christchurch  is  in  possession  of  a  cjn- 
siderable  tithe  in  Wales,  and  in  no  case 
has  resistance  to  the  payment  of  tithe 
been  greater  than  in  the  instance  of  the 
tithes  due  to  Christchurch.  Do  hon. 
Members  who  object  to  the  payment  of 
tithes  bear  sufficiently  in  mind  the 
harvest  they  may  be  preparing  for  them- 
selves in  the  future  ?  They  desire — I 
suppose  they  anticipate — that  some  day 
the  revenues  of  the  Church  in  Wales, 
and  possibly  of  other  tithe  owners,  will 
be  handed  over  to  the  community  for 
some  local  purpose ;  but  surely,  iu  the 
meantime,  the  property  must  bo  kept 
intact.  There  will  be  no  tithe  left  if  the 
collection  of  it  is  allowed  to  become 
difficult  or  impossible.  From  their  own 
point  of  view  they  are  running  the  risk 
of  depriving  the  nation  of  the  reversion 
of  a  valuable  property  which,  to  what- 
ever purpose  it  ought  to  be  devoted, 
ought,  at  any  rate,  not  to  go  into  the 
pockets  of  the  owners  and  occupiers  of 
the  land.  This  is  what  we  desire.  We 
do  not  touch  the  vexed  question  of 
whether  the  tithes  should  continue 
to  be  devoted  to  their  present  purposes 
or  not;  we  simply  ask  Parliament  to 
take  care  that  proper  facilities  are 
given  for  the  collection  of  tithes  from 
those  who  are  bound  by  law  to  pay 
them.  I  deny  that  this  Bill  in- 
volves any  unsettlement  of  the  settle- 
ment of  1836.  I  do  not  wish  to  enter 
further  into  that.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
has  dealt  with  the  second  objecticm  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Essex,    that  the 
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Bill  renders  liable  to  County  Court 
judgment  other  classes  of  property 
belonging  to  the  occupier  besides  that 
which  is  liable  to  tithe,  but  I  do  not 
think  the  hon.  Member  heard  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  denial  of  that  allegation. 

*Mb.  HERBERT  GARDNER :  The 
explanation  of  the  Home  Secretary, 
however  distinguished  he  may  be  as  a 
lawyer,  does  not  make  the  law  of  this 
country. 

*SiB  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH: 
Really  I  can  only  state  what  the  inten- 
tions of  Her  Majesty's  Government  are. 
I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member  that  is 
what  we  intend  by  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  to  which  he  took  exception.  The 
words,  of  course,  are  the  words  of  the 
draftsman,  and  if  they  are  not  sufficiently 
clear  we  shall  be  perfectly  prepared  to 
accept  Amendment  to  make  them  so. 
The  third  objection  was  that  the  tithe 
payer  might  be  rendered  liable  to  con- 
siderable costs  by  the  working  of  the 
Bill  and  to  imprisonment.  I  am  in- 
formed that  it  is  an  entire  mistake  to 
suppose  that  the  Bill  will  render  the 
tithe  payer  liable  to  imprisonment ;  bat 
if  costs  are  incurred  it  can  only  be  by 
resistance  to  the  payment  of  the  tithe 
due  and  to  prolonged  resistance  to  the 
judgment  of  the  County  Court.  I  think 
that  a  person  who  voluntarily  places 
himself  in  this  position  of  opposition 
should  be  mulcted  in  costs.  These  were 
the  only  objections  raised  to  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill.  I  do  not  think  1  need 
detain  the  House  any  longer.  I  have 
stated  shortly,  and,  I  hope,  plainly,  the 
intentions  of  the  Government  in  intro- 
ducing the  measure  and  the  necessity 
in  their  opinion  for  it.  I  leave  the 
Bill  to  the  judgment  of  the  House^ 
merely  adding,  as  I  stated  at  the 
commencement  of  my  remarks,  that  we 
do  not  consider  this  in  any  way  a  settle- 
ment of  the  tithe  question :  that  we  are 
quite  aware  there  is  much  to  be  said  on 
behalf  of  tithe  payers  as  well  as  tithe 
owners,  in  framing  any  general  and 
complete  scheme ;  and  at  the  earliest 
opportunity  we  will  endeavour  to  submit 
such  a  complete  scheme  to  the  judgment 
of  the  House. 

*Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire): 
It  is  very  clear  from  the  speeches  of  the 
Home  Secretary  and  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  that  this  little  Bill 
is  aimed  directly  at  Wales.  The  Home 
Secretary  tried  to  make  out  that  the  Bill 
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will  bring  relief  to  the  tithe  payers  in 
England  and  Wales  ;  but  now  that  is 
put  aside,  and  it  is  confessed  and  ad- 
mitted that  the  Bill  is  directed  solely  at 
the  Welsh  people.     Now,   from    that 
point  of  view  it  is  not  merely  a  small 
BiU,  but  it  is  a  dishonest  Bill,  for  it 
tries  by  heaping  up  costs  against  the 
peasantry  of  Wales  to  evade  this  tithe 
^question  in  Wales  instead  of  settling  it. 
Therefore,    the  representatiTes  of   the 
Welsh  people  look  upon  this  as  a  dis- 
honest Bill.     It  is  a  small  Bill,  but  it 
touches  the  most  thorny  of  all  the  ques- 
tions,   and  raises  the  most  conflicting 
passions    and     interests.       It    is    no 
use    to    try    and    shirk    those  great 
issues      that     are     raised     whenever 
tithes  are  touched  upon.  We  have  heard 
on  both  sides  of  the  interests  of  tithe 
payers,  tithe  receivers,  and  of  landlords. 
Tithe  payers  grumble  in  England   as 
much  or  more  than  we  do  in  Wales, 
there  is  more  complaint  in  England  of 
taking  the  corn  averages  ;  but  so  far  as 
Wales  is  concerned   we    care  nothing 
about  corn  averages,  we  look  upon  this 
as  a  great  political  and  national  ques- 
tion, and  not  a  question  of  com  averages 
and  whether  the  tax  is  heavy  or  light. 
There  are  some  in  England  and  there 
are  a  few  people  in  Wales  who  say  this 
is  a  tax  on  industry  that  ought  to  be 
abolished,    but    with     this     the    bulk 
•of  the  Welsh  people  have  no  sympathy. 
They  are    not  such    infants    in    poli- 
tics and  economics  as  to  think  that  the 
abolition  of  the  tithe  would  do  any  good 
to  anybody  except  the  landlords.    Some 
iBay  the  tithes  aru  heavy,  others  that  they 
are  light.       No\r,    this    due  to  a  large 
number  of  conditions,  due  to  some  extent 
to   the   suppression  of  the  monasteries 
and  the  fact  that  the  vast  estates  of  the 
monasteries  were  entirely  free,  and  at 
the  dissolution    of  the  monasteries  that 
freedom  of  the  land  was  secured  by  the 
Act  of  Parliament  decreeing  their  dis- 
aolution.     Another  cause  of  inequality 
was  the    allotment,  in  many  Enclosure 
Acts,  of  a   certain   number  of  acres  to 
the   Church  in  lieu    of    tithe.       Now, 
no  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  equalize  tithes  will  be  satisfac- 
tory,   so    far    as    the   tithe   payers  of 
Wales  are  concerned,  and  I  think  the 
same  might  be  said  of  the  majority  in 
England.     This  Bill  deals  only  with  the 
tithe    receivers,    and    they   have    very 
dififerent     interests.        I      think      the  | 


lay  impropriator  has  an  interest, 
not  very  honourable,  certainly  not 
very  creditable  to  the  history  of 
this  country.  No  sacredness  should 
attach  to  the  claims  of  lay  impropria- 
tors, which  are  the  worst  burdens  upon 
land,  because  whilst  landlords  do  put 
buildings  upon  it,  impropriators  do 
nothing  but  exact  the  last  halfpenny. 
Bishops  and  clergy  of  the  Established 
Church  look  upon  tithe  as  a  peculiar 
property  sent  oy  Heaven  in  which 
they  have  a  life  interest,  and  the  law 
has  provided  a  peculiar  mode  of  collec- 
tion, allowing  the  receiver  to  go 
straight  to  the  farmer  and  distrain.  The 
touching  of  this  property,  the  Welsh 
people  have  been  taught,  is  robbery  of 
God.  It  is  blasphemous  and  impious, 
say  the  clergy,  to  touch  this  property; 
but  we  in  Wales  do  not  look  upon  the 
matter  in  this  light.  New  methods  of 
collection  have  been  adopted,  not  by 
the  clergy  alone,  but  by  some  of  the 
wealthier  corporations  in  the  kingdom. 
Not  content  with  the  method  of  dis- 
traint, they  have  brought  in  emergency 
men  and  dragoons  to  enforce  these 
claims.  But  this  was  not  sufficient  to 
get  the  tithe,  and  now  we  have  the 
assistance  of  the  County  Court  in- 
voked. The  interests  of  payer,  receiver, 
and  landlord  are  ail  subordinate  to  the 
interest  of  the  nation  itself.  This  first 
charge  upon  the  land  we  maintain — and 
I  believe  that  jurists  and  statesmen  main- 
tain—this first  charge  is  the  property 
of  the  nation.  This  is  the  view  held  by 
my  countrymen,  and  the  charge  that 
Welsh  farmers  are  animated  by  greed 
in  resistance  to  tithe  is  answered  by  the 
Heport  of  the  Special  Commission  sent 
to  the  disturbed  Welsh  districts  two 
years  ago.  That  Commission  reported 
that  there  had  existed  in  Wales  for  a 
long  time  a  strong  feeling  that  tithes 
were  improperly  applied,  and  the  desire 
had  grown  up,  not  that  tithe  should  be 
abolished,  but  that  it  should  be  applied 
to  some  lay  purpose  for  the  benefit  of 
the  nation.  The  hon.  Member  for  Car- 
narvon, for  the  thousandth  time,  has 
brought  in  the  dreadful  agitator 
as  the  cause  of  all  the  difficulty; 
but  this  Commission  reports  thai 
this  feeling  of  the  Welsh  people  has 
arisen  from  causes  partly  religious, 
partly  social,  partly  political,  and  partly 
national.  The  people  of  Wales  do  not 
wish  for  any  paltry  settlement  or  tinker- 
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ing  with  this  question ;  they  desire  that 
the  property  of  the  nation  should  revert 
to  the  nation  and  that  it    should   be 
utilized,  not  for  the  sect  of  tbe  minority, 
but  to  promote  the  good  of  the  whole 
population.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach)  read  a  very 
pathetic  letter  from  a  Welsh  clergyman, 
with  the    object    of    proving    that  in 
the    interest  of    the   poor  clergy   the 
collection    of    'tithe    was    to    be    en- 
forced ;     but     in     the     latter      part 
of     his    speech    he    seemed    to     be 
shocked  and  surprised  that  there  should 
be  resistance  to  the  payment  of  tithe 
due  to  the  great  Corporation  of  Christ- 
church,    Oxford.     He    need  not  have 
been  surprised.     Take  the  tithe  endow- 
ments of  Wales  from   one  end  of    the 
Principality  to  the  other,  and  you  find 
the  history  is  one  long  record  of  spolia- 
tion.    Many  Ecclesiastical  Corporations 
have  some  time  or  other  dipped  their 
hands  into  Welsh  tithe.     At  the  Eefor- 
mation,   for  instance,  tithes   from  one 
coimty     were     taken     to     found     the 
bishopric  of  Lichfield,  and  from  another 
to  swell  the  property  of  the  great  Cor- 
poration of  Christchurch,  Oxford.     It  is 
not  for  me  now  to  plead  the  necessities 
of  Wales  in  educational  matters,  they  are 
patent  to  all  men, and  yet  the  Noncon- 
formist people  of  Wales  are   asked  to 
pay  willingly,  spontaneously,  and  joy- 
fully from  their  educational  poverty  to 
keep  up  the  largest  and    richest  and 
most  aristocratic  of  the  colleges  of  Ox- 
ford.    Not  alone  is  it  for  the  purposes 
of  education.    According  to  the  Tithe 
Eeturn  of  1887,  the  Dean  and  Chapter 
of  Christchurch  are  the  clerical  appro- 
priators  of  tithes  of  several  parishes  in 
Montgomeryshire,    so    that    they    are 
even  here  used  to  maintain  the  English 
Church  Establishment.     Some   of  the 
very   best   friends   of   the   Church    in 
Wales  have  seen  for  half  a  century  and 
more   that    the  continued  existence  of 
these  abuses  would  inevitably  arouse 
the    strong    feelings    of    the    Welsh 
people    against     the      Church.      The 
people  silently  sufiFered  for  generations 
because  they  had  no  voice  in  political 
matters,    but  the  best  friends   of  the 
Church   saw   the  prospect  of  a  great 
uprising  of  the  people  againstthis  system 
long  ago,  and  you  may  find  this  clearly 
indicated    in    Mr.    Jones'   remarkable 
book,  "  The  Rise  of  Dissent  in  Wales." 
The  references  there  showing  how  Welsh 

Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis 


tithe  is  devoted  to  the  support  of  Deans 
and  Chapters  and  Bishoprics  and  other 
Church  purposes  in    various  parts  of 
England    will  explain  that  resistance 
to  the  payment  of   the    Christchurch 
College    tithe    which    the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  thinks  so  unnatural.    There  i» 
a  great  corporation  represented  in  this 
House  by  an  hon.  Baronet  whom  we  all 
greatly  respect.  I  mean  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners.    I  have  no  great  com- 
plaint to  make  against  the  management 
of  the  estates  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners; but  the  fact  is  that  very 
many  of  the  clergymen  in  Wales  showed 
their  sympathy  four  or  five  years  ago 
with  the  farmers  in  their  distress  and 
gave  small  reductions  of  5  and  7^  per 
cent. ;  and  those  who  evinced  a  sympa- 
thetic spirit  are  able  to  get  their  titneB 
without  any  difficulty.     But  the  Com- 
missioners exact  the  uttermost  farthing. 
No  doubt  there  are  parishes  in  which 
the  payment  of  tithes  to   the   clergy 
is     stoutly     refused;    but     in    those 
parishes    there     exist    the     memories 
of  great   wrong    and    of    the    tithes 
having      formerly     been     paid     year 
after  year  either  to  immoral  clergymen  or 
to  absentees  who  never  came  near  the 
parishes.     Throughout  a  vast  number  of 
parishes  in  Wales  the  history  of  the  tithe 
is  a  record  of  its  application  to  absentee 
tithe  owners.    For  instance,   I    could 
point  out  a  parish  in  Montgomeryshire, 
where  some  half  a  century  ago  tithes  to  the 
amount  of  £750  went  to  absentee  clergy- 
men, while  the  religious  care  of  Bouls 
in  that  parish  was  entrusted  to  a  poor 
curate  with  £90  a  year.     In  these  Tithe 
Commutation  Betums  you  may  see  how 
the  tithes  are  diverted  to  ecclesiastical 
purposes  in  England,  as,  for  instance^ 
part  of  the   tithe  collected  in  Brecon 
being  devoted  to  the  support  of  the 
Dean  and  Chapter  of  Gloucester   and 
the  Dean  and    Chapter    of    Windsor. 
Can  the  House  seriously  expect  that  at 
any  time,    now    or  in  the  future,  the 
people  of  Brecon  will  be  content  to  have 
this  first  charge  upon    their    industxy 
devoted  to  such  purposes?    Whatever 
pains  and  penalties  you  impose  on  the 
Welsh  Nonconformist    peasantry,  jotk 
will  not  get  one  inch  nearer  to  your  goal. 
The  Welsh  people  are  hard  to  drive^ 
and  this  is  shown  by  the  history  of  this 
tithe  agitation.    With  police,    bailifflu 
and  military,  the  attempt  to  collect  tSM 
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tithes  was  a  failure,  for  week  by  week 
the  resistance  of  the  people  g^ew  more 
stnbborD.    But  then  the  Chief  Constable 
of  Montgomeryshire  bethought  him  of 
a  more  peaceful  method  of  collection, 
and  he  adopted  the  policy  of  consulting 
the  people  and  conciliating  them,  and 
now    tithes    in    Montgomeryshire    are 
collected  as  easily  as  rent.    This  peace- 
ful policy  was  jeered  at  by  the  Chief 
Constables   of  adjoining  couuties,   but 
they  have  come  round  to  the  opinion 
that  Major  Godfrey  was  right,  and  they 
have  followed  his  example.     Now,  the 
Home  Secretary  has  told  us  that  in  the 
distribution  of  the  tithes  education  gets 
a 'large  share.     Only  a  mere   trifle  of 
the  Welsh  tithes  goes  to  the  schools  and 
educational  institutions  of  Wales,  the 
bulk  of  them  going  to  All  Souls  College, 
and  Christchurch,  Oxford,  the  London 
Ghrocers'  Company,  Tewkesbury,  Clare 
Hospital,  and  other  bodies  outside  the 
Principality.     Even  the  exceptions,  and 
where  schools   and  colleges  in  Wales 
get    a    share    of    the    tithe,     though 
well  -  managed    from     an     educational 
point  of  view,  they  do  not  give  satis- 
faction to  the  Welsh  people,  as  they  are 
managed  almost  wholly  by  Churchmen. 
The  chief  of  the  arguments  of  the  right 
hon.    Member    for    Bristol    was    the 
pathetic  letter  which  he  read  from  a 
clergyman.     I  will   not  ask  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman    to    which    parish   or 
county  that  letter  related ;  but  I  imagine 
that  in  that  parish,  as  in  eviery  other, 
there  must   be  rich   men    and   squires 
who  draw  the  rent.     I  admit  that  to 
some  extent  it  is  a  hard  fate  that  a  man 
should  have  to  live  on  bread,  oatmeal, 
and  bacon,   and   seldom    to   get  fresh 
meat;     but,     after    all,    that    is    the 
fate  of  nine-tenths  of   my  countrymen 
in    the    rural    districts.      Although     I 
am  quite  willing  to  admit   that  many 
of   the   clergy   have    suffered,   what  a 
scathing    criticism    this    is    upon     the 
tithe  system.      Here  is  a  poor  people, 
without   any   of    the    advantage   of    a 
tithe  endowment,    though  robbed   and 
despoiled  for  generations,  yet  who  have 
by  their  own   efforts  in   their  poverty 
built  up  a  system  of  religious  and  edu- 
cational institutions  that  all  over  Wales, 
in  lonely  valleys,  on  bleak  hillsides,  in 
busy  industrial  centres,  and  on  the  quiet 
country  side,  make  provision  for  their 
religious  and  social  advancement.   What 
remains  of  the  Established  Church  in 


Wales  is  the  rent  receivers,  large  land 
owners,  and  capitalists  of  Wales,  and 
yetyour  chief  argument  amounts  to  this, 
that  the  clergy  are  starved  because  those 
who  receive  their  ministrations  do  not 
come  forward  in  their  support.  We  are 
often  told  that  the  clergy  in  Wales  do 
their  utmost  to  come  into  contact  wilii 
their  tenants.  That  is  certainly  a  reve- 
lation. It  is  very  desirable  that  the 
parson  and  his  flock  should  know  each 
other ;  and  it  may  be,  as  a  witness  be- 
fore the  Eichmond  Commission  said,  the 
payment  of  tithes  is  an  opportunity  of 
communication.  It  is  desirable  that  the 
clergyman  and  his  people  should  know 
each  other,  but  there  is  the  sad  fact  that 
the  past  history  of  the  Church,  its  present 
condition,  and,  more  than  that,  its  pre* 
sent  spirit  in  Wales  make  that  well-nigh 
impossible.  It  may  be  said  that  in 
times  gone  by  the  state  of  the  Church 
in  Wales  was  sad  and  deplorable ;  half 
of  the  tithes  in  the  various  counties  were 
enjoyed  by  absentee  clergymen,  but  that 
now  things  are  altogether  changed.  But 
the  change  is  only  in  method,  there  are 
the  same  difficulties,  the  same  estrange- 
ment now  as  there  were  a  hundred  years 
ago.  It  many  cases — such,  for  instance^ 
as  that  I  referred  to  by  question  to-day 
— the  clergyman  is  theowner  and  mana- 
ger of  the  only  public  elementary  and 
State-aided  school  in  the  parish,  and  no 
Nonconformist  in  the  parish  can  ever 
become  a  teacher  in  the  school,  or  have 
a  voice  in  its  management.  After  lon^ 
years  of  trouble  and  endeavour  the  Non- 
conformists of  Wales  obtained  from 
Parliament  relief  in  the  matter  of 
burials,  and  even  the  Archbishops 
and  Bishops  in  the  House  of  Lords 
thought  it  was  expedient  to  make  the 
settlement;  but  the  Welsh  clergy 
have  set  themselves  deliberately  to 
frustrate,  as  far  as  they  possibly  can^ 
the  working  of  the  Burial  Act.  I  have 
a  further  charge  against  many  of  the 
clergy,  the  most  serious  of  all,  that  so 
strong  is  their  antagonism  to  the  Non- 
conformist peasantry  that  they  have 
gone  out  of  their  way  to  make  it  diffi- 
cult for  the  Nonconformist  peasantry  to 
remain  at  peace  with  their  landlords. 
While  such  a  state  of  feeling  exists  it 
is  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  for  the 
clergy  to  come  into  close  or  friendly 
reli  gious  rel  ation  s  wi th  their  parish  ioners.. 
I  am  satisfied  that  any  attempt  on  the 
part  of  the  House  to  make  the  collection 
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of  tithes  more  easy,  by  heaping  costs 
on  the  peasantry,  will  only  open  again 
the  bitter  and  lamentable  controversy 
which  raged  some  time  ago,  before  the 
Ohief  Constable    of   Montgomeryshire 
intended    a    more    peaceful    policy  in 
regard  to  tithe  collection.     The  people 
of  Wales  were  supported  by  the  hope 
that    at   last    the   House  of  Commons 
would  provide  them  some  relief,  but  if 
you  declare  war  against  them  instead  of 
proposing  a  peaceful  settlement  of  the 
'Controversy,  then  there  will  be  a  repeti- 
tion of  the  regretable  scene  that  took 
place  in  Wales  some  three  years  ago. 
The    unanimous    feeling    of  Noncon- 
formists   and    of    the    feeling    among 
many  Churchmen  too  is  that  the  Govem- 
.jnent  should  not  have  brought  forward 
this  peddling  and  tinkering  Bill,  but 
49ome  scheme  which  would  be  a  great 
and  final  settlement  in  accordance  with 
the  wishes  of  the  people.     Wales  does 
not  want  this  Bill,  and  as  far  as  I  can 
make  out  England  does  not  want  it. 
The  only  people  who  want  it  are  cor- 
porations and  the  present  tithe  receivers 
in  Wales.     It  is  simply  apiece  of  class 
legislation  of  the  worst  kind.      The  Bill 
may  be  a  small  Bill,  but  it  is  a  Bill 
which  will  create  great  irritation,  and 
inevitably  disturb  social  order.     Legal 
authorities    declare    that    the  Bill    as 
drafted  will    inevitably  result    in  im- 
prisonment   of    people  who  refuse    to 
obey  the  order  of  the  County  Court; 
and  such  a  proceeding  will  make  it  more 
difficult  for  clergymen  to  collect  these 
tithes.       Does  a  Tory  Ministry  believe 
that  because  the  debt  is  asked  for  by 
a  County  Court  that  the  sturdy  peasantry 
will  immediately  and  spontaneously  pay 
the  tithe?    No,  the  resistance  will  be 
•6 till  more  stubborn,  you  will  make  the 
work  of  the  Church  in  Wales  still  more 
difficult,  and  what,  perhaps,  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  may  think  even 
more    serious,  it    will    lose   you    seats 
at  the   next   General   Election.     I  feel 
1  have    taken    up    too    much    of    the 
time  of  the  House.      I   desire  in  this 
matter  to  be  perfectly  frank.     So  far 
as  Wales  is  concerned,  we  do  not  be- 
live  in  tithe  redemption  schemes,  in  tithe 
■equalisation  schemes,  or  in  tithe-collec- 
tion-made-easy schemes,  which  are  all 
schemes   for  evading  the  question,  or 
bringing  relief  to  receivers,  or  landlords. 
What  we  want  in  Wales,  and  what  the 
Welsh  people  have  declared  over  and 
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over  again,  is  that  there  will  be  no 
final  and  satisfactory  settlement  of  the 
question  until  tithes  are  devoted  to 
national  purposes.  The  first  char$2^e  on 
the  industry  and  toil  of  the  Welsh 
people  must  not  be  an  engine  used  for 
keeping  up  religious  inequality  and  the 
dissemination  of  bitterness  and  strife 
in  Wales,  but  a  great  instrument  for 
the  common  good  and  welfare  of  the 
people. 

Sia  J.  MOWBRAY  (Oxford  Univer- 
sity) :  I  will  not  attempt  to  follow  the 
somewhat  discursive  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member,  but  as  representing  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commission,  I  feel  bound 
to  take  notice  of  some  of  the  references 
to  that  body.  At  the  conclusion  of  his 
speech  the  hon.  Member  expressed  his 
desire  to  be  frank,  and  I  wish  he  had 
been  equally  frank  at  the  beginning. 
He  mentioned  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
mission in  connection  with  other  Cor- 
porations who  had,  he  said,  dipped  into 
the  tithes  of  Wales. 

*Mb,  T.  E.  ELLIS:  I  mentioned 
several  instances  in  which  Corporations 
had  diverted  the  tithes  to  such  purposes 
as  the  Bishopric  of  Gloucester  and  the 
Deanery  of  Windsor.  I  did  not  specially 
mention  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission 
except  as  a  large  Corporation,  which, 
with  others,  collected  tithes  in  Wales. 

Sib  J.  MOWBRAT :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber   spoke  of  Corporations  generallyi 
and  said  that  many  of  the  great  eccle- 
siastical corporations  dipped  into  the 
tithes  of  Wales ;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  have  forgotten  his  o  wn  Betanii 
laid  before  the  House  in  April  last,  with 
respect  to  the  income  which  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commission  received  last  year 
from  Wales  and  the  expenditure  under- 
taken by  it  in  Wales.     That  great  Oor* 
poration  received  in  the  last  year  as 
annual  income  from  property  in  Wales 
£28,796,  and  they  paid  away  in  Wales, 
to  bishops,  chapters,  archdeacons,  and 
to  the  Lampeter  College,  £32,028.     In 
addition  to  that  they  paid  in  gprants  for 
the  augmentation  of  benefices,  £35,611. 
So  that  this    Corporation    paid  away 
£7,000  more   than    they    received   in 
Wales,  besides  providing  for  the  Welsh 
people  such  luxuries  as  bishops,  chap« 
ters,  archdeacons,  and  so  on.    It  cannot^ 
therefore,  be  said  that  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  have  dipped  into  Welsh 
tithes  for  other  than  Welsh  purposes. 
I  will  not  dwell  at  length  upon  the  Billy 
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but  I  think  this  Debate  will  probably 
Gonnsce  the  GoTernment  of  the  difficulty 
of  dealing  with  large  questions  by  RmaU 
Bills, — but  the  Bill,  so  far  as  it  goes,  will 
have  my  hearty  support.  It  is  no  less 
in  the  interest  of  the  tithepayer  than  in 
the  interest  of  the  titheowner  that  the 
present  antiquated  and  distasteful 
method  of  recovering  tithes  should  be 
abolished.  It  has  been  urged  that  a 
Oounty  Court  process  of  recovery  would 
subject  the  tithepayer  to  imprisonment 
for  resistance.  But  the  Government 
have  declared,  and  the  Home  Secretary 
is  an  eminent  lawyer  entitled  to  speak 
with  authority,  that  they  have  no  inten- 
tion of  involving  such  consequences, 
and  if  there  be  any  doubt  as  to  the 
^  purport  of  the  Bill  an  Amendment  will 
remedy  the  difficulty. 

Mb.  RANDELL  (Glamorgan,  Gower): 
The  Home  Secretary  has  described  the 
Bill  as  small,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oamarvon  has  added  to  the  description 
*'  inoffensive,"  but  I  cannot  admit  that 
this  last  description  applies.  I  am  sure 
that  the  Welsh  people  will  consider  it 
an  obnoxious  Bill,  and  I  think  it  will 
.  only  aggravate  existing  evils  and  double 
the  cost  of  procedure  for  the  recovery  of 
tithes.  My  objections  are  directed 
against  the  Bill  as  aimed,  as  it  assuredly 
is,  at  the  Principality  of  Wales.  Our 
objection  is  aimed  not  at  the  recovery 
but  at  the  present  application  of  the 
tithes.  If  you  apply  those  tithes  to  uses 
which  will  meet  with  the  general  accept- 
ance of  the  Welsh  people  you  will  have 
no  difficulty  as  to  their  recovery.  As  to 
the  present  mode  of  levying  distraint, 
the  Uome  Secretary  has  described  it  as  a 
cumbersome  machinery.  No  doubt  it  is 
cumbersome ;  but  I  think  it  is  less  ex- 
pensive and  less  objectionable  than  the 
method  now  proposed  in  substitution 
for  it.  It  is  less  expensive  because  the 
present  cost  amounts  merely  to  a  few 
shillings,  whereas  the  cost  of  Ck)unty 
Court  proceedings  will  certainly  amount 
to  a  larger  sum.  When  the  tithe  owner 
shall  have  gone  into  the  County  Court 
and  obtained  his  Judgment  and  '*  no 
effects  "  are  returned  he  will  have  to  go 
to  the  County  Court  for  his  judgment 
summons. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  No,  no. 

Mb.  EANDELL  :  I  am  glad  to  hear 
that  denial  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, but  under  the  Bill  as  at  present 
drawn  up  the  judgment  creditor  has  a 


right  to  apply  for  a  judgment  summon?. 
The  Bill  is  objectionable  also  because- 
the  consequence  will  be  the  imprison- 
ment of  the  tithe  payer  if  he  resists  the- 
bailiff  of  the  County  Court  when  he 
levies  execution  and  there  are  no  goods 
distrainable  upon.  I  should  be  glad  if 
the  Home  Secretary  would  rise  in  hi8> 
place  and  tell  us  there  will  be  no  im- 
prisonment under  the  Bill. 

Mr.  MATIHEWS:  As  the  hon. 
Gentleman  challenges  me  I  will  at  once* 
declare  that  in  my  belief  it  is  quite  suffi- 
cient to  tie  down  the  execution  to  only 
such  distrainable  good's  as  are  either 
upon  the  tithable  land  or  upon  land 
within  the  same  parish  and  in  the  same> 
occupation  as  the  tithable  land.  Further- 
more, the  Bill  prevents  a  judgment  irom 
being  executed  in  any  other  manner 
than  upon  the  seizure  of  such  goods^ 
and  therefore  judgment  cannot  b» 
executed  with  the  machinery  of  a  judg- 
ment summons,  which  is  such  a  bugbear 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  That  is 
the  intention  of  the  Bill,  and  if  it  be 
not  carried  out  by  the  words  I  shall  be 
prepared  to  strengthen  and  alter  the 
words.  I  hope,  therefore,  that  imagi- 
nary difficulties  and  obstacles  will  not 
again  be  raised  on  this  point. 

Mr.  EANDELL :  I  am  glad  to  receive 
that  explanation  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  as  the  Bill  is  drawn 
that  is  not  so.  The  money  is  treated  as 
a  debt. 

Mr  MATTHEWS:  The  judgment 
recovered  by  the  debt  is  to  be  treated 
only  against  certain  defined  property,, 
and  in  no  other  manner  whatever. 

Mr.  EANDELL  :  Then  I  take  it  that 
the  Government  do  not  intend  to  give 
the  tithe  owner  the  power  of  applying 
for  a  judgment  summons.  Well,  if 
that  be  so,  I  eay  it  is  a  perfect  waste  of 
time  to  discuss  the  Bill.  The  bailiff 
who  will  levy  the  execution  of  the 
County  Court  is  very  much  the  same 

?erson  who  distrains  now  for  tithes, 
f  the  goods  are  removed  the  dis- 
traint will  be  an  abortive  instrument. 
I  am  sure  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
behind  the  Government  will  be  very 
much  surprised  that  the  Government  do 
not  intend  to  give  the  power  of  im- 
prisonment. I  hope  the  Home  Secre- 
tary will,  for  the  sake  of  the  land- 
owners, provide  that  where  there  are 
sufficient  assets  to  meet  the  execution 
the  proceedings  will  be  confined  to  the 
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County  Court,  and  that  the  High  Court 
will  not  be  invoked,  because  the  costs  in 
the  High  Court  in  proceedings  of  thiskind 
are  really  a  very  serious  matter  to  the 
landlord,  I  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether,  as  the  tithe  is  a 
first  charge  on  the  premises,  he  will 
introduce  a  clause  into  the  Bill  making 
the  wages  of  the  agricultural  labourer 
and  the  workmen  a  preferential  j  charge 
before  the  tithe  in  the  event  of  the 
bankruptcy  of  the  landlord.  I  myself 
desire  to  express  sympathy  with  those 
dergymen  who  find  difficulty  in  the 
collection  of  tithes  ;  but  I  say  that  the 
Government  have  it  in  their  own  power 
to  remove  that  difficulty  by  disestaolish- 
ing  the  English  Church  in  Wales. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
«toke) :  I  must  confess  I  am  sorry 
the  Government  have  brought  in  such  a 
trivial  Bill.  I  had  hoped  to  see  a  more 
comprehensive  measure  than  this,  and 
one  which  would  have  settled  the  ques- 
tion and  prevented  discussion  arising  in 
future  years.  I  have  an  Amendment 
on  the  Paper  to  the  effect  that  no  scheme 
will  be  satisfactory  without  a  provision 
for  redemption,^ but,  in  deference  to  the 
opinions  of  my  friends,  I  have  with- 
drawn it.  Although  it  may  with  some 
justice  be  said  that  this  is  a  tithe- owners' 
Bill,  I  think,  at  the  same  time,  it  will 
not  do  much  harm  to  the  tithe-payers. 
^I  think  that  tithe  is  a  just  charge  on 
the  land  to  be  paid  by  the  owners,  and 
I  should  like  to  see  a  clause  introduced 
into  the  \M\\  compelling  owners  to  pay 
it  still.  I  doubt  whether  the  distress 
clause  will  be  effective,  because  there 
is  no  doubt  that  the  occupiers  refuse  to 
Day  tithe,  not  because  they  cannot  pay, 
h\xi  because  they  do  not  wish  to  pay ; 
they  desire  to  make  a  demonstration 
against  the  whole  system  of  tithe.  The 
occupiers  will  make  the  same  demon- 
stration when  distress  takes  place  under 
this  Bill,  and  therefore  I  am  afraid  that 
the  measure  will  not  do  much  good.  I 
do  not  wish  altogether  to  oppose  it, 
especially  as  we  have  heard  from  the 
Government  that  they  will  undertake 
next  Session  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  deal 
with  the  collection  of  tithes.  With 
regard  to  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  W. 
Harcourt)  said  about  the  prices  of 
cereals  at  the  present  time  as  compared 
with  the  prices  in  1835,  I  think  his 
atatements  show  he  is  not  an  agricul- 
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turist,  because  although  wheat  was  at  a 
low  price  in  1 835  it  was  nothing  like  what 
it  is  at  the  present  moment,  and  in  1836, 
when  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act  was 
passed,  the  average  in  price  during  the 
seven  preceding  years  was  no  less  than 
56s.,  whereas  at  the  present  time  it  18  about 
28s.  a  quarter,  or  just  half  what  it  was 
then.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the  tithe 
payers  have  had  a  considerable  decrease 
in  the  payments  they  have  made.  Every 
hundred  pounds  worth  of  tithe  in  1886 
has  now  come  down  to  a  little  over  £80. 
If  the  corn  inspectors  did  their  duty 
properly,  and  calculated  the  averages 
of  the  corn,  the  tithe  would  be  still  fur- 
ther decreased,  and  I  doubt  whether 
there  would  be  any  necessity  for  a 
Tithe  Bill  at  all.  It  appears,  however, 
there  is  some  difficulty  in  the  way  of 
the  corn  inspectors  calculating  the  aver- 
ages ;  and  I  can  only  hope  that  when 
we  get  a  Board  of  Agriculture  the  work 
will  be  carried  out  in  a  more  effective 
manner.  In  conclusion,  I  will  merely 
say  that  if  this  Tithe  Bill  does  no  good, 
at  any  rate  it  does  no  harm. 
♦Sir  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staffs,  Lich- 
field) :  One  point  has  not  been  men- 
tioned, and  that  is  that  the  Bill  really 
means  a  Bill  for  facilitating  the  collection 
of  tithes.  I  have  been  informed  by  land 
agents  and  others  that  it  will  increase  the 
intrinsic  value  of  the  tithe  20  to  30  per 
cent.  We  have  been  informed  tnat 
next  year  a  Joint  Committee  of  the  two 
Houses  will  meet  to  discuss  the  matter, 
and  that  a  larger  measure  will  then  be 
brought  in.  Any  Eedemption  Clause 
will  have  to  be  based  on  the  then  value 
of  the  tithe.  The  Government  say  this 
is  a  very  Small  Act ;  but,  at  all  events, 
it  raises  the  value  of  the  tithe  some  20 
or  30  per  cent,  and  when  we  have  to 
pay  a  capital  sum  for  doing  away  with 
the  tithes,  what  will  then  have  to  be 
dealt  with  will  be  the  value  of  the 
tithe  at  that  time.  Speaking  as  a  tithe 
owner,  as  well  as  a  tithe  payer,  I  say 
the  tithe  owners  have  never  paid  one 
farthing  towards  improving  the  land. 
I  know  that  in  some  cold  clay  soils,  if 
it  had  not  been  for  the  enormous 
amount  of  money  spent  by  the  owners 
and  occupiers  in  improving  the  land,  it 
would  not  now  beproducing  even  the 
value  of  the  tithe.  We  have  heard  a  very 
pathetic  story  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bristol  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks  Beach).     Let  me  tell  a 
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very  pathetic  story,  too.     It  has  come 
under  my   personal  observation  that  a 
clergyman  of  the  Church   of  England, 
in  receipt  of  £ftOO  or  £700  a  year,  has 
gone  away  and  left  his  parish  in  charge 
of  a  poor  man  with  a  large  family  at  a 
guinea    a    week.      1  have  known  the 
family  to  be  very  near  starvation.  I  say 
that  whether  the  minister  of  the  parish 
is  a  priest  of  the  Church  of  Home,  or  a 
Nonconformist  minister,  if  he  has  the 
confidence  of  his  congregation,  they  will 
keep  him    in   a    moderate     degree   of 
conifort.  One  would  almost  imagine  that 
from  what  has  been  said  that  there  were 
no  Nonconformists  except  in  Wales.     I 
speak  from  experience  when  I  say  that  a 
very  large  proportion  of  the  people  in 
the  North  -of  England  are  Nonconfor- 
mists, and  the  same  thing  can  be  said 
of  the  miners  of  Cornwall.     Though  the 
Nonconformists  have  no  revenue  from  the 
State,  a  large  proportion  of  the  country 
is  covered  with  their  chapels ;  stipends 
are  paid,  preachers  are  supported,  and 
not  only  minister  to  the  ordinary  con- 
gregations,,! but  travel  about   at  their 
own  expense,  and  Sunday  after  Sunday 
preach  to  people  who  would  otherwise 
receive    no    attention,    owing    to    the 
neglect    of    the    Church    of   England 
clergy,  who  are  dependent  on  the  State 
and  not  on  their  own  conduct  for  their 
maintenance.    It  seems  to  be  altogether 
out  of  the  question  that  the  Government 
should  bring  into  Parliament  such  a  one- 
sided Bill  as  increases  the  value  of  these 
tithes  from  20  to  30  per  cent,  and  brings 
no  corresponding  advantage  to  the  tithe- 
paver.     I  am  a  lay  proprietor  myself. 
I  hope  I  may  be  forgiven  by  the  hon. 
Memoer   for  Wales  who    sits   behind 
me.      My  ancestors  purchased  certain 
tithes,   and   I  have    consequently  had 
experience  not  only   as  a   tithe  payer, 
but  also  as    a    tithe   owner.     I  have 
heard  that    certain    of   the   clergy   of 
Wales  have   made  reductions    in    the 
tithes ;  but  I  have  not  heard  from  Gentle- 
men  opposite    that    the    Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  have  made  any  reduction, 
although  their  tithes  have  in  some  in- 
stances  brought  the    tenants  to   ruin. 
This  Bill   will  raise  the   value  of  the 
tithe  without  giving  any  corresponding 
advantage  whatever  to  the  tithe-payer. 
I  think  it  would  be  well  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  re-consider  the  whole  question. 
llR.  CORNWALLIS  WEST  (Den- 
bigh,  W.}:  As  this  question  of  tithes 


has  been  much  under  the  attention  of 
my  constituents  for  some  time  past, 
I  may  be  allowed  to  say  a  few  words. 
I  regret  very  much  that  I  am  unable  to 
support  the  Bill.  I  consider  it  at  the 
present  juncture  quite  an  unnecessary 
Bill.  We  are  settling  down  in  Wales 
to  a  conviction  that  it  is  better  to  wait 
until  the  question  of  the  tithe  is  dealt 
with  in  a  largo  and  comprehensive 
manner,  and  I  believe  that  such  a  Bill 
as  this  will  only  exasperate  the  Welsh 
people  and  make  them  more  determined 
than  they  ever  were  in  their  opposition 
to  the  payment  of  tithes.  If  the  Bill  or 
some  similar  measure  had  been  proposed 
some  months  ago,  there  would  have 
been  some  reason  for  it ;  but  it  is 
unquestionable  that  matters  are  now 
settling  dowr,  and  there  is  very  little 
likelihood  of  any  disturbance  arising 
in  the  Principality.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Merionethshire  (Mr.  T. 
Ellis)  stated  that  the  clergy  and  the 
landlords  of  Wales  were,  if  I  mistake 
not,  in  a  sort  of  conspiracy  against  the 
Nonconformists ;  that  it  was  very  much 
in  consequence  of  the  line  of  action 
which  those  two  bodies  take  that  there 
is  so  strong  an  opposition  to  the  payment 
of  tithes  to  the  Church.  But  my  hon. 
Friend  seemed  to  forget  that  the  tithes 
are  paid  not  only  to  the  Church,  but  to 
the  charitable  and  educational  institu- 
tions of  the  country.  In  my  own  district 
people  have  absolutely  refused  to  pay 
tithes  for  the  maintenance  of  a  school. 
I  entirely  object  to  anything  like  a 
systematic  agitation  against  the  pay- 
ment of  tithes;  but, 'at  the  same  time,  I 
do  not  deny  that  in  the  Principality 
there  is  a  sentimental  grievance  which 
must  be  overcome.  If  the  Government 
will  give  a  pledge  that  in  the  next 
Session  this  whole  question  will  be 
dealt  with  in  a  broad  and  liberal  spirit, 
that  will  be  quite  enough  to  prevent  any 
further  outbreak  of  tithe  riots,  and  such 
a  Bill  as  we  are  now  discussing  is  un- 
necessary and  uncalled  for. 

Mr.  FARQUHARSON  (Dorset,  W.): 
I  wish  to  express  my  regret  that  the 
Government  have  brought  forward  this 
Bill  at  all.  Possibly  it  may  be  neces- 
sary that  greater  power  should  be  given 
to  titheowners  to  assert  their  rights  in 
Wales,  but  there  is  scarcely  a  tenant- 
farmer  in  England  who  will  not  consider 
the  Bill  a  reflection  upon  his  honour. 
In  no  instance  has  it  been  proved  that 
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the  opposition  to  tithe  in  Eagland  has 
beea  founded  on  anything  else  but 
inability  to  pay  tithe.  At  the  present 
time,  when  the  farmers  are  scarcely 
able  to  pay  their  rent  or  their  tithe,  it 
is  most  impolitic  to  bring  in  a  measure 
which  will  encourage  titheowners  to 
recover  in  an  arbitrary  and  hasty 
manner.  I  had  certainly  hoped  that 
when  a  measure  of  this  sort  was  brought 
forward,  not  only  the  interests  of  tithe- 
owners,  but  also  the  interests  of  the 
tithepayers  would  have  been  considered. 
It  does  not  seem  right  that  we  should 
have  a  Bill  carried  through  Parliament 
which  will  largely  increase  the  value  of 
the  property  of  the  tithe  owners,  and 
considerably  decrease  the  resisting 
power  of  the  tithepayers.  As  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  may  say  that  I  shall  support 
the  Government  in  the  Lobby,  not 
because  I  approve  of  the  Bill,  but 
because  they  have  given  a  distinct 
assurance  that  the  sting  of  the  measure  is 
withdrawn,  and  that  the  power  of  im- 
prisonment will  not  be  enforced.  On 
these  terms,  and  these  alone,  will  I  vote 
for  the  measure. 

Mr.  art  hue  WILLIAMS  (Gla- 
morgan, S.) :  I  confess  that  since  the 
Bill  has  been  in  my  hands,  and  espe- 
cially since  this  discussion  commenced, 
I  have  been  at  a  loss  to  understand  why 
the  Government  have  brought  this  pro- 
posal forward.  What  can  they  expect 
to  gain  by  introducing  such  a  measure  ? 
In  the  first  place,  it  is  clear  that,  instead 
of  introducing  peace  into  the  Princi- 
pality, the  Bill  will  increase  the  distrac- 
tion which  reigns  there  on  the  tithe 
question ;  it  will  renew  the  feeling  of 
irritation  which  happier  councils  had 
allayed  and  dissipated,  and  one  hon. 
Member,  who  represents  a  district  in 
which  the  feelings  between  the  people 
and  the  police  have  been  most  strained, 
has  assured  the  House  that  if  the 
measure  is  passed  it  will  do  a  great  deal 
of  harm.  And  yet,  at  this  late  stage  of 
the  Session,  when  we  have  so  much 
need  for  every  spare  moment  for  more 
important  business,  the  House  is  called 
upon  to  spend  a  night  in  considering  a 
weak  and  futile  Bill— a  Bill  introducing 
a  new  metbol  of  procedure  which  is 
not  wanted,  and  which  will  entirely  fail 
in  its  effect.  It  is  admitted  on  all 
liands — even  by  the  supporters  of  the 
Government  who  have  spoken  and  who 
have  damned  the  Bill  with  faint  praise 
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— that  the  Government  proposal  fails  to 
deal  with  the  great  question  of  the 
adjustment  of  the  tithe,  which  has 
been  raised  during  the  late  years  of 
agricultural  depression.  It  will  fai! 
completely  to  relieve  the  tenant-farmer 
in  periods  of  difficulty,  and  it  leaves 
untouched  the  practical  questions  which 
ought  to  be  dealt  with.  Now,  I  pro- 
pose to  deal  with  the  matter  from  the 
point  of  view  of  a  Welsh  Member. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  Bill  is  a  most 
unfortunate  one — it  is  a  feeble  attempt 
to  suppress  by  a  new  mode  of  pro3edare 
what  the  Welsh  people  believe  to  be  a 
great  Constitutional  right,  i.e.,  the 
power  to  make  a  public  yet  peace- 
ful protest  against  what  they 
consider  to  be  an  unjust  law;  and 
nothing  that  the  Home  Secretary  can 
say  will  persuade  the  people  of  the  Prin- 
cipality that  the  Bill,  if  passed,  will  not 
rob  them  of  a  Constitutional  right.  They 
have  a  conscientious  feeling  that  the 
tithe  is  not  properly  due  to  the  people 
to  whom  it  is  now  legally  payable.  They 
believe  —  and  they  have  reason  to 
believe ~that  the  proceeds  of  the  first 
charge  upon  the  land  should  be  ap- 
plied in  other  ways.  They  recognize 
the  existence  of  a  law  which  compels 
them  to  pay  the  tithe;  but  they  also 
hold  that  if  the  law  is  enforced,  they 
have  a  right  to  use  the  occasion  of  its 
enforcement  as  an  opportunity  for  a 
Constitutional  protest  against  the  appli- 
cation of  the  tithes  in  Waled.  If  thie 
Bill  passes  into  law,  the  whole  of  the 
Welsh  people  will  resent  it  and  resist  it. 
They  desire  to  make  this  known.  What 
is  the  attitude  they  have  taken  up?  It 
is  that  of  protesting,  as  our  forefathera 
have  protested  from  time  to  time  during^ 
the  whole  of  our  history.  It  is  the  old, 
old  story ;  it  is  a  repetition  of  what  took 
place  50  years  ago  in  Ireland,  where,  ia 
1831,  there  were  7,000,000  of  people^ 
of  whom  830,000  belonged  to  the  rro* 
testant  minority,  the  rest  being  Romao 
Catholics,  and  mostly  poor  peasanta. 
Over  6,000,000  of  a  poor,  wretched,  half- 
starved  peasantry  had  to  pay  tithes  is 
Ireland  for  the  support  of  an  alieifc 
Church — the  Church  of  those  few  who* 
owned  almost  all  the  land  and  almost* 
all  the  realisable  property  in  the  coun- 
try. But  that  was  not  all.  In  times  of 
terrible  depression  they  found  it  impos- 
sible not  only  to  pay  the  tithe,  but  aIso» 
to  pay  the  exorbitant  rents  which  wer» 
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being  extorted  from  tliem,  and  so  they 
reststed.    What  happened  then  was  in- 
finitely more  terrible  than  anything  that 
bas  happened  in  Wales.   The  ascendant 
minority  in  Ireland  made  use   of  the 
armed  forces  of  the  Crown,  as  unhappily 
now,  in  violation  of  our  Oonstitutional 
Tights,  they  make  use  of  those  forces  in 
compelling    civil    process.     The  result 
was  dreadful  slaughter,  whiob  lasted  for 
years.    There  was  no  occasion  on  which 
tithes  were  attempted  to  be  levied  that 
the  soldiers  did  not  come  into  collision 
with  the  peasants;  fierce  bloodshed  fol- 
lowed, and  there  was  dreadful  loss  of 
life  until  one  man — Thomas  Drummond 
— appeared  in  Ireland,  and  refused  to 
lend  the  forces  of  the  Crown  for    the 
purpose  of  enforcing  civil  process.     Di- 
rectly he  declared  that  the  military  and 
police  should  only  be  called  out  to  sup- 
press riot,   the  whole  aspect  of  affairs 
changed,  and  from  that  moment  peace 
took  the  place  of  disorder,   although 
the    contest    over    the    tithe   question 
did  not  cease    until    the    year    1870. 
As  long  as  Mr.   Drummond   was   Un- 
der   Secretary    for    Ireland    the '  peo- 
ple   had    faith    in     him.       Well,     in 
Wales  the  authorities  have  been  weak, 
foolish,  and  wicked  enough  to  call  out 
the  police  and  soldiery  to  assist  in  these 
•distraints.     Can  you  conceive  anything 
more  irritating  and  more  ezasperatiog 
— more  likely  to  bring  about  a  collision 
— than  this  calling  out  of  policemen  and 
soldiers  in  order  to  intimidate  the  most 
law-abiding  people  in  the  world  ?     Of 
course,  they  would  not  stand  it ;  and  I 
am  not  surprised  at  it.     I  will  give  the 
House  an  illustration  of  what  has  taken 
place.   I  happened  last  January  twelve- 
month to  be  down  in  Pembrokeshire, 
and  I  was  told  there  was  going  to  be 
some  terrible  business.     I  took  an  early 
strain   and  alighted  at  a   little  village 
station,    the    platform    of    which    was 
occupied  by  a  body  of  policemen  drawn 
up  in   military  array.     I   overheard    a 
conversation  between    two    policemen. 
One  asked — **  Well,  what  are  we  going 
to   do  to-day?''     '*  Aye,'*   replied    the 
other,  *^  we'll  show  them  we're  as  good 
as  the  redcoats."     I  at  once  went  to  the 
Chief  Constable,  t'jld  him  what  I  had 
heard,  and  suggested  t^  him  it  was  a 
serious  thing  to  take  men  in  this  temper 
among  a  peaceful  people.     He  was  wise 
enough  to  realize  the   gravity  of   the 
aituation.    I  accompanied  the  force,  and 
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I  told  the  people  that  I  was  a  Welsh 
Magistrate  and  a  Welsh  Member.     I 
assured  them  they  were  entitled  to  ex- 
press their  opinions  in  an  open  and 
public  manner.    Well,  they  did  nothing 
which  could  even  provoke  a  breach  of 
the  peace;  the  greatest  good  humour 
prevailed   throughout   the    whole  pro- 
ceeding.     The    people    are    naturally 
angry  when  they  see  that  they  are  being 
dragooned ;  they    will  not    stand    it ; 
they  will  obey  the  law  within  the  limits 
of   the  Constitution,   but   they  have  a 
right    to    protest     against    an    unjust 
law,  and    they  should   be    allowed    to 
do  so  without  being  intimidated.     It  is 
not  necessary  we  should  have  these  new 
Acts  relating  to  County  Court  procedure, 
and  I  do  hope  that  the  Government  will 
relieve  itself  of  the  grave  responsibility 
of  pressing  forward  this  measure.    Just 
think  for  a  moment  of  the  position  with 
which  we  now  stand.    We  are  approach- 
ing the  end- of  a  long  Session ;  surely, 
we  have  already  had  enough  time  need- 
lessly occupied  in  futile  business  without 
spending  two  or  three  nights  over  this 
Bill.     The  feeling  in  the  Principality  is 
so  deep,  and  the  idea  is  so  thoroughly 
rooted    in     the    mind  of    the    Welsh 
people  that   the  Bill  is  intended  to  be  a 
Coercion  Bill,  that  it  will  be  the  duty 
of  the  Welsh  Members — and    I  bopi) 
that  in    this  we  shall  be    assisted   by 
other   Members  of  the    House — to   do 
everything  in  our  power  to  prevent  the 
Bill  passing  into    law.      1   hope    the 
Government  will  recognize  the  fact  that 
their  supporters  are  indifferent  as  to  the 
fate  of  this  measure.     Last  Session  you 
tried  a  very  much  more  comprehensive 
scheme ;  you  tried,  in  fact,  to  imitate  the 
experiment  of  Irish  legislation  in  1836. 
But  you  did  not  do  it  effectually.     Tou 
bribed  the  landlords  in  Ireland  to  pay 
the  tithe  by  giving  them  25  per  cent 
of  the  value,   but    after  all   you    did 
for   them  they    are  now    complaining 
bitterly  of  the  fixed  charge  upon  their 
estates.      Tou  had   to  withdraw  your 
Bill  last  year,  and  I  venture  to  tell  you 
that   you    will  never  settle    the   tithe 
question  unless  you,  or  somebody  else, 
deal  with    it  in    a   broader   and   more 
comprehensive    manner.     In   Wales  it 
will  never  be  settled  until  the  tithes  are 
applied  to  national  purposes.     It  is  per- 
fectly idle  to  urge— as  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  did — that  the  Welsh  people  are 
I  receiving  a  much  larger    contribution 
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than  is  derived  by  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  from  "Wales  itself.  We 
were  told  that  while  Wales  pays 
£30,000  in  tithes,  the  Principality  gets 
hack  £64,000.  But  that  is  one  of  the 
things  of  which  Welshmen  bitterly  com- 
plain, and  which  they  resent  most 
deeply.  The  money  does  not  come  back 
to  the  Welsh  peasantry  or  the  Welsh 
farmers.  It  goes  into  the  pockets  of  the 
Bishops  and  the  clergy,  into  the  pockets 
of  the  very  people  whom  the  Welsh  regard 
as  intruders,  and  as  being  in  tho  Princi- 
pality to  perform  no  legitimate  or  useful 
functions,  because  the  Welsh  people 
have  provided  themselves  with  their 
own  places  of  worship  and  their  own 
ministers,  and  the  £60,000  a  year  goes 
to  the  support  of  a  comparatively  small 
body  of  clergymen  who  minister  to  the 
wants  of  a  small  minority  of  the  people 
— a  minority  mainly  composed  of 
Englishmen.  These  things  provoke 
bitter  animosity  ;  why  seek  to  continue 
it  by  pressing  forward  this  needless 
measure?  What  does  the  Bill  really 
mean  ?  When  I  first  read  it,  I  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  as  it  was  drawn  it 
meant  that  a  failure  of  a  levy 
for  tithe  under  tho  County  Court 
procedure  would  be  followed  by  per- 
sonal liability.  However  that  may  be, 
I  am  quite  willing  to  accept  the  assur- 
ance of  the  Home  Secretary  that  this  is 
not  the  intention  of  the  Government, 
and  that  it  will  be  safeguarded  against. 
Therefore,  we  get  rid  of  any  chance  of 
putting  into  prison  a  farmer  who 
refuses  to  pay  tithes.  Then  what  is  the 
advantage  to  be  gained  from  this  Bill  ? 
Instead  of  going  on  to  the  premises  and 
levying  a  distress  by  a  {special  bailiff, 
you  must  appeal  to  the  County  Court, 
go  through  an  expensive  pro- 
cedure, time  and'money  are  wasted,  and, 
after  all,  in  the  end  the  same  sort  of 
distraint  will  have  to  be  levied,  and  very 
likely  by  the  same  bailiff.  What  is  the 
use  of  inventing  this  perfectly  fatuous 
new  procedure  when  the  present  system 
of  distress  will  answer  all  purposes? 
Let  me,  in  conclusion,  ask  do  you  think 
that  if  you  spend  two  or  three  days  in 
passing  this  Bill  into  law,  you  will  be 
expending  the  time  of  the  Session  use- 
fully ?  I  venture  to  think  you  will  not, 
and  I  warn  tho  Government  that  a 
grave  responsibility  will  rest  upon  them 
if  they  persist  in  pressing  forward  this 
measure. 

Hr,  Arthur  TFilhame 


BahonDIMSD ALE  (Herts,  Hitchin): 
I  wish  the  Government  had  dealt  with 
this  matter  in  a  more  complete  and 
comprehensive  manner.  This  is  a  ques- 
tion which  seriously  affects  the  positioQ 
of  the  Church,  and  the  diflSculty  i» 
rapidly  extending  to  the  Eastern  coun- 
ties. It  will  be  remembered  by  those 
who  have  studied  the  past  history  of  the 
tithe  question,  that  in  the  year  1881  the* 
Eichmond  Commission  reported  that  the 
time  would  come  when  the  payment  of 
the  tithe  would  have  to  be  placed  com-- 
pulsorily  on  the  land  owners.  That,, 
indeed,  was  the  intention  of  the  settle- 
ment of  1836,  and  I  think  it  is  verjr 
much  to  be  regretted  that  an  opportunity 
has  not  been  taken  to  solve  the  tithe 
question  upon  that  basis.  I  think,  how- 
ever, that  in  addition  to  such  a  measure 
it  would  be  wise  to  have  some  complete 
and  well-considered  system  of  tithe 
redemption,  because  although  it  may  bo 
true  that  you  make  the  payment  of  the 
tithe  by  the  landowner  compulsory  there 
are  other  persons  who  are  affected,  sacli 
as  the  small  freeholders,  who  would  con- 
sider it  a  great  hardship  to  pay  the 
tithe,  and  therefore  this  question  oould 
not  be  adequately  settled  unless  you 
couple  with  the  payment  of  the  tithe  by 
the  land  owner  a  judicious  measure  of 
tithe  redemption.  I  own  I  am  one  of 
those  who  think  that  this  Bill  does  not 
go  far  enough,  because  it  deals  merely 
with  the  fringe  of  the  question  :  but,  at 
the  same  time,  I  think  we  shall  not  be 
acting  inconsistently  in  adopting  it.  It 
is  desirable  that  we  should  pass  some 
such  measure  as  this,  because  it  wiD 
pave  the  way  for  that  complete  and  final 
settlement  which  I  think  most  persons 
are  anxious  should  be  carried  out.  The 
object  of  the  Bill  is  to  improve  the  present 
procedure,  and  to  substitute  a  County 
Court  process  for  the  unreasonable  ana 
antiquated  system  of  distress ;  and  I  be- 
lieve that  if  you  make  this  change  yoti 
will  get  rid  of  a  good  deal  of  the  irrita- 
tion which  is  now  caused  by  the  enforoe- 
ment  of  the  payment  of  the  tithe.  I 
cannot  quite  understand  why  the  power 
of  distraint  is  retained  in  the  Bui.  I 
think  it  desirable  that  we  should  have 
only  the  new  and  the  simpler  remedy 
provided  by  the  County  Court prooedure* 
and  that  we  should  take  the  opportunity 
of  getting  rid  of  that  old-fashioned  wea- 
pon of  distraint.  I  hope  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  pass  this  Bill  as  rapidly  as 
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possible,  because  by  so  doing  they  will 
paye  the  way  to  a  complete  and  final 
settlement  of  this  question,  which  I 
trust  will  be  secured  at  no  very  distant 
date.  I  believe  that  by  a  judicious 
measure  of  commutation  we  may  relieve 
agpriculture  of  a  burden  at  once  heavy 
and  injurious  to  its  interests,  and  at  the 
same  time  improve  the  position  of  the 
receivers  of  the  tithe. 

8iE  T.  GROVE  (Wilts,  Wilton) :  The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken 
seemed  to  be  a  victim  to  the  fallacy  that 
by  paesing  this  Bill  he  would  do  away 
with  the  principle  of  distraint. 

Baron  DIMSDALE  :  Pardon  me.  I 
did  not  say  that.  What  I  want  is  to 
have  the  power  of  distraint  taken  away, 
and  to  have  substituted  for  it  the  County 
Court  process. 

SiB  T.  GROVE :  What  I  contend  is, 
that  if  you  do  away  with  the  power  now 
exercised  by  the  tithe  owner,  he  will  still 
be  unable  to  get  the  money  except  by 
distraint.  The  process  will  be  this :  the 
person  who  refuses  to  pay  the  tithe  will 
oe  put  into  the  County  Court,  the  debtor 

Eossibly  will  refuse  to  pay,  and  the 
ailiff  will  then  go  on  to  the  premises 
and  seize,  if  necessary,  not  only  the  stock 
and  crops  on  the  farm,  but  any  per- 
sonal property  he  may  find  in  the 
debtor's  house.  Tou  do  not  get  rid  of 
the  law  of  distraint ;  you  simply  adopt 
a  more  cumbrous  process  of  doing  exactly 
the  same  thing  as  you  do  now.  A  great 
many  hon.  Members  seem  to  think  that 
by  this  new  process  you  will  avoid  the 
friction  which  now  exists  between  a 
clergyman  who  distrains  and  his  tenants. 
Do  you  think  that  the  tenants  will  have 
a  bit  more  good  feeling  towards  the 
clergyman  who  distrains  under  this  Bill 
than  he  has  towards  the  clergyman  who 
uses  the  present  process  of  distraint? 
We  are  wilfully  wasting  a  great  deal  of 
time,  and  if  the  Government  carry  their 
Bill  they  will  be  in  exactly  the  same 
position  as  they  are  now.  In  my  own 
county  the  clergy  have  in  many  cases 
made  reductions  of  tithe,  and  showed 
sympathy  with  the  tenants  under  agri- 
cultural depression  ;  and  what  has  been 
the  result  ?  The  tenants  have  tried  to 
meet  them  in  every  possible  way  ;  and 
there  is  no  occasion  for  such  a  coercive 
measure  as  that  now  proposed  by  the 
Government.  If  the  Government  pro- 
ceed with  the  Bill,  contrary  to  the  advice 
of  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 


House,  the  measure  will  never  get 
through  Committee,  but  will  be  chal- 
lenged on  every  point.  No  measure  in 
regard  to  the  tithe  question  will  be 
satisfactory  unless  it  includes  a  plan  of 
redemption,  and  any  Government  which 
undertakes  to  deal  with  this  great  sub- 
ject ought  to  include  the  question  of 
redemption  in  its  scheme.  The  present 
Bill  will  no  doubt  increase  the  value  of 
the  tithes ;  and,  therefore,  if  a  plan  of 
redemption  be  brought  forward  on  a 
future  occasion,  it  will  put  the  tithe 
owner  in  a  much  better  position  than 
that  which  he  now  occupies.  Even  if 
the  Bill  gets  through  a  second  reading, 
I  hope  the  Government  will  be  wise  in 
time  and  not  endeavour  to  pass  it 
through  Committee,  because  if  they  do 
it  will  cause  them,  both  now  and  here- 
after, more  trouble  than  they  have  any 
idea  of. 

Sib  roper  LETHBRIDGE  (Ken- 
sington,  N.)  :  If  this  Bill  is  likely  to 
be  so  futile  and  inoperative  a  measure 
as  is  represented  by  the  last  speaker, 
and  by  other  hon.  Members  opposite, 
I  do  not  quite  see  how  it  can  increase 
the  value  of  the  tithe  as  they  contend 
it  will  do.  Surely  the  two  statements 
are  contradictory.  As  a  supporter  of 
the  Bill,  I  quite  admit  that  a  very 
strong  and  very  reasonable  objection  to 
the  Bill  is  taken  by  those  who  complaiz2 
of  its  being  an  incomplete  measure. 
Sir,  it  is  avowedly  and  admittedly  an 
incomplete  measure.  It  is  perfectly 
obvious  to  those  who  have  carefully 
followed  the  history  of  the  tithe  ques- 
tion of  late  years  that  no  measure 
will  be  ultimately  satisfactory  as 
a  solution  of  the  question  which 
does  not  provide  an  equitable  sys- 
tem for  the  redemption  of  the  tithe. 
It  is  equally  obvious  that  there  must  be 
some  scheme  for  the  more  regular  ad- 
justment of  the  tithe  to  the  quality  and 
producing  power  of  the  land  on  which 
it  is  levied.  There  are,  undoubtedly, 
many  other  points  that  will  have  to  be 
settled  before  this  great  and  important 
question  can  be  regarded  as  ultimately 
disposed  of.  Only  a  short  time  ago  I 
myself  came  to  know  of  a  parish  where 
the  land  was  going  out  of  cultivation, 
and  the  place  was  becoming  almost 
depopulated,  owing  to  the  agricultural 
depression  and  to  the  fact  that  the  tithe 
was  really  larger  than  the  rent- produ- 
cing power  of  the  land.     Therefore,  J 
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must  entirely  Bympathize  with  my  hon. 
Friend    the   Member  for  the    Maldon 
Division  (Mr.  0.  Gray),  who  complains 
of  similar  circumstances ;  but  I  appeal 
to  my  hon.  Friend  to  remember  that 
half  a  loaf  is  better  than  no  bread,  and 
especially  in  re(|;ard  to  this  particular 
Bill,  which  deals  with  that  part  of  the 
question  that  is  of  the  first  and  most 
pressiDg    importance.     And    my    hon. 
Friend  will  surely  remember  what  has 
been  the  pressure  on  the  time  of  the 
Government,  and  will  bear  in  mind  that 
Ministers    cannot  accomplish    impossi- 
bilities. They  cannot  drive  four  coaches 
abreast  through  a  narrow  place  like  old 
Temple  Bar,  and  I  do  trust  my  hon. 
Friend  will  see  his  way  cordially  to 
support  the  Bill.     Surely  the  measure 
does  deal  with  the  most  pressing  point. 
The  objection  taken  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Saffron  Walden  Division  (Mr. 
H.  Gardner],  that  it  will  not  be  opera- 
tive, is  entirely  baseless,  inasmuch  as  it 
does  all  that  can  be  done  at  present  to 
put  an  end  to  the  crying  scandal  of  the 
scenes  we  have  all  witnessed  with  so 
much  pain  in  connection  with  the  levy- 
ing of  distress  for  tithe  in  Wales.    The 
evils  of  the  pre8ent|  system  will  at  any 
^ate  be  greatly  modified  by  substituting 
for  the  present  process  the  more  reason- 
-sble  one  of  the  County  Court.    That 
alone,  in  my  opinion,  is  ample  reason 
why  the  Government  should  press  this 
'Bill  through  Parliament,  and  I  sincerely 
hope  they  will  do  it.    The  hon.  Member 
for  the  Saffron  Walden  Division  admits 
-  himself  that  the  present  system  of  levy- 
ing tithe  is  objectionable.     The  hon. 
Member  does  not  tell  us,  at  any  rate  in 
^ terms,  that  he  repudiates  the  legally 
^binding  nature  of  tithes.    He  does  not 
•deny  that,  as  the  law  stands  at  present, 
they  are  payments  legally  due  to  the 
tithe  owners.     The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  spoke  euphemistically 
about  resistance  to  the  payment  of  tithes 
in  Wales.  He  said  he  thought  people  did 
not  actually  resist  the  tithes,  but  allowed 
them  to  be  enforced.    But  the  allowing 
them  to    be    enforced    produces    such 
ficenes  as  those  which  we  deplore,  and 
fluch  scenes  as  the  hon.  Member  who 
spoke  last  specially  deprecated  as  the 
result  of  the  employment  of  police  and 
military  in  support  of  the  civil  powers. 
These  things  are  greatly  to  be  depre- 
cated;   but,    under    the    present    cir- 
cumstances,     they      are      absolutely 

Sir  Roper  Lethhridge 


inevitable.      The    hon.    Member    for 
the  Saffron  Walden  Division  objects  to 
the  Bill  because  it  provides  a  reasonable 
method  of  recovering  what  he  does  not 
deny  is  a  just   and    reasonable   debt. 
Some  hon.  Members  have  spoken  of  the 
Welsh  tithe  payers  having  conscientious 
objections  to  the  payment  of  the  tithe  in 
support  of  a  Church  of  whose  teaching 
they   do   not  approve,  as  if  that  fact 
were  reasonable  excuse  for  their  refusing 
to  pay.     Well,|Sir,  in  the  first  place,  I 
would  ask  the  hon.  Member  to  say  what 
he  thinks  about  the  lay  owners  of  tithes. 
Their  rights  surely  ought  to   be  con- 
sidered.    I  could   understand   a  man. 
saying — ''  I  have  a  conscientious  objec- 
tion to  pay  tithes,  and  I  will  suffer  a 
loss  rather  than  violate  my  conscience  ; 
I  will  sever  my  connection  with  the 
land ;  I  will  retire  from  an  occupation 
that  forces  me  to  violate  my  conscience." 
I    should  think  such  a  proceeding  a 
highly  Quixotic  one,  but  at  any  rate  it 
would  be  a  moral  one.   When,  however, 
a  man  says  he  has  a  conscientious  objec- 
tion to  paying  tithes,  and  therefore  puts 
the  money  in  his  own  pocket,  keeps  that 
which  he  knows  to  belong  to  somebody 
else,  and  allows  the  law  to  be  enforced 
before  he  pays,  all  I  can  says  is  I  do 
not  understand  the  morality  of  such  a 
proceeding.     It  reminds  me  of  what 
I    think    I    may    call    the     famous 
remark    sometimes    attributed  to    the 
hon.  Member  for   Northampton    (Mr. 
Labouchere),  when  he  said  of  a  certain 
celebrated  statesman,  *'  I  do  not  object 
to    the  right  hon.  Gentleman  always 
finding  he  has  got  an  ace  up  his  sleeve, 
but  I  do  object  to  his  saying  that  a 
Divine  Providence  placed  it  there."    In 
my  opinion,  the  mere  fact  that  this  Bill 
will    provide    a    rational    method  for 
recovering  just  payments,  and  will  do 
away — to  the  utmost  extent  compatible 
with  legality  and  justice — with  those 
painful  scenes  which  have  recently  been 
witnessed  in  Wales,  is  quite  sufficient 
justification    for    the    passing    of   the 
measure,  and  I  hope  the  Government 
will  pel  severe  with  it. 
♦Mr.   F.   S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye) :  It  is  perfectly  consistent  on  the 
part   of  hon.    Gentlemen  who  oppose 
this  Bill  to  say  that  while  they  think  it 
will   be  futile   and  useless   as  far  as 
remedying  the  grievances  of  the  tithe 
payers  is  concerned,  it  will  yet  be  per* 
nicious  in  its  operation,  inasmuch  ns  it 
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establishes  a  new  principle  not  only  as  to 
the  practice  of  collecting  tithes,  but  also 
as  to  the  theory  on  which  tithes  are 
based,  because,  instead  of  effecting  a 
permanent    settlement     of     the     pre- 
sent   difficulty    in    Wales,     it    has    a 
tendency  to  aggravate  and  intensify  the 
existing  discontent  against  the  payment 
of  tithes  as  a  whole.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  introduced  the  Bill  de- 
fended it  on  the  ground  that  it  wss  a  little 
Bill.    It  is  a  little  Bill,  in  the  sense  that 
it  is  short,  but  it  is  by  no  means  little  in 
its  applicatioD.     It  will  apply  not  only 
to  Wales,  but  to  the  Eastern  Counties 
of  England,  three  of  which,  as  has  been 
said  by  a  previous  speaker,  pay  no  less 
than  one-fifth  of  the  whole  amount  of 
tithe  payable.     The  Preeident  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  made  use  of  one  very 
pregnant  sentence  in  the  course  of  his 
remarks — a  sentence  which  will  be  re- 
membered and  quoted  hereafter  when 
the  rest  of  this  Debate  is  forgotten — 
when  he  referred  to  the  possible  rever- 
sionary interest  which  the  people  have 
in   this  great   national    property.      In 
making  that  admission,  he  made  one 
with  which  most  Members  on  this  side 
of  the  House  will  be  disposed  to  agree. 
The  right   hon.   Gentleman    used   the 
admission    for   the   purpose   of    show- 
ing    that    hon.    Gentlemen     who,    in 
opposing    the     Bill,    do    anything    to 
diminish  the  actual  amount  of  the  tithes 
paid,  are,  by  so  doing,  diminishing  the 
ultimate  amount  of  what  may  come  to 
be   the  property  of  the    nation  itself. 
The  question,  whether  the  nation  has  a 
moral  right  to  this  property  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  is  an   abstract  question,  and 
the  question  of  whether  it  will  eventually 
have  an  actual  right  to  it  is  a  question 
of   prophecy.     There  is    one    question 
which  is  an  actual  question  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  and  that  is,  who  is  it  who 
pays  the  tithe,  and  upon  whom  does  this 
burden  ultimately  fall  ?     I  think  I  shall 
be  able   to   show  that  the  burden  ulti- 
mately falls  upon  the  nation  as  a  whole. 
In  the  first  place,  it  will  be  generally 
admitted  it  cannot  fall  on  the  tenant, 
because,    if  tithes   were   abolished  to- 
morrow,  that   would  be  a  present  to 
the  landlord.      It  cannot  fall   on    the 
labourer,    because  the    fluctuations    in 
the    wages    of  labourers    are    due    to 
well   ascertainable  and  well  ascertained 
causes.     It  cannot   fall  on    the    land- 
lord,   because    the    landlord,    or    his 


father,  or    his  ancestors    bought  the 
land  subject  to  a  certain  payment  Upon 
whom,  then,  does  the  burden  fall?    I 
think  we  can  judge  from  this  analogy 
that  in  all  counties  in  which  tithes  have 
been    abolished    there    exists    a  very 
heavy  taxation  upon  land^a  taxation 
more  than  equivalent,  in  some  cases,  to 
the  tithes  paid  here ;  and  if  tithes  were 
abolished  it  would  probably  follow  that 
there  would  be  imposed  upon  land  an 
additional  taxation  about  equal  to  the 
tithe  paid  at  the  present  time.     The 
money  that  would,  under  these  circum- 
stances, go  into  the  pocket  of  the  nation 
as  a  whole  now  goes  into  the  pocket  of 
a  limited  number  of  individuals ;  and, 
therefore,  I  say  that  the  burden  of  pay- 
ment ultimately  falls  on  the  nation  as  a 
whole.  The  fact,  however, that  the  nation 
may  have    an    ultimate    right    to  the 
tithe,  and  that  the  burden  falls  upon  it 
now  seems  to  me  no  reason  whatever 
why,  when  there  is  an  admitted  griev- 
ance, as  in  the  present  case.  Parliament 
should   not  deal  with  that  grievance. 
This  Bill  provides  an  entirely  partial 
and  one-sided  settlement  of  thedifficulty. 
It  does  nothing  with  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  re-adjustment.     An  hon.  Mem- 
ber on  this  side  of  the  House  spoke  of 
the  com  averages  question.     That  is  a 
subject  on  which  a  rather  keen  interest 
is  felt    in  some  quarters.    Some  fifty 
years  ago,  when  the  price  of  corn  was 
high,  the  farmers  sent  all  their  corn  to 
market,  and,  therefore,  the  calculation 
was  made  on  all  the  corn.     At  the  pre^ 
sent  time,  when  the  price  is  very  low, 
they    only    send    their    best    com    to 
market,  and,  therefore,  the  calculation 
is  now  made  only  on  the  best  quality, 
and  to  that  extent  is    unfair  to    the 
tenant.    As    to  the  question,  whether 
tithe    should  be  paid  directly  by  the 
owner,  it  has  twice  been  pointed  out  in 
this  House — once  in  the  Debate  on  the 
Agricultural  Holdings'  Bill  and  again 
by  the  former  Member  for  Southwark 
(Mr.  Thorold  Rogers) — that  there  is  a 
certain  lever  in  the  hands  of  the  land- 
lords at  the  present  time  owing  to  the 
loss  incurred  by  the  tenant  in  giving  up 
his  holding.     To  that  extent  I  contend 
we  must  make  a  certain  allowance  and 
a  certain  qualification  in  saying  it  is  a 
matter    of    indifference     whether    the 
tithes  are  paid  by  the  tenant  or  by  the 
landlord,  because  the  burden  must,  to 
a  certain  extent,  fall  more  heavily  on 


795        Tithe  Rmt-  Charge 


{COMMONS} 


Secaverff  BilL 


706 


to  ayoid  just  obligations.    This  principle 
is  one  that  I  hope  even  thehon.  Member 
will  recognise,  namely  the  principle  that 
by  paying  tithes  without  a  solemn  and 
earnest  protest  the  T^elsh  people  would 
be  maintaining    a  system  which  their 
consciences  condemn  as  inimical  to  the 
public  welfare.     Now  these  tithes,  at 
any  rate  throughout  the  Principality, 
have  been  associated  with  the  support 
of  the  Church.    I  am  very  much  sur- 
prised to  find  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man    (Sir     Michael      Hicks     Beach) 
coming  to  us  with    a   letter   from    a 
distressed  clergyman  in   Wales.     We 
sympathise  with  the  distressed  clergy- 
men very  much,  but  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  I  think  the  reply  to  that  letter 
should  have    been    something  to  this 
effect — **  I  am  very  much  surprised  that 
you,  a  member  of  the  wealthiest  religious 
association  in   the  world,  should  have 
been  obliged  to  write  such  a  letter  as 
that  to  me.    If  you  only  look  outside 
the  walls  of  your  own  church  you  will 
see    dotted    about    the  neighbourhood 
three  or  four  chapels,  the  ministers  of 
which  have  no  tithe  provided  for  their 
support,  and   whose  congregations  are 
not  drawn  from  the  richer  classes  and 
are  not  of  high  social  position  such  as 
those  who  attend  your  own  church,  and 
I  am  surprised  that  you  should  have 
been  obliged  because  of  the  default  of 
those  to  whom  you  administer  to  write 
such  a  letter  of  complaint."      It  is  a 
scandal,  we  admit  that  it  is  a  scandal, 
that  such  a  letter  should  be  written. 
But  the  scandal  does  not  rest  on  those 
who  refuse  to  pay  tithes  so  much  as  it 
does  on  those    who   are    ready,    rich 
though  they  may  be,  persons  of  position 
though  they  may  be,  persons  of  high 
character  though  they  may  be,  to  take 
religious   services  at    the    expense    of 
other  people.     It  would  have  been  very 
much   to  the  point  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman     had     said     this— "Those 
wealthy    persons   to    whom  you   have 
very    properly    administered    religious 
services    should    pay   for    what    they 
receive  themselves."     There  has  been, 
no    doubt,      a     considerable    amount 
of     disturbance     in    connection     with 
the  collection    of    tithes.      It    is   said 
that    this    measure  is  promoted  as   a 
measure  of  police,  that  is  the  last  justi- 
fication we  have  had  of  it.    But  I  can 
find  nothing  in  the  Bill  which  answers 
to  the  description  of  it  as  a  measure  of 

Mr*  Warmington 


police.    Tithe   owners   have   now    the 

right  to  levy  tithes  by  distraint,  and  if 

this  Bill  is  passed   they  will  actually 

have  the  same  right  as  they  have  now, 

only  that  it  will  not  be  called  distrainta, 

it  will  be  called  execution,  and  between 

the  time  of  application  for  payment  and 

the  levy  of  distraint  the   tithe   owner 

will  be  able  to  add  some  30  per  cent  to 

the  amount  of  his  claim.     I  should  like 

to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 

Postmaster  General,  who  always  takes  » 

great  interest  in  Welsh  subjeots,   and 

answers  for  the  (Government    on  such 

subjects,  for  which  class  it  is  the  Bill  is 

brought  in.     Surely  not  for  the  tenants^ 

who  will  pay;  that  would  be  absurd* 

Then  will  it  be  said  it  is  brought  in  for 

those  who  are  willing  to  pay.    What^ 

foundation  is  there  for  the  argumeat 

that  they  will  be  more  willing  to  pay  the 

larger  sum;  the  sum  increased  by  the 

addition  of  costs  than  they  are  to  pay 

the  smaller  sum  which  now    can  be 

demanded.    What  warrant  is  there  fer 

saying  that  they  will  be  more  ready  te 

pay  when  the  claim  is  made  by  the 

County  Court  ?    There  is  no  suggestioii 

or  warrant  for  such  a  supposition.    The 

only  difference  will  be   that  you  are 

removing  the  opposition  of  the  tenants 

from  opposition  directed    against   the 

agent  of  the  tithe  owner  to  oppoBition 

directed  against  the  Ministers  of  the 

law ;  and  herein  lies  the  reason  why  the 

Bill  is  introduced.     By  this  Bill,   the 

persons  who  collect  tithes  will  be  able 

to  stand  in  a  different  position  from  e 

mere  bailiff  of  the  tithe  owner.    It  is 

because  Her  Majesty's  Government  ase 

anxious  to  give  the  tithe  owners  some 

new,  some  additional  right,  that  they 

are  desirous  that  this  Bill  should  pass* 

They  are  anxious  that  tithes  should  be 

collected  by  persons  who  if  resisted,  or 

who  if  they  make  an  arrest  and  are  met; 

with  an  attempt  at  reseue,  oould  at  onee 

take  those  who  oppose  them  before  » 

Justice  of  the  Peace.    The  Government 

are  anxious  to  move  the  distraints  whidi 

now    exist  into  a  different    eategory;. 

into  the  category  of  an  execution  under 

the  County  Court,  which  can  be  protected 

by  criminal  proceedings.     That  is  whjir 

the  Government  are  so  anxious  for  thi» 

measure.    Again  it  is  said  that  this  is 

a  substitution  for  the  present  method. 

It  is  not  a  substitution  at  all.      Do  the- 

Government  propose  to  substitute  for 

the  cumbrous  method  of  raising   fta 
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tithe  an  easy,  inexpensive  one  ?    On  the 
contrary,  they  leave  the  cumbrous  ezpen- 
sivemethod  where  it  was.  They  do  not  in 
the  least  abridge   the  rights  of  tithe 
owners  as  they  now  exist.     All  the  Act 
will  do  will  be  to  give  a  remedy  of  a 
very  serious  character.    If  a  man  owes 
tithes  to  the  extent  of  £10  he  will  be 
ticketed    up    and    down    the    country 
throughout  every  trade  circular  as    a 
defaulter,  and  his  credit  thereby  will  be 
very  much  affected.      That  I  suppose 
is   a    desirable    thing  in   the  view  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  that  they 
should  be  able  to  affect  the  credit  of 
those  men,  who,  speaking  from  my  own 
knowledge,   are  conscientious  in  their 
opposition  to  these  tithes.     Upon  these 
the  Qovemment  are  anxious  to  impose 
a  discredit  which  does  not  now  attach  to 
them.     More  than  that,  this  remedy  is 
a  much  more  costly  one  than  the  remedy 
which  now  exists.     I  am  not  speaking 
of  professional  costs.     Apart  altogether 
from  these  there  are  certain  necessary 
fees  attendant  on  County  Court  proceed- 
ings ;  five  per  cent  as  soon  as  the  plaint 
is   entered,  and  then    10  /per  cent  for 
heariDg  fees.     4s.  6d.  in  the  £1  must  go 
before  you  can  arrive  at  the  point  at 
which  the  Act  says  you  may  levy  and 
take  in  execution.     The  costs  very  much 
add  to  the  burden  of  the  tithe.    And 
for  what  purpose  ?     Can  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment   believe  that    those    who, 
rightly  or  wrongly,  object  to  the  tithe 
of  £10  will  not  object  to  the  addition  of 
4s.  6d.  in  the  £1  to  that  £  10  ?  Can  it  be 
the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment that  the  man  who  objects  to  pay 
the  lesser  sum    will  readily  pay    the 
greater.      That    seems   to    me    utterly 
absurd.       I  cannot  help  thinking  the 
Government  have  brought  in  this  mea- 
sure in  order  to  strengthen  the  hold  of 
the  tithe  owner  if  they  can.     This  tithe 
property   has,   as  we  know,  for  years 
been  in   a  perilous  condition,  and   the 
Government  by  this  Bill  are  attempting 
to  give  it  new  strength,  new  life;  so 
that  when  a  comprehensive  Bill  is  intro- 
duced the  present  Bill  may  be  quoted  as 
giving  a  Parliamentary  sanction  to  the 
property,   thus  enabling  it   to   be   re- 
deemed at  a  higher  rate. 
♦Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry) :  I  wonder  whether  the 
hon.  Member  who  talks  about  tithe-rent 
'  charge  being  given  a  new  Parliamentary 
sanction  by  this  Bill  is  aware  that  it 


has  possessed  that  sanction  for  many 
hundred  years  ? 

♦Mr.  WARMINGTON:  Yes,  certainly. 

♦Me.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON :   Th« 
tithe  was  sanctioned  centuries  ago,  and 
was  commuted    into  tithe-rent  charge 
more  than    50    years  old  by  Act    of 
Parliament.    The  tithe  is  national  pro-* 
perty  says  the  hon.  Member,  then  would 
it  not  be  a  good  thing  to  give  the  natioA 
the    means    of    getting    it    collected  ?^ 
The  hon.  Member  who  moved  the  re* 
jection   of    the    Bill    summarised    hia> 
objections  under  four  heads — (1)  it  was 
too  short ;   (2)  it  was  too  long ;  (3)  thart 
he    could    not    understand   it,     which 
he  amply  proved  by  complaining   (4) 
that  it  involved  fine  and  imprisonment. 
How  can  hon.  Members  talk  of  being* 
taken  by  surprise  by  this  Bill,  when 
for  the  last  three  years  promises  have 
been  made  to  deal  with  this  matter; 
at  length  we  have  got  a  Bill  which^ 
though  not  a  very  large  measure,  does 
deal  with   the  question  in  a  practical 
way.  It  is  not  at  all  necessary  to  go  into 
the  origin  of  tithe,  or  to  discuss  whether 
the  property  belongs  to  the  nation  or  to 
this  or  that  individual — tithe  ceased  to  ber 
exclusively  ecclesiastical  property  at  th& 
time  of  Henry  YIII.,  and  hon.  Members 
who  have  spoken  on  the  subject  seem 
to  forget  that  some  tithe  rent  charge 
forms  part  of  the  endowment   of  Non- 
conformist chapels.    This  Bill  is  essen- 
tially a  measure  for  the  promotion  of 
social  order.     It  is  a  police  Bill     It  is  a 
Bill  intended  to  remove  a  legal  difficulty^ 
and  the  ground  on  which  we  ought  to 
support  it  is  that  social  order  has  already 
been    very    gravely  disturbed.      There 
have  been  riots  ;  the  military  have  been 
called   out ;    emergency  men  have  been 
brought  on  the  scene  ;   special  commis- 
sions have  been  appointed ;  police  have 
been  sent  from  one  county  to  another  to 
assist  in  the  enforcement  of  the  law,  all 
because    of    the    unpopularity    of  the 
method     provided     by    law     for    re«> 
covering  just  debts.     By  this  Bill    we 
hope  to  get  rid  of  the  '*  man  in  posses- 
sion/' the  bailiff  is  always  a  most  un- 
popular   person.       As  the  right   hon*. 
Gentleman  the   Member  for  Derby  has 
said,  the  present  method  of  collecting 
tithe      rent      charge     is     a     relic    of 
barbarism.      This    old   system    of    as- 
serting    one's     individual    rights,    by 
personal    instead    of    judicial    agency^ 
ought  to  be  got  rid  of.     Why,  I  ask^ 
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declare  to  be  oflfenaive  and  obnoxious. 
I  hope  the  House  will  seriously  consider 
this  point  before  it  agrees  to  read  this 
Bill  a  second  time.  There  is  not  one 
representatiye  of  the  Principality  of 
Wales  who  can  get  up  in  his  place  and 
assert  that  the  Welsh  people  are  in 
favour  of  this  sort  of  legislation. 
♦Me.  0.  GEAY  (Essex,  Maldon) :  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  in  my  opinion  it 
is  a  mistake  that  a  Bill  of  this  nature 
should  be  the  first  measure  which  this 
House  is  asked  to  -pass  during  the 
present  Parliament  on  this  rexed  ques- 
tion. I  know  that  in  saying  this  I  may 
be  open  to  criticism  on  the  part  of 
hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House 
who  stand  up  for  the  interests  of  the 
Ohurch.  But  I  will  say  to  those  hon. 
Members  that  I  am  just  as  jealous  as 
they  of  the  protection  of  the  property, 
either  of  Church  or  Chapel.  I  have 
always  understood  that  the  property 
in  tithe  rent  is  a  very  difficult 
one  to  describe,  and  when  there  are 
such  contrary  ideas  with  regard  to  the 
character  of  this  charge,  there  is  the 
more  reason  that  the  question 
should  be  thoroughly  gone  into.  I 
think  the  time  has  come  when  this 
question  should  be  fairly  faced,  and  I 
believe  that  it  will  be  in  the  interests 
of  those  who  are  attached  to  the 
Church,  that  it  should  be  faced  in  a 
bold,  a  manly,  and  a  straightforward 
manner.  It  would,  in  my  opinion,  be 
better  in  the  interests  of  the  Church 
and  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  that 
this  question  should  be  firmly  dealt  with 
by  a  Parliament  constituted  as  the 
present  Parliament  is,  rather  than  it 
sl^ould  be  left  to  the  tender  mercies  of 
some  Parliament  which  may,  at  a  future 
day,  succeed  it.  We  are  told  that 
farmers  who  object  to  the  tithe  are 
spoliators,  but  I  do  not  think  they  ob- 
ject to  the  principle  of  the  tithe  itself 
so  much  as  they  do  to  the  amount  of 
the  charge.  There  has  always  been 
something  peculiar  about  this  tithe  rent 
property.  If  we  go  back  to  the  passage 
of  the  Commutation  Acts  in  1835  and 
1836,  we  shall  see  that  the  legislation 
was  rendered  necessary  by  the  reasons 
closely  allied  to  those  which  render  it 
necessary  now.  Fifty  years  or  more 
ago  it  was  found  that  the  altered 
conditions  of  agpriculture  rendered 
the  whole  system  of  levying  tithes 
quite  inapplicable  to    the  then   eust- 
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ing  state  of  things.  It  was  argued 
that  the  improving  farmer  who  was- 
going  in  for  modem  agriculture  was  not 
only  giving  his  quota  to  the  tithe  owner, 
but  that  he  was  also  giving  him  a  direct 
interest  in  the  improvements  the  farmer 
was  then  effecting.  That  was  coi^ 
sidered  a  reason  for  asking  Parlia- 
ment for  a  re  -  adjustment  of  the 
whole  question ;  and  it  was  sup- 
posed that  by  raising  the  tithe  on 
the  prices  of  wheat,  barley,  and  oats, 
the  question  would  be  fairly  settled  for 
a  long  time  to  come.  I  believe  it  did 
settle  the  question  for  a  long  time, 
and  no  one  who  took  part  in  the  passing 
of  those  Acts  could  have  hoped  for  more* 
May  I  ask  the  House  to  consider 
the  great  changes  that  have  taken 
place  in  agriculture  since  1836. 
Then  we  had  Protection.  We  are  told 
that  Protection  is  dead,  and  can  never  be 
resuscitated ;  but  we  know  that  railway 
and  steamship  enterprises  have  turned 
the  agricultural  industry  topsy  turvey. 
Is  it  not  fair,  then,  that  we  should  ask 
that  this  tithe  system  should  be  ovex- 
hauled.  The  Government  do  not  deny 
the  necessity  for  opening  up  the  whole 
question,  but  I  am  told  that  this  BiU 
merely  attempts  to  deal  with  just  one 
little  branch  of  the  question.  The  Engf* 
lish  farmers  have  waited  patiently  year 
after  year  for  10  or  12  long  years  of 
agricultural  ruin,  and  they  have  been 
told  over  and  over  again  that  this  vital 
question  will  be  threshed  out  in  Parlia^ 
ment ;  they  have  continued  to  pay  their 
tithe  as  long  as  they  have  had  the  necee- 
sary  cash  to  meet  the  debt,  and  as  long 
as  the  law  stands  as  it  does  they  wiH 
pursue  the  same  course;  but  having 
been  so  law-abiding  they  ought  to  have 
been  treated  with  more  oonsideration 
than  they  have  experienced.  I  know 
perfectly  well,  or  I  think  I  know,  that 
the  present  Government  have  some  very 
good  intentions  in  connection  with  thie 
matter,  and  I  am  addressing  theee  re- 
marks more  to  the  power  behind  the 
Government  that  is  pushing  them  on, 
and  that  originated  this  measure,  than 
to  the  Government  itself.  I  am  address- 
ing myself  to  the  Church  party,  and,  if 
they  would  allow  me  to  say  so,  I  would 
observe  that  they  have  made  a  vevj 
great  mistake  in  pressing  a  measure  A 
this  sort  to  the  front  before  they  haVe 
stated  what  they  will  do  with  regard  to 
the  whole  question.     It  is  all  yetj  well 
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^or  U8  to  be  told  that  this  Bill  is  only 
the  fringe  of  the  question,  and  that  a 
great  Bill  dealing  with  the  whole  qiies- 
tion  will  be  intrpduced  later  on.  Yes; 
but  when  will  that  be  ?  We  have  come 
to  the  end  of  the  Session,  or  very  nearly 
80,  and  I  hope  we  shall  not  have  to 
€ome  here  again  until  late  in  next 
February.  How  do  we  know  what  may 
not  crop  up  in  the  meantime,  and  how 
do  we  know  that  we  long  sufferiug  far- 
mers of  East  Anglia  may  not  have  to  go 
on  suffering  for  years  to  come  without 
redress  ?  If  I  voted  for  this  Bill  instead 
of  standing  up  for  the  British  farmers  in 
an  independent  way,  those  who  sent  me 
here  would  say  that  I  had  shown  too 
much  loyalty  to  my  party.  Expressions 
of  approval  at  my  observations  have 
come  from  the  other  side,  and  though  I 
am  thankful  for  them  I  am  sorry  to  gain 
those  expressions  at  the  expense  of  any 
•one  on  this  side.  I  am  thankful  to  hon. 
Members  on  my  own  side  for  the  very 
lenient  way  in  which  they  have  allowed 
me  to  give  my  views  on  this  question. 
With  regard  to  what  has  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Merioneth  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Eye  Division  of 
Suffolk  as  to  the  tithe  being  devoted  to 
national  purposes,  I  must  say  I  think 
it  would  be  a  great  mistake  from  an 
agricultural  point  of  view  if  their  desires 
were  to  be  realized.  I  would  ask  the 
hon.  Member  for  Eye  what  the  farmers 
of  a  Suffolk  parish  would  think  of  the 
arrangement  if  the  £400,  £500,  or  £600 
they  pay  in  the  shape  of  tithes  were 
to  go  away  from  their  parish  and  be 
taken  to  London — to  some  central  office 
at  Whitehall — to  be  spent  all  over  the 
country,  in  Manchester,  Birmingham, 
London,  and  other  large  towns  ?  How 
much  would  the  hon.  Member  be  able 
to  tell  his  constituents  they  would  be 
likely  to  see  returned  to  the  parish^from 
which  it  was  taken  ? 

Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON :  I  did  not 
advocate  anything  of  the  kind.  I  pointed 
out  that  if  tithes  were  to  be  abolished 
to-morrow  in  England,  as  in  other 
countries,  a  tax  would  be  imposed  upon 
land  very  much  corresponding  to  the 
amount  now  levied  in  tithes. 
♦Mr.  C.  gray  :  I  am  glad  the  hon. 
Member  does  not  advocate  the  applica- 
tion of  the  tithe  to  national  purposes, 
but  several  hou.  Members  sitting  on  that 
side  of  the  House  most  decidedly  did  so, 
jand  if  they  will    regard  the    remarks 


which,  perhaps,  too  personally  I  have 
addressed  to  the  hou.  Member  for  Eye, 
as  addressed  t)  them  my  purpose  will 
be  serve  1.  I  should  bo  very  sorry  to 
see  the  money  going  away  from  the 
country  parishes  and  passing  through  a 
London  office.  It  is  bad  enough  when  ^e 
are  short  of  money  to  have  to  pay  the 
last  penny  to  the  clergyman — who  is  not 
always  very  generous — but  we  do  some- 
times get  a  little  deduction  from  him. 
From  the  gentleman  who  would  come 
down  to  us  with  a  black  bag  from  London 
we  should  never  get  a  penny  back. 
Though  I  hope  soon  to  return  to  my 
old  allegiance,  on  this  occasion  I  shall 
be  obliged  to  walk  out  of  the  Lobby 
without  voting. 

♦Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolverhamp- 
ton) :  Although  this  question  must  be 
looked  at  from  an  English  as  well  as 
from  a  Welsh  point  of  view,  after  the 
speeches  we  have  heard  from  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Merioneth  it  is  idle  to  shut  our  eyes 
to  the  fact  that  the  Bill  has  a  peculiar 
bearing  upon  Welsh  interests,  and  any 
alteration  that  may  be  made  must  have 
special  reference  to  Wales.  With 
reference  to  these  two  speeches  to  which 
I  refer  they  suggest  two  observations 
which  I  should  like  to  make  to  the 
House  before  touching  on  the  general 
question.  The  first  is  this :  I  cordially 
concur  with  the  right  hon.  G-entleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
that  it  cannot  be  the  desire  of  any 
section  of  the   House    to    destroy  the 

Froperty  which  is  represented  by  tithes, 
have  no  desire  to  make  a  present  to 
the  land  owners  of  Wales  of  the  tithes 
ohargable  on  their  land,  and  any 
weakening  or  destruction  of  property  in 
tithe  would  not  benefit  the  tenants,  but 
would  put  money  into  the  pockets  of 
the  landlords.  Whatever  our  views 
may  be  as  to  the  appropriation  of  tithes, 
we  are  bound  as  trustees  for  the  public 
to  preserve  that  property  in  its  present 
state.  We  ought  not  to  sanction  any 
legislation  that  would  tend  to  destroy 
the  value  of  that  property,  and  I  am 
sure  that  those  of  my  hon.  Friends  who 
desire  to  see  this  question  dealt  with  on 
a  broad  and  national  principle  will 
support  that  view  of  the  case.  I 
deplore  the  sneers  which  have 
been  levelled  at  the  Welsh  Noncon- 
formists in  the  course  of  this  Debate. 
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It  has  been  suggested  that  the  Welsh 
farmers  have  resisted  payment  of  tithes, 
not  because  of  their  religious  scruples, 
but  because  they  wish  to  save  their 
pockets.  It  is  the  fashion  now-a-days 
not  to  believe  anyone  who  claims  to  have 
a  conscience.  If  a  man  says,  here  or 
elsewhere,  that  he  does  a  thing  from 
conscientious  motives,  an  opinion  un- 
fortunately prevails  that  he  is  not  only 
stating  what  is  untrue  but  is  doing  an 
improper  act  under  the  specious  pretext 
of  being  influenced  by  a  good  motive. 
I  think,  and  I  hope'the  Church  of  Eng- 
land Members  opposite  will  endorse 
what  I  say,  that  when  we  bear  in  mind 
the  history  of  Nonconformity  in  Wales — 
its  splendid  self-sacrifice,  quenchless 
hearty  enthusiasm,  and  magnificent 
generosity.  , Welsh  Nonconformity  is 
not  only  one  of  the  most  precious 
inheritances  of  the  Welsh  people 
but  a  principle  which  we,  as  a  nation, 
ought  to  value ;  and  we  ought  to  give 
some  credit  to  those  who  profess  it  for 
being  actuated  by  conscientious  motives. 
Coming  back  to  the  speech  of  the  Home 
Secretary,  as  to  what  is  really  the  legal 
position  in  reference  to  this  tithe  rent 
charge  and  its  recovery.  It  has  been 
assumed  throughout  the  Debate  that 
the  person  liable  to  pay  the  tithe  is  the 
occupier,  but  Lord  Salisbury  said  last 
year  in  the  House  of  Lords — 

**  The  occupier  is  not  the"debtor,rand^h6  has 
to  suffer  the  inconvenience  of  a  distress  for  a 
debt  which  is  not  his  own." 

Now,  I  want  to  start  my  argument  with 
that.  It  is  Lord  Salisbury's  declaration 
that  the  obligation  to  pay  tithe  is  one 
which  does  not  legally  rest  on  the 
occupier,  and  that  if  the  occupier  is  sub- 
jected to  distress  he  is  subjected  to  an 
inconvenience  for  a  debt  which  is  not 
his  own.  A  fortiori  that  J  would  [apply 
to  a  judgment  of  the  Oounty  Court. 
The  Home  Secretary  glided  over  the 
great  change  he  is  going  to  make  in  the 
procedure  for  the  recovery  of  tithe — 
and  I  must  remind  the  House  what 
is  the  law  as  to  the  recovery  of 
tithe  at  present.  It  is  no  debt  of  the 
tenant,  according  to  Lord  Salisbury. 
Neither  is  it  a  debt  of  the  landlord.  It 
is  a  charge  on  the  produce  of  the  land, 
and  nothing  else.  The  law  does  not 
recognise  it  as  a  debt  at  all,  but  merely 
as  a  charge  upon  the  land  which  must  be 
levied  out  of  the  land.  The  Act  of  1 836 
provided  that — 
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**  Nothing  herein  contained  shall  be  taken  to 
render  any  person  whomsoever  personally 
liable  to  the  payment  of  the  rent  charge." 

I  take  my  stand  on  that.  That  was  the 
fundamental  condition  of  the  Act  of 
1836,  that  no  person  should  be  person- 
ally liable  for  the  payment  of  tithe 
rent-charge.  What  is  now  proposed  is 
an  alteration  of  the  law.  It  is  proposed 
for  the  first  time  to  render  some  persons 
personally  liable,  and  to  change  what  is 
a  charge  upon  the  land  into  a  debt, 
recoverable  from  the  person  who,  ao-' 
cording  to  Lord  Salisbury,  is  not  the 
debtor.  The  excuse  put  forward  for 
that  change  is  that  it  is  in  the  interest 
of  law  and  order.  Is  that  so?  The 
Welsh  tenant  who  now  declines  on  con- 
scientious grounds  to  pay  tithes  will 
continue  to  decline  to  pay  on  the  same 

f  round,  and  there  is  not  a  pin  to  choose 
etween  the  present  method  of  levying 
distress  and  the  execution  which  wiU 
take  its  place.  I  understand  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  say 
it  is  not  intended  to  levy  execution 
upon  anything  which  cannot  be  now 
taken  under  a  distress.  That  is  not 
expressed  in  the  Bill.  If  a  clause  to 
that  effect  is  introduced,  the  effect  will 
be  to  give  us  a  new  Bill,  and  I  must 
confess  that  a  great  deal  of  my  objeotioii 
will  be  removed ;  but  assuming  it  will 
be  altered  in  that  sense,  the  charge  will 
still  be  a  debt  recoverable  under  a  judg- 
ment. That  involves  the  introduction 
of  the  power,  which  is  possessed  by  the 
County  Oourt  Judges,  of  sending  the 
debtor  to  prison  under  an  order  made 
upon  a  judgment  summons  for  contempt 
of  Court  in  not  paying  the  debt.  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  says 
the  settlement  of  1836  was  one  of  g^reat 
complexity,  which  could  not  easily  be 
described,  and  he  doubted  whether  any 
Government  would  have  sufficient  publio 
sentiment  behind  it  to  enable  it  to  carry  a 
measure  disturbing  that  settlement.  I 
agree  with  that  statement,  and  that  is  my 
answer  to  the  last  speaker.  The  ques- 
tion undoubtedly  is  one  of  great  com- 
plexity. The  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down  is  of  opinion  that  there 
are  a  great  many  points  on  which  the 
settlement  of  1836  should  be  re-opened* 
If  there  were  no  other  question  to  be 
settled,  the  farmers  contend  that  there 
should  be  a  re-valuation.  It  is  not  a 
question  of  what  the  temporary  prioe 
of  com  may  have  been  in  1836,  or  ia 
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the  seven  years  preceding^,  or  the  seven 
years  succeeding;  but,  asamatterof  fact, 
the  annual  rental  value  of  land  in  this 
country  has  seriously  depreciated.   Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  will  not  deny  that. 
In  the  Committee  on  Woods  and  Fjorests, 
now  sitting,  they  have  ascertained  that 
the  depreciation  in  the  value  of  Grown 
land  since  1836  is  something  like  33  per 
cent;  and  I  think  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford  will 
say,  as  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission, 
that  the  depreciation  with  other  pro- 
perty has  been  the  same.    Very  well, 
then,  have  not  both  the  landowner  and 
the  tenant  the  right  to  say — **  If  you  are 
going  to  reconsider  the  settlement  of 
1836,  let  us  consider  the  basis  on  which 
that  settlement  was  made.      If  rents 
have  gone  down  why  should  not  tithes 
also  go  down  ? ''    And  not  only  has  the 
value    of   land    decreased     something 
like  33  per  cent.,  but  there  is  a  ques- 
tion raised  as  to  the  number  of  years 
over  which  the  average  is  taken.  There 
is,  I  think,  a  consensus  of  opinion  that 
seven  years  is  too  long  a  period  to  settle 
prices  by  average.  And  there  is  a  ques- 
tion Us  to  the  mode  in  which  averages 
are  calculated.      If  you  re-open    this 
settlement  you  must  re-open  it  on  the 
side  both  of  the  tithe  payer  and  of  the 
tUhe  receiver.    But  this  is   simply  a 
Bill  for  re-opening  the  settlement  in 
order  to  impose  what  was  not  imposed  , 
in  1 836,  and  what  has  not  been  imposed 
by  any  Government  since  then.     It  is 
proposed  for  the   first  time  to  impose 
personal  liability  upon  the  tenant;   a 
liability  which  he  was  never  subjected 
to  before,  and  it  is  also  proposed  to 
enforce  that  liability  by  all  the  conse- 
quences of  a  County  Court  judgment. 
Last  year  the  Government  proposed  to 
deal  with  this  question  by  transferring 
the  liability  from  the  tenant    to    the 
landlord,  but  they  were  unable  to  carry 
that  proposal  through.     This  Bill  is  an 
attempt  to  prejudge  the  question,  and  I 
should  like  to  know  why  a  settlement 
which  has  been  accepted  as  the  truest 
and    best — namely,     the    placing    of 
the  burden  on  the  shoulders  of  the  land- 
owner, should  be  discarded  and  put  on 
one  side.      Why  not    deal    with    this 
matter  in  the  same  way  as  the  Income 
Tax  is  dealt   with?    A  tenant  is  not 
allowed  to  contract  himself  out  of  that, 
and  the  landlord  is  bound  to  allow  the 
deduction ;  but  in  the  case  of  the  tithe 


rent-charge,  the  landlord  can    compel 
the  tenant  to  contract  himself  out  of  the 
deduction.    I  do  not  wish  to  go  into  the 
details  as  to  what  is  the  best  and  true 
mode  of  settling  the  tithe  question.    I 
do    not    wish    to    raise   the    question 
of  the  terms   of  redemption.     I   fully 
appreciate  the  statements   which  were 
contained  in  the  letter  read  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  but  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he 
thinks  that  there  are  not  other  teachers 
of  religion  who  are  perhaps  in  the  same 
unfortunate  position  as  the  writer  of  the 
letter  which  he    read    to  the    House. 
Though  I  feel  the  most  sincere  sympathy 
with  the  case  of  the  writer  of  the  letter, 
I  should  like  to  make  one  remark  in 
reference  to  it.     About  a  month  ago,  in 
reply  to  a  Motion  by  my  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Swansea,  it  was  pointed 
out  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  that 
there  were  not  two  Churches  in  England 
and  Wales,   but   that  the  Church   of 
Wales  was  essentially  a    part   of  the 
Church  of  England."    And,  if  so,  we 
must  remember  that  this  clergyman  is  a 
clergyman  of  the  wealthiest  church  in 
Christendom.    Is  not  that  a  bitter  con- 
demnation of  the  system  ?  I  do  not  wish 
to  mix  that  up  with  the  case  which  my 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Merioneth- 
shire, put  as  to  what  he  considered  te 
be  the  unfair  appropriation  of  the  f unds» 
I  put  that  on  one  side.  There  are  clergy- 
men for    whom  I    feel    the  sincerest 
sympathy,  and  who,  I  admit,  are  de- 
prived   of   their    fair    and    legitimate 
income  under  the  operation  of  this  law. 
But  I  put  it  to  the  House  that  these 
facts  show  what  a  deep-rooted  feeling 
there  is  in  Wales  upon  this  question,  and 
how  necessary  it  is  that  statesmen  should 
at  once  approach  the  settlement  of  it.   I 
rest  my  opposition  to  the  Bill  neither 
on  the  demerits  of   the   present  tithe 
system  nor  on  the  sufferings    of   the 
present  tithe  owner,  but  I  submit  that 
the  legislation  of   1836,  with  the  con- 
sent of  both  the  great  political  parties^ 
made  a  settlement  of  the  tithe  ques- 
tion.     That    settlement   has   been    in 
force    half    a   century.     I  believe   the 
time  has  arrived  when  it  is  necessary 
to  reconsider  it,  and  we  have  no  right 
to  prejudice  that  reconsideration  by  a 
partial    dealing    with    the    subject  as 
against  the  tithe  payer  and  in  favour  of 
the  tithe  owner.      On  these  grounds  I 
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ftb&U  feel  it  mj  dizt j  to  rote  t^^tJiiBt  t^iis   rated.  Indeed,  ve  find 

Bill.  '^  to  be  prejadiobd  isa  <    SeBvaut 

Thz     POSTICA-STTEE     GEXEB4L    bj  the  suae  of  iei  hksh 

i[lfr.  Haisee,  Ce!nbrld|^e  UzuT«rtdtT^  :  up  in  ecnne  puts  of  ttie  cxNmliy.  Hi 
I  d9  sot  think  tbe  ng'ht.  Ii'jn.  G-oremment  tliink  it  is  iieeeeiBiy  iv  • 
Gentlemen  could  kare  been  in  the  '  proper  oonBidermtian  of  die  tisbe  qpi^ 
House  Then  the  Home  Secretarj  ex-  -  ti  on  mi  a  vhole  to  make  it  cSeer  to  At 
plained  hi 4  view  of  the  meaning  of  the  countrr  at  large  that  titlie  is  to  be  ie» 
clause  to  wLkrh  the  right  hon.  Gpntle-  '  oorerable  bj  the  ordinaij  Ifljgal  mecftn 
man  has  taken  particular  exception,  and  nerj.  I  claim  for  this  meeeure,  to  wkkk 
I  therefore  wish  to  repeat  the  Home  no  one  has  attiibnled  an  snonBOSs  ne- 
Secretary's  statement  that  no  liabilitj  to  portanoe,  that  it  will  deer  the  smeal 
the  pers'jn  is  intended  to  attach  to  the  for  a  fairer  and  juster  eonadetatioa  of 
Judgment  of  the  Count j  Court.  Mj  .  the  vhole  quesuoa  when  PeiliaaHl 
right  hon.  Friend  has  ingeniouslj  comes  to  deal  with  it  on  e  fatare  OflBfr 
enough  erolred  that  liabilitj  as  incident  .  sion.  It  is  impossible  in  ^'i  rinsing  tUi 
to  Count  J  Court  procedure,  but  that  is  .  question  to  sTcad  some  xeferenoe  to  dtt 
a  matter  which  can  easily  be  dealt  vith  ;  tithe  agitation  in  Walea,  elilioii^  tUi 
in  Committee,  and  again  I  repeat  that  is  not  exdnsiTelj,  nor  even  meiaW,  a 
it  is  no  part  of  the  intention  of  the  :  Welsh  question.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
GoTemment  that  any  such  personal  tleman  has  deprecated  what  he  callsd 
liability  should  attach  to  the  judgment :  anything  like  sneers  at  Wdah  Nobboa- 
of  the  County  Court  in  this  matter.  \  formity.  I  think  it  is  only  right  to  WKJ 
With  regard  to  Clause  1,  I  cannut  see  !  that,  while  I  for  my  own  part  ahonldbe 
faow  the  intention  of  the  Government  j  very  sorry  to  embitter  the  diaeueeioii  hj 
could  have  been  more  clearly  expressed  !  sneerinj^  at  any  body  of  religioniala  in 
than  by  enacting  that  the  execution  |  Her  Majesty's  dominions,  and  indeed,! 
of  a  judgment  is  to  be  confined  strictly  :  recognizs  the  great  self-sacrifiee  end 
to  thtit  particular  class  and  description  {  earnest  piety  which  distingniah  ths 
of  property  upon  which  a  distress  |  Welsh  Nonconformists,  yet  it  is  obfriou 
can  at  the  present  time  be  levied,  I  that  the  aggressive  attitude  of  Wddi 
for  the    clause  expressly    provides    it    Nonconformity  has  provoked  mmnj  ef 


shall  not  be  executed  *'in  any  other 
manner."  And  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  suggest  any  language  which 


those  unfortunate  social  symptoms  im 
the  Principality  to  which  referenee  hM 
been  made.    I  am  quite  dertein  thet  if 


will  more  expressly  exclude  from  the  1  the  Nonconformists  of  Wales  would  set 
operation  of  this  Bill  any  other  goods,  j  the  Churchmen  the  good  example  of 
I  am  sure  the  Government  would  be  I  abstaining  from  violent  langnage,  thej 


^ory  grateful.  It  is  not  intended  to 
give  any  new  remedy,  but  simply  to 
alter  the  machinery  by  which  the 
remedy  is  obtained.  In  pointing  out 
the  complexity  of  the  settlement  of  1836, 
and  the  difficulty  of  dealing  with  all  the 
various  points  involved,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  very  sufficiently  answered 
t)ie  hpeech  of  the  Member  for  East 
Ijhhox,  who  seemed  to  think  the 
Government  to  blame  for  having  dealt 
with  only  one  part  of  the  question. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  frank 
enough  to  say  that  he  looks  in  the  near 
future  to  an  attempt  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  grapple  with  the  whole 


would  contribute  largely  to  a  hapmer 
state  of  things.  I  do  not  suppose  Uiat 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  understands 
the  Welsh  language,  but  if  he  would  get 
some  one  to  translate  for  him  certain 
articles  in  the  Welsh  papers,  he  would 
ficd  they  contained  language  whioh 
would  perfectly  account  for  the  violent 
refusal  of  the  legal  obligation  to  pay 
tithe  by  a  part  of  the  Welsh  population. 
It  is  indeed  impossible  to  separate  the 
propaganda  of  the  Welsh  Nonconformist 
papers  from  the  disturbances  whioh  hare 
recently  occurred  in  what  used  to  be  the 
motit  law-abiding  part  of  Her  Biajeety'e 
dominions.     And  it  is  a  consequence  of 


question.  His  great  objection  to  this  that  unfortunate  state  of  things  which 
liill  is  founded  on  the  fact  that  he  j  has  grown  up  during  the  last  few  years 
tliiiiks  it  might  prejudice  a  more  com- 1  that  the  Government  have  brought  in 
pr<*h(jnHivo  measure;  but  the  House  will  :  this  Bill,  as  a  preliminary  to  more  ex* 
pi  ohiihl)' conclude  that  his  apprehensions  tended  legislation  on  the  subject.  The 
iu  this  respect  are   extremely  exagge- 1  right   hon.   Gentleman    has  quoted   a 
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passage  from  a  speech  delirered 
by  the  Prime  Minister  last  year 
in  the  House  of  Lords.  I  do  not 
oare  to  rely  on  Quotations  unless  I 
have  the  context  oefore  me,  and  not 
haying  that  speech  here,  I  am  unable 
to  say  how  far  that  passage  may  have 
been  modified  by  subsequent  sentences. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  has  attributed 
to  Lord  Salisbury  the  very  pronounced 
opinion  that  a  tenant  is  to  be  distrained 
upon  for  a  debt  which  is  not  his  own, 
but  he  (the  right  hon.  Qentleman) 
immediately  afterwards  went  on  to  lay 
down  the  doctrine  that  the  charge  which 
has  to  be  satisfied,  either  by  distress  or 
execution,  is  a  charge  on  the  produce  of 
the  land,  and  sure^  that  can  only  be 
levied  in  the  first  instance  upon  the  occu- 
pier of  the  land.  If  the  tithe  is  to 
remain  a  charge  upon  the  occupier  of 
the  land,  I  do  not  see  how  we  can  reach 
the  produce  in  the  hands  of  any  one 
except  the  person  to  whom  that  produce 
belongs.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
accepts  his  own  definition  of  tithes,  he 
cannot  be  in  a  position  to  affirm  that 
the  tenant  is  distressed  for  a  debt  which 
is  not  his  own.  I  have  been  much 
interested  by  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Eye.  I  thiuk  it  was  a 
speech  of  very  rare  candour.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Eye  said  that  tithe  was  a 
burden  on  the  nation  because,  if  there 
was  no  tithe,  the  nation  might  be  in  a 
position  to  leyy  a  much  hearier  land 
tax.  That  is  at  least  a  novel  proposition 
which  the  hon.  Member  has  contributed 
to  the  discussion  of  that  question.  The 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
mouthshire is  hardly  characterized  by 
the  same  degree  of  candour  as  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Eye.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Monmouthshire  has  en- 
deavoured to  draw  a  distinction  between 
proper^  in  tithes  and  other  property, 
which  he  seems  to  hint  would  justify 
persons  liable  to  tithe  in  refusing  to 
pay  it.  Would  the  hon.  Gentleman  be 
prepared  to  advise  any  person  liable  to 
the  payment  of  tithe  that  he  is  in 
a  position  to  refuse  payment  of 
it  because  it  is  a  property  that 
could  not  be  recovered  at  law? 
If  he  is  not  prepared  to  do  that,  it  is 
hardly  candid  in  him  to  use  language 
which  when  read  out  of  doors  might  be 
interpreted  to  mean  that  persons  may 
be  justified  in  refusing  payment  of  tithe, 
whereas  they  would  not  be  justified  in 
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refusing  to  discharge  other  legal 
obligations.  The  hon.  Member  has 
talked  in  familiar  language  of  the  tithe- 

fayer  protesting  against  a  bad  system, 
myself  am  far  from  attributing  the 
resistance  to  tithe  entirely  to  mercenary 
motives.    No  doubt  there  is  much  of 
honest  conviction  mixed  up  with  it ;  but 
I  think  it  is  unbecoming  in  a  Member 
of  this  House  who  is  credited  with  some 
knowledge  of  the  law  to  insinuate  that 
there    is    such    a    difference    between 
property  in  tithe  and  other  property  as 
might  seem  to  justify  resistance  ou  the 
part  of  those  who  are  liable  to  tithe  to 
the  payment  of  their  just  legal  obliga- 
tions.       The    hon.    Member    divided 
tenants  into  two  classes — those  who  are 
willing  to  pay  tithes  and  those  who  are 
unwilung ;  and  ho  asked  for  which  class- 
is  this  Bill  intended.     Well,  my  answer 
is  that  the  Bill  is  nx>t  intended  for  either 
the  one  class  or  the  other.  It  is  not  a  Bill 
levelled  at  any  one  particular  class  of 
persons  in  any  particular  part  of  the 
country.     It  is  intended  to  be  general 
in  its  application.     It   will  not  affect 
those    who    willingly    recognize    their 
liability,  and  if  it  in  any  way  impairs 
the  power  of  the  resistance  which  some 
persons   at    present    offer   to  the  just 
demand  of  the  law,  it  comes  merely  as  a 
supplement  to  supply  a  defect  in  the 
machinery  of  the  law,  and  it  will  not 
alter  the  law  itself.     I  desire,  before 
sitting  down,  to  repeat  that  there  is  no 
intention  by  this  measure  to  prejudice 
any  question  as  to  property  in  tithe, 
and  no  intention  to  alter  the  remedy 
for      the      non  -  payment      of     tithe. 
It    is  a    Bill  merely  to  give  a  more 
practicable  and   useful  machinery  for 
the  enforcement  of  legal  obligations; 
and  from  that  point  of  view  I  believe 
that  it  will  command  the  confidence  of 
the    majority  of  this  House,  and  give 
satisfaction  to  the  people  of  this  country. 
*Mr.     STUART    BENDEL    (Mont- 
gomeryshire) :  In  spite  of  the  lateness 
of  the  hour,  and  of  the  fact  that  riffht 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  Front  Benches 
have  just  spoken,  I  ask  >the  indulgence 
of  the  House  to  allow  one  more  Member 
from  Wales  to  take  part  in  the  Debate, 
because  the  Bill  is  undoubtedly  specially 
aimed  at  the  Principality,  and  is  in* 
tended  to  deal  with  a  condition  of  things 
which  has  arisen  there  in  regard  to  the 
collection  of  the  tithe.     Now,  Sir,  in  tho 
course  of  this  evening,  some  25  Mem* 
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bers    have  addressed  the  House,   and 
ei  ght  of  them  have  been  Representatives 
of  Wales   and    Monmouthshire.     Still, 
the  subject  is  far  from  exhausted  from 
a    Welsh   point   of  view.     I  will  not, 
however,    trespass    long  on   the    time 
of  the  House ;  I  propose  rather  to  deal 
with   the  Bill   in  only   one   aspect.     I 
think     the    Government    have    fairly 
admitted  that    this    is    a    measure  of 
police.  The  object  of  the  Bill  is  that  the 
Government  shall  be  able  better  to  dis- 
charge its  responsibility  as  an  executive 
in  the   collection  by  creditors  of  their 
just  debts.     In  that  aspect  of  the  case, 
I  think  the  Government  have  proceeded 
upon  very  imperfect  information.     The 
Bill,  as  a  measure  of  police,  is,  at  the 
best,  obsolete  and  out  of  date.    It  might 
have  been  that  three  or  four  years  ago  the 
condition   of  things  in  Wales  with  re- 
gard to  the  collection  of  tithes  justified, 
in  the  minds  of  some  persons,  some  such 
strengthening  of  the  law.     But  the  Go- 
vernment  has  failed  to   follow  closely 
what  has  been  going  on  in  Wales  with 
regard  to  that  condition,  and  I  submit 
that  the  course  it  is  now  taking,  so  far 
as  from  rendering  the  collection  of  the 
tithe  more  satisfactory  to  the  executive, 
and  assisting  in  the  maintenance  of  law 
and  order,  will  have  directly  the  reverse 
effect.     It  was  honestly  believed  in  this 
<:ountry,  and  in  this  House,   that  the 
•disturbances   which    undoubtedly  took 
place  in  Wales  were  characteristic  and 
fair  examples  of  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  spoke  from  the  Govern- 
ment Bench  last  called  the  '*  unfortunate 
disturbances  which  have  disgraced  the 
most  peaceful  and  law-abiding  part  of 
the  Kingdom."     In  point  of  fact,   the 
disturbances  were  rather  the  result  of 
accident  than  of  malice  or  ill-will,  and 
the   Commissioner   whom  the  Govern- 
ment sent  down  to  the  spot  must  have 
satisfied  the  Home  Secretary  that  they 
were   the  result  of   misfortune  rather 
than  of  deliberate  intention,  and   that 
there  was  no  ground  for  supposing  that 
they   would    be  renewed.      In    Mont- 
gomeryshire we  find  a  desire   on  the 
part  of   a  most  respectable  portion  of 
the  tenantry  to  take  legitimate  advan- 
tage of  the  state  of  the  law  in  regard  to 
the  collection  of  the  tithe,  and  by  chal- 
lenging distraint  to  express  an  opinion 
as  to  the  appropriation  of  it.    They  are 
at  the  same  time  most  desirous  that  their 
action  should  not  be  discredited  by  any 

Mr.  Stuari  Rendel 


violence.    Indeed,  they  take   steps    t^ 
prevent  any  breach  of   the  law,   and 
those  steps  have  hitherto  proved  per- 
fectly successful.    The  House  has  been 
informed  how  our  Chief  Constable  Major 
Godfrey  has  over  and  over  again  found 
it  possible  to  allow  the  protest  desired 
by  the  tenant-farmers  to  be  duly  made 
without  any  serious  inconvenience  to  the 
tithe  owner,  or  anything  like  a  breach 
of  the  peace.    It  is  now  long  since  any 
disturbance  whatever  characterised  the 
collection  of  tithes,  therefore  we  main- 
tain that  the  Bill  is  entirely  out  of  date 
and  uncalled  for.    But  what  will  be  the 
actual  result  of  passing  the  Bill  ?  Those 
in  Wales  who  have  been  struggling  to 
allow  a  protest  of  a  political  character 
to  take  place  in  connection  with  the 
collection  of  tithes — a  protest  unaccom- 
panied     by     any     disturbance — have 
triumphed  in  the  end.      There   is  no 
doubt  we  have  succeeded  throughout 
the  length  and  breadth  of  Wales.     So 
much     so     that     a    few    newspapers 
and    persons    of    more    lively    views 
reproach  us  with  having  killed  the  tithe 
agitation  in  Wales.     By  attempting  to 
pass    this    Bill    the    Government    are 
practically  renewing  the  whole  difficulty. 
They  are  not  in  any  way  preventii^ 
those  who  would  otherwise  resist  the 
collection  of  the  tithes  from  resisting  it : 
the  Bill    is    utterly  and    entirely   in- 
effective in  this  respect.    But  they  are 
creating  a  new  departure  and  challenging 
fresh  disturbance.    One  who  knows  the 
state  of  Wales  might  almost  think  they 
have  some  sinister  desire  that  disturb- 
ance should  occur,  that  penalties  should 
follow,  and  that  the  unfortunate  Welsh 
people  should { in  some  way  or  other  be 
put    in    the    wrong.      I    appeal    moat 
earnestly  to  the  Home  Secreteury  and  to 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade — 
who,  I  am  sure,  are  not  aware  of  the 
actual  state  of  Wales — to  aid  the  Welsh 
in  maintaining  the  existing  order   of 
things,  under  which  no  disturbance  can. 
occur,under  which  I  think  we  may  pledge 
ourselves    no    disturbance    will  ooour  ; 
and  not  by  a  fresh  departure,  not  by 
administering  some  mild  dose  of  ooerdoii, 
for  this  is   nothing  else,  to  re-kimdle 
smouldering  fires,  and  invite  the  peo]de 
to  begin  in  an  unfortunate  manner  the 
struggle  which  we  all  know  is  in  proa- 
pect   for  the  Disestablishment   ox  the 
Church  in  Wales.    All  they  have  to  do 
is  to  leave  well  alone.    The  case  for  tiie 
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Bill  disappeared  long  ago,  aad  it  is  only 
fair  to  the  QoTemment  to  sa^  that  Uem- 
bers  from  Wales,  I  belisTe  almost 
ananimouBly,  will  Gad  it  their  hrst  dutj, 
not  to  the  violent  part^,  if  auoh  a  party 
exists,  not  to  the  extreme  partj  in 
Wales,  but  to  the  part;  of  moderation, 
to  the  best  of  the  Welsh  Nationalist 
part;,  to  resist  the  progress  of  this  mea- 
sure b;  erer;  means  in  their  power. 
We  know  periectl;  well  that  the  passing 
of  the  measure  can  have  but  a  bad  in- 
fluence in  Wales.     We  are  not  against 


fuses  to  pa;,  we  are  now  to  go  through 
the  County  Court  and  approach  him 
with  au  execution,  a  process  b;  whioh 
the  costs  will  be  enormously  increased. 

Uajob  BASCH  (Essex,  S.E.):  As  an 
agricultural  member,  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Home  Secretary  one  question,  and  that 
is,  will  the  Oovemment  state  definitely 
whether  they  are  willing  to  bring  in 
next  Session  a  Bill  for  the  compulsory 
redemption    of    tithe,    because  in    the 


property  in  tithes.  We  do  not  consider  '  event  of  an  unfavourable  answer, 
this  is  a  very  desirable  moment  to  <  although  I  am  neither  a  blasphemer  noi 
endeavour  to  strengthen  that  property,  I  a  plunderer  of  Churches,  I  shall  be 
-and  we  look  with  some  suspicion  at  the  i  obliged  either  to  follow  the  hon.  Uem- 


attempt  to  strengthen  it  and   give  it  s 


for     Saffron     Walden     (Mr.    H. 


large  percentage  of  value  in  view  of  the  i  Gardner)  into  the  Lobby,  or  walk  out  of 


time,  which  is  coming,  when  it  will  hi 
to  be  commuted.  But  we  wish  to  safe- 
guard the  property  as  much  as  an; 
Members  of  the  House.  We  have  no 
designs  upon  it  which  are  unrighteous 
in  any  form  or  way.  Our  sole  quarrel 
with  it  lies  in  its  present  appropnation. 
We  desire,  however,  that  no  new  law 
shall  be  made  which  will  undoubtedly 
have  the  effect  of  placing  the  greatest 
possible  strain  upon  the  maintenance  of 
peace  and  order  in  Wales,  where  at  pre- 
sent there  is  no  real  breach  of  it  and  no 
cause  for  any  interference. 

Ma.  BEUNNEE  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich) ;  I  only  desire  to  inform  the  Home 
Secretary  what  has  been  said  in  his 
absence  b;  the  Postmaster  Qeneral. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  very  clearly  expressed 
the  abjections  that  are  felt  on  this  side 
of  the  House  to  the  Bill.  They  are 
mainly  two.  The  one  is  that  the  Bill 
for  the  first  time  makes  the  tithe  rent  a 
charge  upon  the  person,  and  the  other 
is  that  the  Bill  makes  the  charge  one 
upon  personal  property  other  than  the 
produce  of  the  land  which  has  hitherto 
been  chargeable.  The  Postmaster 
General  has  assured  us  that  there  is  no 
power  of  imprisonment  under  the  Bill. 
That  is  a  repetition  of  what  the  Home 
Secretary  said,  namely,  that  the  tithe  is 
not  to  be  a  charge  upon  any  person. 
But  the  Postmaater  Qeneral  went  a  step 
farther :  he  told  us  that  it  is  not  to  be  a 
charge  upon  any  personal  property  other 
than  that  which  has  been  chargeable 
hitherto.  What,  therefore,  remainsofthe 
Bill  ?    Nothing  whatever  but  an  extra 


the    House  like   the   hon.  Membei 
Maiden  (Mr.  0.  Gray.) 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  212;  Noes 
160.     (Div.  List,  No.  328.) 

Main  Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  206  ; 
Noes  151.     (Div,  List,  No.  229.). 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  Tuesday  next. 

PAS8KNGEE  AirTS  AMENDMENT  BIIX 
(LOKDS.)     (No.  327.) 
Bead  a  second  time,  and  committad 
for  Monda;  next. 

BTEAU  TKAWLINO  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
(No.  336.) 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  this  day. 

POST  OFFICE  SITES  BILL.     (No.  3*4.) 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.): 
Ha;  I  ask  the  Secretar;  to  the  Treasury 
whether  there  is  an;  serious  intention 
to  take  this  Bill  this  Session.  Might 
not  the  Order  just  as  well  be  cUs- 
charged? 

Thb  8ECEETABT  to  the  TEEA- 
8UEY  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  there 
is  the  most  serious  intention  of  going 
on  with  the  Bill;  I  propose  to  put  it 
down  for  Seoond  Bea£ng  this  da;. 

Second  Beading  deferred  (o  to- 
morrow. 


819     CanadioM  Paeifie  RaOviay    {00MM0N8J  Comptmy  {CofOraet). 


REVENUE  (ALLOWANCES  AND  STAMP 
DUTT]. 
BesolatioD  reported. 
"That  it  is  eipedient  to  aaOiDriM  the  ps^- 

inant,  ont  of  moneys  to  be  proTided  by  Farlia- 
■nent,  of  additional  alIoirsjic«a  and  Tsmuneratiaii 
to  cleik  B  to  CommisBionera  of  Income  Tax  and 
Inhabited  Houae  Duties,  in  pntsnanoe  of  any 
Act  of  the  present  SeuioD  to  amend  the  I««fl 
relating  to  the  Cuetoms  and  Inland  Revenae, 
and  for  other  purpoies  connected  with  the 
Public  Revenae  and  Eipenditure." 
Beaolution  agreed  to. 

FRIENDLY  SOCaETIES'  ACT  (1888) 
AMENDMENT  BILL  (No.  193). 

Lords  Amendmsnta  considered. 

AmendmentB,  aa  far  as  the  Amend- 
ment in  page  1,  line  15,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  propoaed,  in  page  1,  line 
IS,  to  leave  out  from  the  wora 
to  the  end  of  the  Clause,  and  insert  the 

"Snch  certificate  iholl  be  subject  to  revoc 
tion  by  the  chief  re^strar,  with  the  approval 
each  cose  of  the  Lords  Commiseionere  of  the 
Treainry,  but  ehall  remain  in  force  until  so 
raroked,  and  until  notice  of  such  revocation 
■hall  have  been  advertised  in  the  London  (iaalti, 
and  in  some  newspaper  in  general  circulation  in 
the  county  in  which  the  registered  ofGce  is 
mtuate,  and  also  transmitted  by  a  registered 
letter  to  the  society  at  such  registered  office ; 
and  BO  long  as  the  certiScate  is  in  force  the 
Kcnety  shall  be  snbject  to  all  the  pioTisioni  and 
entitled  to  all  the  privileges  of  the  Friendly 
Societies  Acta  aa  if  it  were  a  eooiety  within  the 
definitions  of  section  eight  of  the  principal  Act 
not  receiving  contributions  by  means  of  collec- 
tors at  a  greater  distance  than  ten  milea  from 
the  registered  office,'' 
die  next  Amendment,  read    a    second 

Amendment  proposed  in  hne  1  of  the 
Amendment,  to  leave  out  the  word 
"such,"  and  insert  the  worda — 

"  In  case  of  the  refuial  by  the  chief  registrar 
to  grant  a  certificate  of  exemption  in  any  ease, 
the  sodety  making  the  application  may  appeal 
to  the  Lords  Comoiibsionera  of  the  Treasury, 
who  are  hereby  empowered  in  such  ca*e  to 
srant  a  certificate  of  eiamptioo.  Any." — (Jfr. 
Tamlituon) . 

Question  propoaed,  "That  the  word 
'  Buch  '  stand  part  of  tho  Ijorda  Amend- 

A  LOED  OF  THB  TEEA8UET  (Sir 
Hkbbbkt  Maxwzi^,  Wigton] :  I  hope  my 
hon.  Friend  will  not  press  this  Amend- 
ment.    I  know  the  reasons  wh;  he  hae 


put  his  Amendment  on  the  Paper,  and  to 
a  certain  extent  I  sympathise  with  them ; 
but  I  do  not  think  it  will  farther  the 
iatereata  involved  in  this  Bill  if  the 
reaponaihilitj  of  the  Ghief  Eegistrar  is- 
diminished  in  the  wavin  which  the  hoD.. 
liember  propoaea.  I  hope  he  will  Dot 
press  the  Amendment,  but  allow  the  Bill 
to  go  through. 

Me.  TOMUNSON  (Preaton) :  I 
know  that  it  would  be  impoaaible  for- 
me to  carry  the  Amendment  in  the* 
face  of  the  opposition  of  the  Govem- 
ment,  and  therefore  I  will  withdraw  it 
at  onoe. 

Amendment  to  Lords  Amendment,. 
by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Lords  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Subsequent  Amendment  agreed  to. 

ECCLESIASTICAL  ASSESSMENTS  (SCOT- 
LAND)  BILL    (No.  106). 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  aod 
diaoharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 


»/OTIOJV. 

MSBOHAin  SHIFFIKQ  Afjn  AttKRDniTT 
BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Hr.  Charles  Hall,  Bill  to- 
amend  "  The  Merchant  Shipping  Aot,  ISB*," 
and  the  Acts  amending  the  s«me,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Charles  HaU,  Ur.  Qainsfocd 
Bnioe,  Mr.  Qally,  Sir  Charles  Palmer,  and  Hr. 
Charles  Wilson. 

[U  presented,  and  read  firrt  lime.  [BiU3S9.} 


CANADIAN    PACIFIC    RAILWAY    OOK- 

PANY  (COKTBACT.) 

Copy  ordered — 

•' Of  Treasnry  Minute,  dated  the  ISthJoly, 
1889,  and  of  the  ContiMt  with  the  <^— ^i— 
Pacific  Railway  Company,  dated  the  ISth  Joljr^ 
ISSa,  for  the  conveyance  of  Her  U^eaty'a 
Mails,  Troops,  and  Siotea  between  RahfaK  or- 
Uuehec  and  Hong  Kong,  and  for  the  hire  anA 
purchase  of  vessels  as  cruisers  or  taruwperti.''' 
—iMr.Jaakian.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly  ;  ito  U*- 
pon  the  Table,  a&d  to  be  printed  [No. 
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PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES. 


No.  8.]  SIXTH    VOLUME     OF    SESSION    1889.  [July  27. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Friday,  19  th  July,  1889. 


JUYBNILB  OFFBKDEBfl   BILL  [h.L.j 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Summary  Jaiisdiction 
Acts  with  respect  to  the  punishment  of  juvecile 
offenders — Was  present^  hy  the  Earl  iBrown- 
Uw;  read  1*  ;  to  be  printed;  and  to  be  read 
2*  on  Monday  next.    (No.  170.) 

DEBATES  IN  PARLIAMENT. 

Earl  OADOQAN  :  My  Lords,  I  crave 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  to  allow  me 
to  make  a  Motion  which  I  have  been 
uDable  preyiously  to  give  notice  of  my 
intention  to  bring  before  your  Lordships, 
but  which  I  will  now  take  the  opportu- 
nity of  making.  It  is  that  a  letter 
written  by  Mr.  Walpole  (the  repre- 
sentative of  Sansard^i  Parliamentary 
Bthatei)  to  the  Marquess  of  Lothian, 
and  dated  17th  July,  be  printed  and 
<xTcuIated  among  the  Members  of  this 
House.  My  Lords,  I  beg  to  move  to 
that  effect. 

Moved, 

•*  That  there  be  laid  before  this  llouse,  Letter 
addressed  by  Mr.  Walpole  (the  representative 
of  HantardU  Debate*)  to  the  Marquess  of 
Lothian  on  the  17ih  of  July,  1889  "  ;  agreed  to. 
—(The  Lord  Privy  Seal,  E.  Cadogan.) 

RAILWAY  ACCIDENTS. 

♦Earl  DE  LA  WARR :  My  Lords,  I 
rise  to  ask  your  Lordships'  indulgence 
for  a  few  moments  that  I  may  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  recent 
Return  of  overtime  work  of  railway  ser- 
vants ;  and  to  move  that  a  copy  of  the 
official  Report  of  the  recent  railway 
accident  in  Ireland  may  be  laid  upon 
tke  Table  of  the  House.    The  Return 

VOL.  COOXXXVnr.  [third  sxRisfi  ] 


gives  the  number  of  instances  of  railway 
servants  being  on  duty  over  12  hours  at 
a  time,  and  also  the  number  of  instances 
of  railway  servants  who,  after  having 
remained  on  duty  for  12  hours,  had  re- 
turned to  work  before  they  had  had 
eight  hours  rest.  Perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  make  a  few  observations 
upon  this  Return  and  the  results  which 
have  been  arrived  at.  Everybody 
knows  how  important  and  responsible 
the  duties  of  railway  servants  are.  It 
is  necessary  that  they  should  be  trust- 
worthy and  competent  persons,  and  they 
ought  not  to  be  so  employed  that  their 
mental  and  physical  powers  are  over* 
taxed  by  long  hours  of  labour.  I 
will  briefly  put  before  your  Lordships 
some  of  the  most  important  facts  to 
which  the  Return  refers.  I  thiok  it 
will  generally  appear  to  your  Lord- 
ships that  the  strength  of  the  strongest 
man  must  be  very  much  tried  by  the 
length  of  time  for  which  many  rail- 
way servants  have  been  employed  in 
the  discharge  of  their  responsible  duties. 
The  Return  relates  to  two  months  in  the 
year.  Those  months  were,  I  believe, 
selected  by  the  railway  companies  them-' 
selves  as  showing  best  the  average  for 
the  whole  year.  It  appears  from  the  Re- 
turn that  a  large  number  both  of  signal- 
men and  engine-drivers  were  employed 
for  a  very  great  number  of  hours.  In 
two  months  there  were  614,534  instances 
of  railway  servants  of  different  kinds 
being  employed  overtime;  51,776  were 
instances  of  signalmen,  and  the  Return 
likewise  included  a  large  number  of 
engine-drivers.  I  mention  these  two 
instances  because  your  Lordships  must 
know  that  signalmen  and  engine-drivers 
are  perhaps  the  men  who  have  the  most 
responsible  work  to  do.  I  should  like 
to  bring  under  your  Lordships'  notice 
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one  or  two  other  instances  in  explanation 
of  the  matter  which  I  am  venturing  to 
put  before  the  House.  Not  only  are 
there  instances  of  signalmen  and  engine- 
drivers  being  over  12  hours  at  work,  but 
in  a  considerable  number  of  cases  they 
have  been  on  duty  for  15,  16,  17,  and 
even  18  hours  at  a  time.  My  Lords,  I 
have  taken  these  instanCea  from  a  very 
responsible  class  of  servants,  but  the 
same  thing  applies  also  to  other  classes 
of  railway  servants.  Your  Lordships 
may  readily  understand  that  when  a 
man  has  been  employed  for  12  consecu- 
tive hours  it  is  almost  impossible  for  him, 
either  mentally  or  physically,  to  continue 
to  discharge  these  responsible  duties  in 
the  manner  which  is  required  of  him. 
The  fatigue  and  exhaustion  consequent 
upon  such  a  number  of  hours'  work 
must,  I  think,  entirely  disable  him  from 
further  discharging  his  duty  properly. 
Then,  my  Lords,  besides  this  class  of 
overtime  there  is  another  kind  of  over- 
time referred  to  in  the  Eeturn.  It  is 
shown  that  a  number  of  these  men  return 
to  their  work  after  having  been  more 
than  12  hours  on  duty  without  having 
had  eight  hours  robt.  These  facts 
almost  speak  for  themselves  and  need 
very  little  comment  from  me.  I  desire, 
however,  to  add  that  it  is  furthest  from 
my  wish  to  interferebetween  railway  com- 
panies and  their  servants;  but  I  think  it 
right  that  some  steps  should  be  taken,  or 
means  discovered,  to  put  an  end  to  the 
present  state  of  things.  My  Lords,  we 
know  how  ably  the  railways  are  managed 
in  this  country;  but  there  is  danger  when 
we  find  companies  allowing  their 
servants  with  very  responsible  duties, 
or  requiring  their  servants  to  work  more 
than  12  and  sometimes  as  many  as  18 
hours  at  a  time.  My  Lords,  I  have  had 
an  opportunity  of  looking  at  this  Eeturn, 
and  I  find  that  many  of  the  oases  are 
perhaps  exceptional ;  but  it  is  impossible 
that  the  numbers  to  which  I  have 
referred  can  possibly  be  regarded  as 
being  all  of  them  exceptional  cases. 
But,  my  Lords,  I  think  this  matter  not 
only  concerns  Kail  way  Companies  and 
railway  servants,  but  that  the  public 
are  greatly  interested  in  it,  and  some 
steps  should,  I  think,  be  taken,  not 
only  in  the  interests  of  the  railway  ser- 
vants, but  also  in  the  interests  of  the 
public,  to  guard  against  what  might 
result  in  most  serious  accidents.  When 
a  signalman  or  engine-driver  is  fatigued, 

Earl  Be  La  Warr 


mentally  and  bodily,  in  a  way  which 
prevents  him  discharging  properly  his 
responsible  duties,  the  lives  of  many 
persons  are  thereby  endangered.  And 
as  regards  the  effects  of  these  excessive 
hours  of  work  upon  the  men  themselves, 
I  am  assured  on  good  authority  (and  it 
seems  to  be  only  what  every  one  might 
expect  to  be  the  consequence  of  overwork 
especially  involving  a  great  stretch  of 
mental  attention,  such  as  that  to  which  a 
large  number  of  railway  servants  are 
subjected),  that  it  produces  a  listlessness 
which  increases  the  risk  of  accidents  ; 
that  it  prevents  the  fulfilment  of  home 
and  social  and  religious  duties,  and 
brings  on  premature  infirmity.  I  do 
not  ask  your  Lordships  to  legislate 
upon  this  question ;  but  I  think  it  is 
one  which  deserves  the  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  that  some 
communication  on  the  subject  should 
be  made  to  Eailway  Companies. 

Moved, "That  there  be  laid  before  this  Honse^' 
Copy  of  the  ofiScial  Report  of  the  recent  railway 
accident  in  Ireland."---(  ^-^^  ^«»'^  ^^  ^»  H^flnr.) 

Lord    STALE  RIDGE :     My   Lords^ 
this  subject  is  undoubtedly  an  enormous 
one.     It  concerns  the  public  at  large,  a» 
my  noble  Friend    has   said,    and  not 
merely    the    Kailway    Companies   and. 
railway  men  themselves.    But  I   trust 
your  Lordships  will  not  be  led  away 
by  the  idea  that  this  overtime  is  in  any 
way    fostered    by    the    Directors    er 
Managers  of  Railway  Companies  in  thia 
country.     Overtime  on  railways  is,  to  a 
certain  extent,  absolutely  necessary,  and 
it  is  impossible  to  avoid  it  in  all  oases. 
I'^^ggy  weather  interferes  greatly  with 
the  running  of  trains  in  this  country^, 
and  it  is  marvellous  with  how  small  a 
number  of  accidents  the  railway  fm^^^» 
carry  on  their  duties.     Now  the  noble 
Lord  has  alluded    to    pressure   beings 
brought  to  bear  upon  the  Bailway  Uoino 
panics.      I  can  assure  your  Lordships 
that  Eailway  Directors  and  Managers - 
are  as  anxious  that  Dvertime  should  be 
put  a  stop  to  as  anybody,  but  it  is  a 
matter  which  is  not  always  under  their 
control.   Last  year  I  tried  to  prove  that» 
fiom  the  very  lowest  point  of  view,  it  is  - 
distinctly    the    interest     of    BaUway 
Directors  to  put  a  stop  to  overtime.     Iq 
all  cases  of  accidents  investigated  by  the/ 
officers  of  the  Board  of  Trade  one  of  the  • 
points  always    inquired  into    is    how . 
long  the  servants  of  the  railway  hs^eii 
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been  on  daty,  and  that  fact  being  at  once 
brought  out  throws  a  great  responsi- 
bility on  Eailway  Managers.  These 
Returns  do  not,  on  the  face  of  them, 
entirely  bear  out  the  construction  which 
the  noble  Lord  has  put  upon  them.  The 
actual  percentage  with  regard  to  over- 
time is  comparatively  small,  and  most 
undoubtedly  shows  an  improvement 
upon  the  Hetums  of  last  year.  I  must 
point  out  to  your  Lordships  that  in  the 
months  of  September,  1887,  and  March, 
1888,  from  the  mass  of  figures  dealt  with 
and  the  absence  of  an  analysis,  a  wrong 
impression  may  be  formed  as  to  the 
actual  number  of  hours  worked  by 
railway  servants.  I  may  congratulate 
the  noble  Lord  at  having,  by  his  demand 
for  a  Return  last  year,  brought  so  much 
pressure  to  bear  on  Railway  Companies 
that  the  Return  is  so  much  better  this 
year.  So  far  the  noble  Lord  may  be 
congratulated  that  the  action  he  has 
taken  in  the  matter  has  had  a  good 
e£fect.  The  tendency  is  to  reduce  over- 
time as  far  as  possible,  and  the  figures 
in  most  cases  show  a  diminution.  I 
should  wish  not  to  take  individual  cases ; 
but,  still,  in  some  cases  the  overtime  has 
been  beneficial  either  to  the  employin  or 
to  the  public.  On  the  London  and  North 
Western  Railway,  in  March,  1888,  413 
men  worked  overtime.  The  number  of 
instances  prolonged  over  12  hours  was 
42.  That  brings  it  down  to  a  daily 
average  of  two  men  working  overtime, 
or  *39  per  cent,  as  against  14  men 
wotking  overtime  daily  in  1887,  or  34 
per  cent.  On  the  Manchester  branch 
there  were  28  instances  during  Septem- 
ber, 1887,  of  men  working  14  hours. 
One  guard  was  on  duty  for  14  hours 
every  day  one  week  ;  he  took  tliis  duty 
once  every  tix  weeks;  and  out  of  the  14 
hours  was  calculated  the  time  before 
he  actually  went  on  duty  and  the 
time  after  he  really  came  off  duty. 
Then  there  were  cases  where  four 
signalmen  worked  13  hours  at  Watford. 
The  signalmen  commence  duty  at 
4.30  a.m.,  in  order  to  let  out  the  shunt- 
ing engines,  and  finish  at  6  p.m. ;  but 
the  man  on  duty  has  nothing  to  do  be- 
tween half  past  4  and  half-past  5 
in  the  momiDg  beyond  that  one  opera- 
tion of  letting  out  the  shuuting  engine. 
Then  there  is  another  class  of  cases 
where  the  men  work  extra  hours  in 
order  to  have  freeiom  on  Sundays.  On 
the  Chester  and  Uolyhead  line  men  are 


relieved  O'do  hour  earlier  in  order  to 
enable  them  to  attend  a  place  of  worship 
in  the  evening,  and  consequently  the 
men  taking  their  places  have  to  work 
longer  hours  ;  but  their  duties  are  com- 
paratively light  on  account  of  the  small 
number  of  trains  running  on  Sundays. 
Then  your  Lordships  will  understand 
that  it  is  impossible  to  put  a  man  into  a 
signal  box  who  has  not  gained  the 
knowledge  and  necessary  experience  of 
that  duty.  It  is  absolutely  impossible 
to  take  a  man  and  place  him  in  a  signal 
box  if  he  has  no  knowledge  of  the  duty 
he  is  required  to  perform  in  that  box. 
Then  the  engine-drivers — who  are,  of 
course,  a  very  intelligent  and  important 
class  of  employh — are  very  deserving  of 
consideration.  I  think,  if  there  is  one 
class  of  men  more  than  another  who  are 
deserving  of  contjid oration  in  this  re- 
spect, it  is  the  intelligent  class  of  men 
whom  we  have  actin((  as  engine-drivers. 
The  object  of  the  Directors  and  Man- 
agers of  railways  is  to  g^ve  them  an 
ordinary  rota  of  10  hours'  duty  a  day  for 
six  days  a  week,  and  anything  over 
60  hours  a  week  is  paid  to  them  as 
time  and  a  quarter.  Your  Lordships  will 
doubtless  understand  that  it  is,  of  course, 
absolutely  impossible  to  make  exactly 
10  hours  each  day.  A  man  may  on  one 
day  have  two  hours  more  than  another, 
but  if  on  the  whole  he  has  more  than 
60  hours  per  week  that  is  overtime. 
Particularly  stringent  orders  have  lately 
been  given  to  enginemen  that  when  they 
have  been  15  consecutive  hours  on  duty 
they  are  to  report  the  fact  at  the  first 
station  they  come  to  in  order  that  relief 
a: ay  be  telegraphed  for.  The  engine- 
men  and  firemen  have  also  printed  in 
red  ink  on  their  daily  tickets  a  notice 
that— 

*' Whenever  an  engineman  or  fireman  has 
been  over  Id  hours  on  duty  or  has  been  sent 
out  to  work  before  having  had  an  opportunity 
of  having  six  hours*  sleep,  he  is  to  explain  the 
circumstances  fully  on  the  back  of  his  ticket 
for  the  day." 

In  four  recent  cases  the  excuses  for  not 
doing  so  have  been  disallowed  as  insuffi- 
cient, and  the  men  punished.  That 
Hhows  that  the  men  are  anxious  to 
work  overtime  on  account  of  the  extra 
pay,  and  that  the  Company  officials  try 
to  prevent  the  men  making  overtime.  I 
am  not  blaming  the  men  at  all,  but  it 
oannot  be  Haid  tliat  the  men  are  so  ex- 
hausted, when  in  many  cases  they  are 
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anxious  to  make  overtime  and  get  paid 
for  it.  The  exigencies  of  railway  work 
are  such  that  the  number  of  men  for  the 
maximum  amount  of  work  could  not  be 
kept.  The  necessities  are  so  urgent  in 
regard  to  carrying  passengers  and  per- 
ishable goods  in  this  country  that  in 
spite  of  the  regular  service  of  trains  on 
the  London  and  North-Western  Hail- 
way,  which  is  supposed  to  be  ample  to 
meet  every  emergency,  in  the  month  of 
March,  1888,  they  ran  2,230  special 
passenger  and  10,832  special  goods 
trains.  That  shows  that  the  exigencies 
of  the  goods  traffic  of  this  country  can- 
not be  dealt  with  by  private  legislation. 
There  must  be  a  large  sta£f  of  engines 
and  other  railway  stock  ready  to  be 
turned  out  at  a  moment's  notice.  When 
there  is  a  great  press  of  work  it  is  abso- 
lutely unavoidable  that  there  should  be 
overtime  in  some  cases,  and  that  the  60 
hours  a  week  regulation  for  engineers 
and  firemen  cannot  be  rigidly  adhered 
to.  Then  with  regard  to  mileages,  the 
distances  covered  by  the  engines  on  the 
London  and  North -Western  Bail  way 
lines  are  over  oG, 000,000  miles  per 
annum.  The  intelligence  displayed  by 
the  railway  employei  in  this  country  in 
working  the  traffic  shows  they  are 
men  fully  able  to  safeguard  their  own 
interests.  Yet  they  have  not,  do  not,  and 
are  not  likely  to  aek  for  any  Qovernment 
interference.  Thev  have  able  advocates 
in  Parliament.  The  Amalgamated 
Society  has  endeavoured  for  some  years 
to  make  out  a  case  in  reference  to  over- 
work, but  has  failed  because  the  men 
iivould  not  support  them.  The  vast 
majority  of  the  railway  servants  are 
satisfied  with  the  way  in  which  their 
labours  are  recognized  by  the  Directors 
and  officials  of  the  company.  I  assure 
your  Lordships  that  the  Eailway  Direc- 
tors endeavour  to  lessen  overtime  in 
every  way,  and  the  fact  that  an  annual 
Return  is  made  does  not  in  any  way 
diminish  their  e£forts.  From  every  point 
of  view  it  is  their  interest  to  lessen 
overtime.  I  see  that  a  Bill  has  been  in- 
troduced in  another  place  which  seeks 
to  give  the  Board  of  Trade  power  to  ask 
for  additional  Betums.  My  Lords,  I 
think  myself  the  Board  of  Trade  know- 
ing the  circumstances  in  which  Railway 
Companies  are  placed  will  not  exercise 
that  power  and  put  the  Companies  to 
great  expense,  except  when  it  is  in  their 
opinion  necessary  to  do  so,  and  I  feel 
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that  the  Eailway  Companies  would  be 
quite  safe  in  the  hands  of  the  Board  of 
Trade. 

♦Lord  BALFOUR:  My  Lords,  it  is 
necessary  I  should  say  a  word  or  two 
with  regard  to  the  whole  subject  of  over- 
time which  the  noble  Lord  has  brought 
before  the  House.  If  I  understand  his 
speech  aright,  the  noble  Lord  who  in- 
troduced the  subject  stated  that  the 
last  Returns  were  for  the  months  of  Sep- 
tember, 1887,  and  March,  1888,  and 
thac  those  months  had  been  selected  for 
the  convenience  of  the  Railway  Com- 
panies. The  previous  Returns  were  for 
July,  1886,  and  January,  1887.  It  was 
felt  by  everybody  that  the  months  of 
July  and  January  were  not  a  fair  repre- 
sentation of  the  average  work  of  the 
railways,  and  when  the  second  Returns 
were  asked  for,  the  months  of  March 
and  September  were  chosen  as  giving 
the  fairest  average  on  the  part  of  the 
public,  the  railway  servants,  and  the 
Railway  Companies.  As  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  has  said,  there  is  a  Bill  pending 
before  Parliament  in  which  the  Board 
of  Trade  asks  for  power  to  call  for  Re- 
turns on  those  matters  from  time  to  time. 
I  would  prefer  to  avoid  any  attempt  at 
discussing  that  proposal  until  it  comes 
regularly  before  your  Lordships,  and  I 
will  only  add  that  I  do  not  think  theRailr 
way  Companies  would  be  any  the  worse 
for  this  subject  being  agitated  from  time 
to  time  either  in  this  House  or  before 
the  Board  of  Trade.  I  cordially  recog- 
nize that  great  efforts  have  been  made 
on  the  part  of  the  Directors  and  Managers 
of  the  great  majority  of  the  Railway 
Companies  to  diminish  overtime.  It 
is  not  for  the  interests  of  Railway 
Companies  that  overtime  should  be 
worked,  because  they  have  to  pay  a 
large  additional  sum  for  it,  but  it  is,  at 
the  same  time,  very  difficult  to  diminish 
it.  But  it  is  a  matter  of  great  import- 
ance that  the  subject  should  not  be 
lost  sight  of,  but  continual  efforts  should 
be  made  on  the  part  of  Railway  Com- 
panies, as  far  as  possible,  to  reduce  the 
hours  of  work  of  their  emphyii  withia 
reasonable  limits.  My  noble  Friend  has 
presented  the  case  in  a  way  which  is 
likely  to  give  your  Lordships  an  impres- 
sion, and  to  lead  to  the  belief,  that 
overtime  is  going  on  to  a  much  greater 
extent  than  is  really  the  case.  He 
produced  cases  of  a  certain  number  of 
eigine-drivers  and  signalmen  who  had 
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been  on  duty  for  a  large  number  of 
consecutive  hours.  Any  one  who 
knows  the  facts  knows  that  the  hours 
of  signalmen  ^have  been  rery  largely 
reduced  in  recent  years.  With  regard 
to  the  engine-drivers,  it  does  not 
necessarily  follow  that  when  a  man  is 
put  down  as  on  duty  for  12,  14,  or  16 
hours  he  was  upon  his  engine  all  that 
time.  For  instance,  suppose  a  drirer 
takes  an  excursion  train  to  Brighton  and 
back,  waiting  eight  hours  at  Brighton. 
During  the  whole  of  the  time  he  is 
absent  from  London  the  driver  would 
be  technically  on  duty  perhaps  for  12 
or  14  hours,  although  during  a  great 
part  of  that  time  he  would  not,  in  fact, 
be  upon  his  engine.  I  do  not  say  that 
is  always  the  case  with  overtime;  for 
instance,  it  does  not  touch  the  case  of 
men  working  goods  engines.  The  case 
of  engine-drivers  of  goods  train  is 
a  different  and  a  difficult  one, 
because  they  are  often  delayed  on  their 
journeys  from  causes  beyond  control. 
1  recognize  that  a  good  deal  has  been 
done  in  the  way  of  giving  them  relief 
as  far  as  possible  ;  and  I  feel  oonBdent 
that  if  the  attention  of  Bailway  Director 
was  brought  to  bear  upon  this  point 
they  would  endeavour  to  do  more  in  the 
future  even  than  they  had  done  in  the 
past.  In  case  it  should  be  thought  I 
have  not  spoken  with  sufficient  sympathy 
in  this  matter  I  say,  without  any  reserve, 
that  if  it  can  be  made  out  that  railway  ser- 
vants work  12,  14,  or  16  hours  and  were 
really  at  work  upon  an  engine  or  other- 
wise all  that  time,  that  was  a  state  of 
matters  which  certainly  called  loudly 
for  remedy ;  but  to  say  that  every  driver 
or  fireman  who  is  returned  as  having 
been  12,  14,  or  16  hours  at  work  has 
been  actually  during  that  long  period 
on  the  engine  is  to  draw  an  entirely  in- 
accurate conclusion.  That  is  by  no 
means  necessarily  the  fact.  Then  upon 
the  point  of  men  returning  to  work 
after  a  very  short  interval,  I  think, 
perhaps,  there  is  some  ground 
for  complaint  in  that  respect. 
But  there,  again,  there  is  a  necessity 
for  a  certain  amount  of  caution. 
Suppose  the  case  of  a  man  waiting  to  take 
a  goods  train  from  one  point  to  another, 
and  that  goods  train  is  delayed  for  ten 
hours  beyond  the  time  that  it  should 
have  arrived  at  its  destination.  The  man 
would  not,  to  use  the  ordinary  phrase, 
have  turned  a  single  wheel  during  that 


time.  At  the  same  time  it  would  b« 
obviously  unfair  to  start  him  on  a  joumev 
after  he  had  been  waiting  at ''  attention'' 
during  that  time,  but  it  would  be  no  great 
hardship  upon  him  to  give  him  a  short 
rest  of  six  or  seven  hours  and  then 
send  him  on  a  journey.  Therefore,  I 
say,  those  who  read  these  returns  ought 
to  do  so  with  caution,  and  see  that  they 
do  not  gather  a  false  impression  from 
them.  There  is  no  power  on  the  part  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  compel  a  certain 
number,  and  a  certain  number  only,  of 
hours  of  labour,  and  to  make  a  sugges- 
tion  of  that  kind  would  be  to  open  an 
extremely  large  question.  We  hear 
suggestions  in  these  days  for  limiting 
the  hours  of  labour  to  eight  or  nine 
hours.  That  would  be  an  interference 
with  adult  male  labour  which  Parlia- 
ment has  never  yet  sanctioned  and  a 
step  which  it  would  be  very  slow  to 
take.  It  is  not  poisible  to  lay  down  by 
direct  legislation  that  railway  men  shall 
never  work  more  than  a  certain  number 
of  hours,  because  it  is  absolutely  impos- 
sible to  foresee  emergencies  and  contin- 
gencies which  may  from  time  to  time 
arise.  But  I  do  say  it  is  most 
desirable  that  the  public  should  know 
what  is  being  done,  and  that  they 
should  bring  to  bear  the  pressure  of 
their  opinion  on  the  directors  and' 
managers  of  railway  companies  to 
abolish  overtime  as  far  as  possible. 
That  is  being  done  now  more  than 
ever  it  was  before,  and  I  believe  that  if 
the  matter  be  brought  before  the  public 
from  time  to  time  more  will  be  done  in 
the  future  than  has  been  done  in  the 
past.  One  of  the  difficulties  of  railway 
companies  is  the  wishes  and  desires  of 
their  servants  themselves  in  the  matter. 
I  have  in  my  mind  a  correspondence 
which  took  place  with  the  London, 
Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Railway 
Company,  and  in  that  correspondence  it 
was  distinctly  put  forward  that  in  the 
case  of  getting  men  to  work  fog-signals 
the  company  had  the  greatest  possible 
difficulty  in  getting  their  servants  to 
stay  o£f  work  the  proper  number  of 
hours,  because  they  were  so  anxious 
to  earn  the  large  pay  with  which 
such  work  was  rewarded.  I  do  not 
say  that  is  any  real  excuse  for  per* 
mitting  men  to  work  excessively  long 
hours.  I  only  mention  it  as  one  of 
the  difficulties  with  which  Railway  Com- 
panies have  to  contend.    With  regard  to 
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,the  question  of  the  consequent  danger 
.  to  the  travelling  public,  in  reading  the 
reports  sent  in  by  Inspectors    of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  I  have  been  struck  with 
.this  fact,  that  the  railway  servants  who 
are  concerned  in  accidents  are  not  by 
any  means  always  those  who  have  been 
long   hours  at  work.    Taking  the  re- 
turns of  accidents  between   1st  June, 
188B,  and  May  31,  1889,  the  number  of 
casualties    inquired  into  was   86,   and 
deducting  from  that  number  23,  which 
were  due  to  broken  axles,  trains  running 
off  the  line,   and  defects  in   the  per- 
manent way,  which  of  ooursehad  nothing 
to  do  with  the  question,  there  remain 
63,  which  could,  by  any  possibility,  be 
said  to  have  been  caused  by  forgetf  ul- 
ness  or  negligence  on  the  part  of  the 
railway  servants.    The  number  of  indi- 
vidual servants  concerned  was  87 ;  the 
number  of  those  who  had  been  on  duty 
for  less  than  eight  hours  at  the  time  of 
the  accident  was  53,  and  above  eight 
liours  34.     There  were  therefore  con- 
cerned in  accidents  a  large  number  of 
employh  who  had  been  a  short  time  on 
duty  than  those  who  had  been  at  work 
along  time.    I  do  not  put  that  forward 
as  by  any  means  conclusive  upon  the 
subject.     We  do  not  know  how  many 
railway  servants  are  generally  within 
the  eight  hours  limit,  and  how  many 
exceed  it,  and  to  make  this  comparison 
really  of  use  we  would  require  to  know 
that,   and  then    find  out  the  relative 
proportions;  but    I  submit  it   is    not 
quite  fair  to  attribute  a  large  number 
of  the  casualties  which  take  place  to 
the  fact  that  the  servants  have  been  a 
very  long  time  at  work.     I  can  assure 
the  House  that  the  subject  has  been 
from  time  to  time  engaging  the  anxious 
consideration  of  the  Board  of   Trade, 
and  that  every  legitimate  pressure  will 
be  brought  to  bear  on  the    Bailway 
Oompanies    to    do    what    they  can  to 
diminish  overtime.     My  Lords,  I  depre- 
cate asking  Parliament  to  lay  down  a 
fitxed  rule  for  this  reason,  if  for  no  other, 
that  if  you  take  the  power  of  absolute 
regulation,  you  in   general  must  also 
take    the    responsibility  for    whatever 
may  occur.     The  policy  of  this  country 
has  always  been  to  bring  pressure  to 
bear  upon  those  who  manage  the  railway 
companies,  but  at  the  same  time  to  leave 
to   them  the   power    and   with  it  the 
responsibility  for  what  may  occur.     My 
Xiords,  there  is  only  one  other  point  upon 
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which  it  is  necessary 'for  m«  to  say  any- 
thing, and  that  is. with  regard  to  the 
recent  lamentable  disaster  in'  Ireland. 
I  cannot  recall  any  railway  accident 
which  has  happened  in  this  country 
more  pathetic  in  its  circumstances,  or 
more  disastrous  in  its  results^-  How- 
ever, as  the  inquiry  has  not  yet  been 
completed,  I  will  suggest  to  the  noble 
Lord  that  he  should  withdraw  his  Mo- 
tion for  the  Beport  at  the  present,  and 
I  will  undertake  that,  as  soon  as  the 
inquiry  is  completed,  it  shall  be  com- 
municated to  both  this  and  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  as  soon  as  that  can 
fairly  be  done 

*LoRD  NORTON :  The  noble  Lord  has 
very  truly  said  that  overtime  is  more  or 
less    necessary    sometimes.      What    is 
really  meant  by  overtime  is  rather  oret' 
work — not    men    working  occasionally 
beyond  the  regulation  hours,  but  men 
regularly  working  beyond  the  point  to 
which  they  can  safely  and  properly  work. 
The  noble  Lord  who  has  just  sat  down 
said  that  few  accidents  occur  from  men 
working  overtime,  and  with  regard  to 
engine  drivers,  it  is  difficult  to  lay  down 
exactly  what  the  duration  of  their  woric 
in  all  cases  should  be,  or  to  prevent 
their  working  overtime  on  occasion.  But 
take  the  case  of  signalmen's  work.    I 
would  ask  is  overtime  necessary  with 
th^m  ?    No.    The  duration  of  signal- 
men's work  can  be,  and  is,  absolutely 
regulated.     1  rather  think  my   nobl^ 
Friend    the    Parliamentary    Secretary 
to   the    Board    of    Trade    was    wrong 
in   stating  that  the  number  of  honrs 
for  signalmen  have  been  reduced.    For- 
merly there  used  to  be  three  relays 
in  the  24  hours,  giving  eight  hours'  work 
to  each,  but  now  there  are  by  regula- 
tion only  two,  and    I  contend  that  a 
stretch  of    12  hour^  of  such  work  is 
more  than  an  average  -man  can  stand. 
These  men  are  in   the  signal-box  fop 
twelve  hours  at  a  stretch  ;  their  food  is 
brought  to  them ;  they  have  no  exer- 
cise, nor  any  relaxation  from  the  con- 
stant tension  they    are  under.    I  sa^ 
that  twelve    hours    of  that    work    is 
more     than     any    man     can     stand* 
I  have    known    cases    of    signalmen's 
health     breaking     down     under     th^ 
strain.      I    know    the    case    of    one 
near  my  own  place    on    the  Midlsad 
Hallway,  who  has  broken  down  under 
the  strain  of  that  work,  and  is  now  A 
drivelling  idiot ;    and  I-  should  think 
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tliere  Are  other  each  cases.  It  is 
true  that  accidents  do  not  often  occur 
'  from  that  cause,  but  if  a  man's 
'brain  and  health  give  way  under 
the  strain  he  is  removed  irom  his 
post.  I  do  not  know  whether,  when 
men  break  down,  the  Bailway  Oom- 
panies  provide  for  them.  The  question 
IS,  whether  the  actual  regulations  of 
Bailwaj  Companies  for  the  work  of 
aignalmen  are  such  as  to  make  it  abso- 
lutely impossible  for  the  men  engaged 
in  the  work  to  stand  it  without  risk 
to  themselves,  and,  therefore,  danger 
to  the  public.  That  sort  of  over- 
work under  actual  regulations  Parlia- 
ment has  interfered  with  in  the  case  of 
factories.  Too  long  periods  of  work 
had  been  made  illegal  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament, and  ought  to  be  made  just  as 
'illegal  in  the  case  of  Railway  Com- 
panies as  in  regard  to  other  kinds  of 
employment.  It  has  been  stated  that 
Bailway  Companies  have  amended  their 

•  rules,  in  consequence  of  public  at- 
( tention    being    called     to    them.      I 

hope  that  has  been  done,  and,  if  so,  it 
is  an  encouragement  to  us  to  call  more 
attention  to  the  matter.    But  if  it  be 

•  the  case  that  under  such  a  rule  as  I 
thave  alluded  to,  signalmen  throughout 
ithe  country  are  engag^  to  work 
.  twelve  hours  out  of  every  twenty-four, 
.if  the    Bailway   Companies    will   not 

consent  to  alter  such  rules.  Parliament 

ought  to  interpose. 

LoBD  BALFOUR:  My  Lords,  the 
noble  Earl  Da  L%  Warr,  before  leaving 
the  House,  authorised  me  to  state  that 
he  wished  to  withdraw  the  Motion.  I 
should  like  to  add  that  another  reason 
why  I  should  be  sorry  to  promise  to 
present  the  return  as  to  the  railway 
accident  in  Ireland  at  any  definite  time, 
is  because  some  of  the  men  connected 
with  it  have  been  arraigned  on  a 
criminal  charge.  But  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible consistently  with  the  interests 
of  justice  the  Beport  of  the  Govern- 
ment Inspector  and  the  evidence  on 
which  it  is  founded  shall  be  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House.  I  only  desire 
to  say  one  word  more.  The  noble  Lord 
behind  me  is,  I  think,  misinformed 
when  he  states  that  there  has  been  an 
increase  of  signalmen's  duty  to  12  hours. 
I  believe  that  statement  was  made  on 
inaccurate  information. 

Lord  STALBRIOaE:  My  Lords,  I 
^ill  only  add  that  if  the  instance  given 


by  this  noble  Earl  of  a  man  br^kiog 
down  from  the  nature  of  the  work  weve 
general,  such  a  thing  would  prevent 
any  demand  for  the  ofEoe  of  sig^nalman, 
but  I  can  say  that  there  is  never  any 
lack  of  men  applying  for  such  berths. 
If  such  a  measure  as  the  noble  Earl 
suggests  were  passed,  there  would, 
perhaps,  be  no  anxiety  on  the  part  of 
the  men  to  undertake  the  work.  What 
the  noble  Lord  has  said  is  perfectly 
true  with  regard  to  the  duties  of  signal- 
men  on  what  is  called  the  Brighton  road. 
There  a  man  has  nothing  to  do  except 
to  work  the  block  system  and  to  signal 
the  trains  on  his  dial.  By  the  inter- 
locking system,  nowadays,  it  is  almost 
impossible  for  a  man. to  make  a  mistake, 
and  all  that  is  expected  of  him  is  atten- 
tion and  sobriety.  That  obviates  what 
has  been  spoken  of  as  the  state  of  ten- 
sion the  men  are  under.  In  places 
where  the  signalling  is  more  difficult 
and  complicated  there  are  three  shifts 
in  the  24  hours.  I  do  not  know  whether 
any  noble  Lords  have  hoard  qf  other 
cases  of  drivelling  Idiots  and  prema- 
turely broken-down  old  men  such  as  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  has  referred  to,  but 
I  do  not  know  why  he  should  ask  for  com- 
pulsory measures  to  be  taken  in  this 
matter  merely  because  he  knows  of  one 
such  case.  There  is  never  any  want  of 
men  for  the  signalling  boxes;  naturally 
they  are  not  unwilling  to  be  placed  in 
so  important  a  post. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  iiie  House)  with- 
drawn. 

ADVERTISEMENT  RATING  BILL 
(No,  Ui\) 

House  in  Committee  (on  Ile-comit« 
ment)  (according  to  order) :  Further 
amendments  made :  The  Keport  thereof 
to  be  received  on  Monday  next ;  and  Bill 
to  be  printed  as  amended.     (No.  171.) 

WINCHESTER  BURGESSES  (DISQUALI- 
FICATION  REMOVAL  BILL  (No.  137.) 

House  in  Committee  (on  He  comit- 
ment)  (according  to  order) :  Bill  re- 
ported without  amendment,  and  to  be 
read  5*  on  Tuesday  next. 

MARRIAGES  (BASUTOLAND,  &c.)   BILL 

(No.  loi*.) 

WINDWARD  ISLANDS  APPEAL  COURT 

BILL  (No.  1 53.) 

House  in  Committe3  (according  to 
order):  Bills  reported  without  amend- 
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thonsanda.  The  lower  and  middle  classes  are 
'  in  jrreat  distrcBS.    Sufferers  are  about  70,000  to 

100«000.  If  you  doubt,  special  inquiry  is 
.  solicited.  Goyemment  help  is  urf»ently  required. 

Whole  estates  are  full  of  remission  of  revenue, 
.  relief  works,  gratuitous  relief  kitchens,  distri. 

bution  of  seeds.    Tuccavi  on  favourable  terms 

is  earnestly  prayed  for.'* 

and,  whether  he  can  loforra  the  House 
as  to  the  steps  taken  b}'  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  on  receipt  of  this  tele^i^ram, 
and  also  state  the  present  condition  of 
the  people  of  An^i^ool  ? 

SiK  J.  GORST :  No  Sir ;  no  official 
information  has  been  received  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  reference  to  the 
telegram  mentioned  in  the  question. 
The  Secretary  of  State  has  learned, 
apparently  from  the  same  source  from 
>Brhich  the  hon.  Member  appears  to  have 
derived  his  information,  that  orders 
have  already  been  given  for  the  dis- 
tribution of  relief  by  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  of  Bengal. 

DISTRESS  IN  THE  21  PEGUNNAHS, 
BENGAL-STATEMENT   BY   MR.   C.   W. 

BOLTON. 

Mr.  BRA.DLAUGH!  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(1)  whether  the  Secretary  of  State  is 
aware  that  Mr.  C.  W.  Bolton,  collector 
of  the  24  Pegunnahs,  Bengal,  in 
reference  to  the  distress  now  existing 
in  the  district,  has  stated  that  **  the 
proper  policy"  to  adopt  in  times  of 
, scarcity  is  to  refuse  aid,  ''in  any 
shape,"  but  that  of.  relief  works, 
except  in  case  of  actual  famine;  (2) 
.whether  Mr.  Bolton,  in  his  Beport  cir- 
culated by  the  Government  of  Bengal, 
stated — 

<*  I  have,  m^'Belf,  no  doubt  that  a  few  of  the 
.cultivators  have  great  difficulty  at  present  in 
obtaining  a  fair  supply  of  food.  There  are 
doubtless  a  few  cases,  in  some  villages,  in  which 
that  difficulty  exists,  but  the  men  can  easily 
obtain  work ;  and,  if  really  pressed,  will  no 
doubt  seek  it.  For  the  labourers,  also,  there  is 
and  has  boon  no  want  of  work,  as  will  be 
explained  further  on.  The  inOrm  who  subsist 
on  the  charity  of  relatives,  or  neighbours,  are 
certainly  the  class  which  is  suffering  most  at 
present." 

(8)  whether  the  daily  wage  paid  on  a 
relief  work  is  only  enougli  to  support  the 
labourer  to  whom  it  is  paid  ;  and,  there- 
fore, does  not  leave  anything  to  bo  sent 
by  him  to  the  infirm  or  weakly  members 
of  a  family  who  may  be  entirely  depen- 
dent upon  the  head  of  the  family; 
(i)    whether    the   paliey,    which    the 
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Governor  of  Madras  has  carried  out  im 
Ganjam,  has  received  the  aanctioa  of 
the  Secretary  of  State,  and  whether 
that  policy  has  made  provision  for 
the  relief  of  the  very  classes  whom 
Mr.  Bolton  has  declared  to  be  beyond 
the  need  of  State  assistance,  until 
deaths  from  starvation  have  occurred; 
and  (5)  whether  the  Secretary  of  State 
will  direct  the  attention  of  the 
Government  of  India  to  the.  seed 
for  impressing  upon  subordinate  Gorem- 
ments  the  desirability  of  uoiformity  in 
methods  and  extent  of  relief  after  the 
manner  adopted  by  the  Government  of 
Madras,  at  an  even  earlier  period  of  the 
distress,  i.e.^  before  any  appreciable 
number  of  the  people  become  ''  ema- 
ciated," than  was  the  case  in  Ganjam  ? 
Sir  J.  GORST  :  No  Report  from  Mr. 
Bolton  has  been  received,  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  cannot,  therefore, 
express  any  opinion  upon  the  first  two 
paragraphs  of  the  question.  The  third 
paragraph  may  be  answered  g^erally 
in  the  affirmative,  though  it  should  M 
added  that  members  of  a  family  unaUe 
to  work  receive  relief.  The  policy  of 
the  Madras  Government  at  Ganjam  haa 
received  the  approbation  of  the  Se^r^ 
tary  of  State.  In  respect  to  the  la4 
paragraph,  the  Secretary  of  State  doei 
not  consider  it  necessary  to  give  instruo^ 
tions  to  the  Authorities  in  India  other 
than  those  contained  in  the  Famine 
Codes.  These  have  been  drawn  u^ 
with  great  care  as  prescribing  the  beat 
mode  of  alleviating  distress,  and  inter* 
ference  with  their  procedure  would  b^ 
likely  to  increase  the  calamity  of  famitia 
and  cause  greater  loss  of  life.  -  - 

FLOODS  IN  THE  LEA  VALLEY.  - ' 
Mh.  ABEL  SMini  (HertfordshiMi 
E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  Stalb 
for  War  whether  his  attention  has  beM 
called  to  certain  floods  which  liaFi0 
occurred  recently  in  the  Lea  YaUqr 
District,  in  which  the  Government  Qon^ 
powder  Factory  at  Walthatn  Abbey  la 
situate,  resulting  in  great  injury  to  tbto 
property  of  the  neighbouring  farm^J 
whether  he  is  av^are  that  those  floiiida 
are  alleged  to  have  beon  caused  through 
neglect  in  opening  certain  weirff,  eOaafO 
allow  the  water  to  flow  freely,  or  in 
clearing  out  the  channel  of  the  River  L^ 
where  it  passes  through  the  Powdec 
Factory,  so  as  to  provide  a  chaunellff 
overflow  water  from  the  Lea  natigaljiM 
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in  times  of  flood ;  wbetber  he  has  receivod 
<^ommunication8  on  behalf  of  the  farmers 
in  question,  suggesting^  that  the  Govern- 
ment officers  are  really  responsible  for 
the  neglect  of  the  Weirkeepers,  and 
proposing  that  inquiries  should  be  insti- 
tuted by  independent  engineers,  to  be 
appointed  with  the  approval  of  the 
sufferers  by  these  floods ;  and  whether 
such  inquiries  have  been  made,  and  with 
what  result  ? 

The  financial  SECRETARY 
FOE  WAR  (Mr.  Brodbick,  Surrey, 
Ouildford) :  I  oannot  add  much  to  the 
reply  made  yesterday  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Epping.  Floods 
do  occur  from  time  to  time  in  the  low- 
lying  districts  around  Wa!tham  Abbey, 
and  in  May  certain  lands  were  flooded 
owing  to  a  greater  quantity  of  water 
coming  through  the  Conservancy  gstes 
at  King's  Weir  than  could  escape  by  the 
channel  of  the  old  River  Lea.  There 
does  not  appear  to  have  been  delay  on 
the  part  of  the  weirkeepers  in  opening 
the  gates  at  the  War  Department  mill. 
As  mentioned  yesterday,  the  Conserva- 
tors appear  to  have  insufficient  powers 
to  bring  about  a  combination  of  the 
iriparian  owners  with  a  view  to  taking 
steps  to  prevent  flooding. 

Me.  BRADLAUGH:  Has  not  the 
War  Office  disputed  for  years  the  right 
of  the  Lea  Conservators  to  interfere  with 
any  of  this  water  ? 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  I  am  afraid  that 
I  oannot  answer  that  question. 

THE    ROYAL    COMMISSION    ON    CIVIL 
ESTABLISHMENTS. 

Mb.  spencer  BALFOUR  (Bum- 
ley)  :  I  beg  to  a((k  the  Secretary  fo  the 
Treasury  when  the  evidence  laid  before 
the  Royal  Commis'^ioners  on  Civil 
Establishments,  to  which  the  Commis- 
sioners refer  in  their  third  Report,  will  be 
publitihed  ;  and  whether  further  changes 
m  the  Inland  Revenue  Department  will 
be  postponed  until  such'  evidence  has 
been  submitted  to  Parliament  ? 

Tub  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  I 
understand  that  the  evidence  in  ques- 
tion will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  in  a  day 
or  two.  The  only  alterations  that  I  am 
aware  of  as  now  in  progress  at  Somerset 
House  are  those  referred  ti>  in  the  ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
Wert  Lanark  to  which  my  right  hon. 


Friend,  the  First  Lord  of  the  TreasnTy, 
is  about  to  reply. 

USE  OF  ROBURITE  IN  COAL  MINES. 

Mb.  SPENCER  BALFOUR:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  if  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  growing  use  in 
Lancashire  coal  mines  of  the  explosive 
called  ''roburite'';  if  he  is  aware  that 
the  Miners'  National  Conference,  held 
in  Manchester  on  the  4th  July,  1889, 
condemned  the  use  of  roburite  as  in- 
jurious to  the  health  of  the  miners ;  and 
whether,  if  any  doubt  exists  on  this 
point,  he  will  direct  an  inquiry  into  the 
matter,  and  will  give  the  men  an  oppor- 
tunity of  producing  scientific  and  other 
evidence  in  support  of  their  view  ? 

The  SECRETARY  op.  STATE  fob 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.) :  Yes,  Sir; 
I  am  informed  by  the  Inspector  that 
there  is  a  growing  use  of  roburite  in 
the  Lancashire  collieries.  It  is  a  useful 
explosive  and  practically  safe  for  use  in 
fiery  mines.  I  gather  from  newspaper 
reports  that  its  use  has  been  condemned 
by  miners  as  injurious  to  health.  An 
inquiry  was  recently  held  into  this 
matter  by  a  committee  of  experts  on 
which  the  Miners'  Federation  was 
represented,  and  their  conclusion  was 
that,  if.  proper  care  is  exercised  by 
managers,  shot-firers,  and  colliers,  the 
use  of  roburite  will  not  add  to  the 
harmful  conditions  under  which  the 
miner  works.  The  Inspector  informs 
me  that  means  are  now  being  devised 
for  removing  the  fumes  by  ventilation 
before  persons  re-enter,  and  for  keeping 
persons  out  of  the  return  air,  and  under 
these  circumstances  he  does  not  consider 
any  further  inquiry,  at  any  rate  at 
present,  desirable. 

INDIA-CORRUPT  ^lAGISTRATES  AND 
THEIR  APPOINTMENTS. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow, College): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  he  can  yet  in- 
form  the  House  if  it  is  true,  as  stated  in 
the  Calcutta  correspondence  of  the 
Timet,  of  the  24th  ultimo,  and  repeated 
in  the  Calcutta  telegram  in  the  Timet  of 
the  1st  instant,  that  the  High  Court  of 
Bombay  has  pronounced  a  judgment 
atfirming  that  the  corrupt  mamlutdars 
and  magistrates  are  by  the  operation  of 
49  Qeo.  3,  0.  126,  **  disabled  persona  i|i 
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law  to  all  intents  and  pnrposeB  to  have 
or  enjoy  the  offices  or  any  part  of  them/' 
for  which  they  swore  that  they  paid 
bribes ;  and  whether  it  is  true,  as  stated 
in  the  Calcutta  correspondence  of  the 
Tim$i  of  the  15th  instant,  that  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Jardine  ''has  officially  reported  to 
the  Chief  Justice  the  illegal  re-appoint- 
ment, as  mamlutdars,  of  seven  men, 
fuilty,  on  their  own  confession,  of 
ribery  and  corruption." 
Sir  J.  Q0K8T:  The  judgment  re- 
ferred to  has  now  arrived  in  this 
country ;  and  I  am  bound  to  say,  from 
a  perusal  of  it,  that  I  cannot  think  the 
discription  given  of  it  by  the  TimsB* 
Correspondent  is  accurate.  No  judg- 
ment is  pronounced  to  the  effect  men- 
tioned in  the  question ;  but  there  is  an 
expression  of  opinion  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
Justice  Jardine  that  the  statute  men- 
tioned does  apply  to  such  officers  as 
those  referred  to.  With  reference  to 
the  second  inquiry,  the  report  of  Mr. 
Justice  Jardine  has  not  been  received  in 
this  country,  and  the  Secretary  of  State 
cannot  express  an  opinion  until  he  has 
seen  it. 

Db.  CAMERON :  As  this  matter  has 
really  become  a  public  scandal  and  dis- 
grace in  India,  I  beg  to  give  notice  that 
at  the  end  of  the  questions  I  will  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  in  order 
to  call  attention  to  the  subject. 

COLONEL  SLADKS  EQUIPMENT. 

l^B.  HANBURY  (Preston) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
if  he  can  now  state  the  date  at  which 
Major  Mayne's  valise  equipment  was 
submitted  to  the  Equipment  Committee, 
and  the  date  at  which  Colonel  Slade, 
who  has  since  patented  a  similar  equip- 
ment, ceased  to  be  a  member  of  the 
Committee  appointed  to  decide  judicially 
upon  such  inventions ;  whether  he  can 
now  confirm  his  statement  that 

"  Colonel  Slade  ceased  to  be  a  member  of  the 
Equipment  Committee  long  before  the  yalisee 
in  question  were  submitted  to  it ; " 

whether  it  is  usual  to  allow  members  of 
such  Committees  to  themselves  patent 
inventions  similar  to  those  which  they 
have  had  special  opportunities  of  ex- 
amining as  members  of  such  Com- 
mittees; whether  it  is  usual  to  give 
contracts  under  such  circumstances  to 
members  of  such  Committees  on  their 
retirement,  and  while  they  are  still 
actually  members  of  other  influential 
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War  Office  Committees,  the  War  Office 
regulations  forbidding  officials  even  to 
become  shareholders  in  contracting 
firms ;  whether  it  is  usual  to  give  coo- 
tracts  to  Colonels  who  have  no  factories 
and,  as  the  Director  of  Contracts  statea 
was  the  case  in  this  instance,  without 
even  being  prepared  to  furnish  "  t^e 
particulars  usually  given  to  the  trade  in 
the  shape  of  patterns  and  specifications;  ^ 
whether,  on  its  being  discovered,  after 
the  first  set  of  the  equipment  had  been 
delivered,  that  it  bore  the  name  of  Boss 
as  maker,  Colonel  Slade  gave  the  War 
Office  a  promise  that  no  more  should  be 
made  by  that  firm ;  whether  Messrs. 
Boss  have  admitted  in  .evidence  that,  in 
spite  of  this  promise,  *the  whole  of  th^ 
remaining  909  cets,  and  the  valises  be- 
sides, were  made  by  them  for  Colonel 
Slade;  what  names  were  on  these 
articles  so  manufactured;  what  notice 
was  taken  of  this  conduct  of  Colonel 
Slade,  or  whether  he  is  still  a  member 
of  an  important  War  Office  Committee 
and  these  goods  have  been  accepted  by 
the  War  Office;  whether  two  large 
additional  contracts  have  since  been 
given  to  his  admitted  partner  in  this 
patent,  Colonel  Wallace,  and  at  a  price 
considerably  higher,  by  about  25  per 
cent,  than  that  given  on  this  first  and 
smaller  order,  25s.  6d.  as  a^nst 
20s.  SJd.,  the  price  being,  as  the  Diree- 
tor  of  Contracts  has  stated  in  evidenee^ 
**  more  than  I  have  ever  paid  for  any 
set  of  equipment ; "  would  he  state  whs^ 
was  his  authority  for  saying  that 
Colonels  Slade  and  Wallace  were  **  not 
in  partnership;''  and  whether  the 
pouches  of  this  equipment  with  which 
the  British  Army  is  now  about  to  be 
supplied  will  be  unfit  for  the  new  and 
much  smaller  cartridge  of  the  new 
magazine  rifle. 

*Mb.  BBODBICE  :  At  least  half  of 
the  long  series  of  questions  put  by  mj 
hon.  Friend  contain  debateable  matter^ 
and  without  intending  any  disoourtesnr 
to  him,  I  must  reserve  my  answer  nntu 
that  debate  arises.  As  regards  the 
questions  of  facts.  Major  Mayne's  valis» 
equipment  came  before  the  Equipment 
Committee  in  May,  1883,  and  Ctolonel 
Slade  ceased  to  be  a  Member  of  the 
Committee  in  November,  1886,  having 
been  appointed  to  it  in  November,  1884w 
Colonel  Slade  did  promise  that  Messrs. 
Boss  should  not  be  employedi  bnl 
nevertheless  it  was  found  that  that  fintt 
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had  made  fche  remainder  of  the  thousand  at  Caher,  in  the  County  of  Tipperaty, 
sets,  though  the  name  on  the  articles  Constables  HoUingsworth  and  Holohan, 
was  that  of  <<Slade"  only.  The  goods  of  the  Irish  Constabulary,  tore  down 
were  accepted  as  they  were  immediately  placards  announcing  a  collection  for  a 
required.  Colonel  fc^lade  is  still  a  Mem-  testimonial  to  the  Member  for  the 
ber  of  the  Small  Arms  Committee,  and  Division,  the  first-named  constable  tear- 
the  circumstances  above-mentioned  do  ing  down  the  placards  first  posted, 
not  preclude  the  Secretary  of  State  from  including  one  posted  on  a  private  house 
availing  himself  of  his  experience  in  with  permission  of  the  owner,  and  the 
that  capacity.  The  question  of  subse-  last-named  constable  tearing  down  the 
quent  contracts  for  the  Slade  equipment  placards  posted  up  by  the  committee 
has  been  fully  discussed,  and  I  have  after  those  first  posted  had  been 
nothing  to  add  to  what  has  already  been  destroyed  by  Constable  Hollingsworth ; 
eaid.  When  the  ammunition  issued  to  why  these  constables  tore  the  placards 
the  Army  is  changed  the  pouches  will  down ;  and  under  what  legal  power, 
be  changed  also.  In  the  meantime  the  and  on  what  instruction  they  so  acted, 
troops  must  be  kept  provided  with  ♦Xhb  CELLEP  SECRETARY  foe 
pouches  for  the  existing  ammunition.  lEELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Man- 
Ma.  HANBURY :  Am  I  to  under-  Chester,  E.) :  The  placards  referred  to 
stand  that  Colonel  Slade  did  send  in  were  not  torn  down  from  any  private 
certain  sets  which  were  made  by  Messrs.  house  unless  a  gateway  commonly  used 
Ross,  although  a  faithful  promise  had  for  posting  notices  of  every  sort  can  be 
been  given  that  no  more  should  be  sent  so  described.  The  constables  acted  by 
in  ?  direction  of  the  sergeant.     They   tore 

"^Mr.   BRODRICK:  The  equipments  the    placards    down    because    in    the 

were  required,   and  they  were  sent  in  sergeant's  opinion  the  placards  contained 

with  the  name  of  Colonel  Slade  only  objectionable  matter.  The  objectionable 

upon  them.     They  were  found  by  the  matter  appears  to  have  consisted  partly 

Inspector  to  be  fully  up  to  the  stipula-  in  some  uncomplimentary  references  to 

tions  of  the  contract,   and  they  were  myself,  and  as  these,  so  far  as  I  can  see, 

required  for  the  use  of  the  troops  at  can  do  no  harm  to  anyone,  they  do  not. 

once.     Every  care  is  taken  that  Messrs.  in   my  judgment,   supply  a    sufficient 

Ross  shall  not  be  further  employed.  justification  for  the  action  of  the  police. 

Mr.  HANBURY:  I  am  not  talking  But  there  were  also  words  tendmg  to 

of  Messrs.  Roar,  but  of  a  gross  breach  bring  the  law  into  contempt,  and  these 

of  faith  by  a  War  Office  official.  the    police     very     [)roperly     thought 

*Mr.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order !  rendered  the  placard  illegal. 

Mr.  HANBURY :  Perhaps  I  may  be  .  Mr.  SEXTON :  Were  not  the  objec- 

aUowed  to  say  that  a  promise  faithfully  tionable  words  those  which  expressed 

given  to  the  War  Office  was  deliberately  t^®  hope  that  persons  of   Nationalist 

broken  sympathies,  who  concurred  in  the  action 

*%r      o-ori  A  TrT:i"D      mu     i.        n     xi  of  the  Committee,   would  honour  and 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:   The  hon    Oentle-  ^^^   the  Chief  Secretary's    "orimi. 

man    is    makmg    an    assumption    m  n^g9)> 

putting  a  question  which  he   has  no  *r      »    t  -w^t-r^r^^'n     tr            » 

right  to  make.  .   Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  Yes  j  and  my 

■%r     TT»xrDTTT»tr     mv     j    i     *  l-l  impreasion    18    that   doing  honour   to 

Mb.  HANBURY:   The  fact  of  the  eriminale   is    bringing    the    law    into 

promise   is  stated    in  a  memorandum  eontemot 

issued    by  the  Director    of   Contracts  «-     aT^vmrk-M"     a      xi_         i.      •    x». 

which  I  am  ready  to  read,  if  necessary.  ^.  ^?- ^^^^i//®  *^®  ^^T  *^*^" 

There  can  be  no  doubt  about  the  facte,  district  authonzed  to  tear  down  placai^s  in 

which  are  admitted.  7*^*3?  Insh  feelings  of  regard  and  esteem 

*u#     OT^T^  *  TrT:ir>     rk  j          j     t  i*or  Mr.  J.  O'Oonnor,  Member  of  Parlia- 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^^  eiWxsion,  who  has  been 

convicted  under  the  Coercion  Act,  are 

TEARING  DOWN  PLACARDS.  expressed  ? 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :   I  beg  Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  No,  Sir ;  they 

to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  may  express  as  much  esteem  for  any 

Lieutenant  of    Ireland  whether  he  is  gentleman  as  they  like,  but  that  does 

aware  that,  within  the  past  few  days,  not  coyer  the  words  in  the  placard. 
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compared  Coyle  with  the  deBertption  of 
Hart.    The  desoriptions   in    this  caae 
show  that  two  only  of  the  marks  agree, 
while  six    differed.     The  question    of 
giving  the  French  system  a  trial  in  this 
country  has  been  under  the  considera* 
tion  of  the  Police  and  Prison  Authorities. ' 
There  are  many  difficulties  in  the  waj. 
of  adopting  it  in  this  country,  and  it  is 
doubtful  whether  equally  good  results 
are  not  obtain  3d  under  our  present  sys- 
tem.    It    is    also  a  question  whether 
legislation   would  not  be  required  to 
carry  it  out  effectually.     The  matter, 
howerer,  is  not  being  lost  sight  of. 


NriSANCE  AT  HOLYWOOD. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  repeated  representa- 
tions by  the  Holy  wood  Town  Commis- 
sioners to  the  Belfast  Board  of  Guardians 
and  the  Irish  Local  Qovernment  Board, 
as  to  an  intolerable  nuisance  on  the 
Holy  wood  foreshore,  have,  up  to  the 
present,  proved  ineffectual;  and  what 
will  be  done  to  abate  the  nuisance  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Representa- 
tions of  the  pature  mentioned  have  been 
made  in  regard  to  the  existence  of  a 
nuisancH  arising  from  decaying  sea- weed. 
The  Belfast  Guardians  at  their  meeting 
on  the  16th  instant  directed  their  solici- 
tor to  proceed  against  the  owner  of  the 
foreshore  for  the  purpose  of  having  the 
nuisance  abated. 

THE  CASE  OP  JAMES  COYLE. 

Sir  JOHN  DORINGTON  (Glouces- 
tershire, Tewkesbury):  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  ca«e  of  James  Coyle, 
convicted  at  the  London  Sessions  on  4th 
June  of  robbery  at  the  Victoria  Station, 
against  whom  a  previous  conviction  and 
sentence  in  1''79  of  seven  years'  penal 
servitude  and  seven  years'  police  super- 
vision was  then  proved  to  the  satisfaction 
of  a  jury  by  the  evidence  of  a  warder 
from  Miilbank,  who  had  examined  him 
with  the  official  description  for  the  marks 
and  scars  the  person  so  convicted  bore ; 
whether  it  was  subsequently  proved, 
by  police  evidence,  that  Coyle  was 
convicted  for  a  minor  offence  in 
1882,  and  consequently  could  not  be 
the  person  identified  by  the  warder  as 
having  been  convicted  iu  1879;  and, 
whether  he  has  come  to  any  decision  as 
to  giving  the  French  system,  under 
which  mistakes  are  practically  impos- 
sible, a  trial  in  this  country  ? 

Mr.  MAITUEWS:  Yes,  Sir;  the 
facts  are  as  stated.  I  have  received  a 
Report  from  the  Prison  Commissioners, 
who  inform  me  that  if  Coyle  had  been 
compared  carefully  with  the  marks  and 
descri|ition  of  Uart,  whom  he  was 
alleged  to  be,  and  particularly  if  Coyle 
had  denied  that  he  was  Hart  when  at 
the  Police  Couit,  the  mistake  would 
never  Lave  occurred.  In  this  case  it 
was  not  the  system  that  was  at  fault, 
but  the  inaccuracy  of  the  warder  who 


THE  POSTMASTERSHIP  OF 
KNOCK  ANEY. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  ABRAHAM  (Lim- 
erick):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  if  he  could  explain  why  Mr. 
John  Guerin  has  been  deprived  of  the 
position  of  Postmaster  of  Knockaney 
(Limerick  County),  which  he  has  filled 
for  six  years  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENBRAL(Mr. 
Kaikes,  University  of  Cambridge)  :  In 
reply  to  the  Hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
state  that  Mr.  John  Guerin  has  been 
deprived  of  his  position  of  Postmaster 
for  taking  a  prominent  part  in  political 
matters  in  spite  not  only  of  a  general 
prohibition  on  the  subject  but  of  a 
special  caution,  which  I  caused  to  be 
given  him  less  than  18  months  ago. 

Mr.  W.  ABRAHAM :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  Mr.  Guerin 
has  been  a  member  of  the  National 
League  since  its  conception  in  18S2,  and 
that  the  notice  sent  to  him  reads  as 
follows : — 

<*  The  Poatmaster  General  having  been  made 
aware  of  your  connection  with  the  National 
League,  3'ou  are  hereby  required  to  say  why 
you  should  not  be  deprived  of  your  position  at 
Postmaster  "  ? 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  am  not  aware  at 
what  time  Mr.  Guerin  became  a  member 
of  the  National  League ;  but,  so  far  as 
the  letter  is  concerned,  it  simply  stated 
a  fact. 

TREATMENT  OF  ABORIGINALS  IK 
WESTERN  AUSTRALIA. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  the  following 
statement  made  by  Mr.  Samuel  Madeod, 
a    member    of   a  party   of  YiGtoiiaa  ' 
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miners,  wlio  recently  travelled  to  the 
newly- di  BOOT ered  Egens  goldfietd,  in  the 
north  of  Weatern  Australia:— 

"  On  arririn;!  &t  Roebnro.we  «•  g»ogi  ot  ao- 
fixtuTiaU  kborigimila  chained  to  wheel  burrow  9 
with  bulloclc  chHJiia.  making  roadij  others  had 
the  chaiiiB  rolled  round  their  neck  and  naked 
bidiea.  The  effect  ot  the  chains  can  be 
imagined  in  a  climate  where  the  atoeea  get  ao 
hot  that  they  oanoot  be  bandied  " ; 
and  whether  such  treatment  of  the 
ahoriginala  occurs  vith  the  knowledge 
and  aanctiou  of  the  Qovernor  of  the 
Colony  ? 

Thb  under  8ECEETAEY  of 
STATE  roH  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H. 
deWoBua,  Liverpool,  Eist  Toxteth) :  I 
hare  no  information  as  to  the  truth  of  the 
statement  quoted  by  the  hon.  Ifember. 
Under  the  Local  Act  of  1887,  any 
prisoner  (not  only  aboriginals]  may  bo 
Vorked  on  the  ruads  beyond  the  pre- 
cincts of  his  prison,  and,  in  order  to 
prevent  escape,  maybsltept  at  such  work 
in  chains  or  otherwise  secured  as  may  be 
deemed  expedient.  The  Governor  has 
shown  zeal  in  checking  abuses  against 
the  aboriginea.  and  describes  his  policy 
towards  them  as  "  one  of  vigilant  pro- 
tection of  the  aboriginal  race  agiiast 
all  oppression  and  wrong-doing." 

THE  SIXPENNY  STAMP  DUTY. 
Ma.STAVELEYHILLCStaffordahire, 
Kiogswinford) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chan- 
celloT  of  the  Exchequer  whether  it  is 
intended,  by  Clause  15  of  the  Hevenue 
Bill,  to  abulish  the  Sixpenny  Stamp 
Duty,  now  payable  on  a  contract  for  the 
purchase  of  land,  and  to  substitute  for 
such  stamp  an  ad  valorem  duty  upon 
such  contracts  ? 

THEOriANCELLORoF  THE  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  .GoscHEW,  St.  Qeorge'a, 
Hanover  Square) :  There  is  no  intention 
of  imposing  aoy  additional  burden. 

BALLOON  AKD  PARACHUTE 
EXUIBITIONS. 

Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancraa,  W.):  I 
bog  toesk  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Dupartment  whether  he  is  aware 
thata  man  named  Lennoi  was  killed  in 
a  ballon  ascent  connected  with  a  para- 
chute exhibition  ;  whether  there  will  be 
any  inquiry  other  than  a  coroner's  in- 
quest ;  and,  if  he  adheres  to  his  deter- 
mination to  take  no  action  in  the 
matter? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  J  have  seen  in 
the  Press  an  account  of  a  balloon  acci- 


dent, which  appears  to  have  had  no  oon-  _ 
nection  with  the  paracfante  exhibition' 
which  accompanied  if.  I  cannot  say. 
whether  there  will  bo  any  further 
inquiry  until  I  leam  the  result  of  the 
coroner's  inquest.     I  have  no  power  to 

Firohibit  adult  persons  from  risking  their ' 
ivea  in  dangeraua  adventures,  such  as 
ballooning  or  steeplechasing,  and  cannot 
therefore  take  any  effectual  aotion  in 
the  matter.  If  the  publio  ceaaed  to  en- 
conrege  such  shows,  by  their  piresence 
or  their  money,  that  would  be  the  most 
effectual  way  of  stopping  them. 

THE  ENGLISH  AND  ITALIAN  NAVIES. 

MR.LABOUCHEEE(Northampton} : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  ot 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  there 
is  any  truth  in  the  statement  of  the 
Opinion*,  which  is  regarded  in  Italy  as 
a  aeoii-olRcial  journal,  that,  although 
no  actual  treaty  has  been  i^oncludcd,  a 
definite  understanding  has  been  come  to 
between  this  country  and  Italy,  that  the  - 
English  and  ItaLan  Navies  shall  act 
together  in  the  event  of  war ;  and  that, 
a  year  ago,  when  a  French  attack  on 
Spezzia  was  feared,  the  British  Medi* 
terranean  Squadron  was  held  in  readi- 
ness to  assist  Italy  7 
•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  J.  Febousson,  Manchester, 
N.E.):  The  action  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  in  the  improbable  event  of 
war  breaking  out  between  the  two 
Powers  named  by  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
will  doubtless  be  decided,  like  all  other 
questions  of  policy,  by  the  circum- 
stancea  of  that  particular  time  and  the 
interests  of  this  country.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  under  no  eogagomente 
or  understandings  fettering  their  liberty 
in  that  respect.  Her  Majesty'sQovem- 
ment  have  never  heard  of  any  grounds 
for  imputing  to  the  French  Government 
such  a  piratical  design  as  that  meatiousd 
in  the  question. 

Mb.  LABOUOHEBE:  Am  I  to 
understand  that  there  is  no  truth  in  the 
statement  of  the  Opinione? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  have  not 
seen  this  article  in  the  Opinions,  though 
I  asked  for  it  to-day  on  seeing  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member;  therefore  I 
am  unable  to  state  whether  there  is  any 
truth  in  it  or  not ;  but  I  have  distinctly 
answered  the  question  put  down  upoa 
the  Paper. 
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Mr.  LA.BOU0HERE:  May  I  ask 
^liether,  assuming  this  is  a  fair  state- 
ment of  what  appears  in  the  Opinione^ 
there  is  any  truth  in  it  ? 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

*SiR  J.  FERQUSSON:  I  cannot 
answer  that. 

THE  THAMES  AND  SEVERN  CANAL 

COMPANY. 

Mr.  HOLLOWAY  (Gloucestershire, 
Stroud) :  I  heg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  if  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  proposed  sale  by  auc- 
tion at  Stroud,  on  the  26th  instant,  by 
the  nominees  of  the  Great  Western 
Railway  Company,  of  valuable  proper- 
ties of  the  Thames  and  Severn  Canal 
Oompany  ;  and,  if  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Board  to  take  action  with  a  view  to 
the  sale  being  prevented  ? 
«^SiR  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  Yes,  Sir ; 
my  attention  has  been  called  to  the  sub- 
ject by  a  letter  from  the  Committee  of 
Management  of  the  Stroud  Water 
Navigation  Company.  I  have  no  power 
to  prevent  the  sale;  but  the  Stroud  Water 
Navigation  Company  states  that  a  few 
years  ago  the  Great  Western  Railway 
Company  obtained  an  injunction  against 
the  then  mortgagee  which  prevented 
this  property  being  sold.  It  is  for  the 
Stroud  Water  Navigation  Company  to 
consider  therefore  whether  the  law 
might  not  be  set  in  motion  to  prevent 
the  sale  at  the  present  time. 

USIBEBU. 

Mr.  BAUMANN  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  by  what  law 
or  statute  the  Governor  of  Natal  is  em- 
powered to  refer  the  case  of  Usibebu, 
which  had  been  dismissed  by  the  Resi- 
<lent  Magistrate  after  an  investigation 
extending  over  several  weeks,  to  the 
Resident  Commissioner  for  further 
consideration,  and  in  the  meantime  to 
detain  an  acquitted  man  in  captivity  t 

Baron H.  db WORMS:  The  Secretary 
<ti  State  is  not  aware  that  Usibebu  has 
been  acquitted,  or  even  tried,  although 
lie  has  learnt  informally  that  the  Resi- 
dent Magistrate,  before  whom  prelimi- 
nary proceedings  took  place  on  a  charge 
of  being  accessory  to  murder,  dismissed 
that  particular  charge.  It  will  be  for 
the  Zululand  Government  to  consider 
whether  any  further  proceedings  should 
be  taken,  and  the  Secretary  of  State  is 


not  aware  of  any  special  law  applioaUft 
to  the  matter,  other  than  the  **  Laws 
and  Regulations  for  the  Government  of 
Zululand,"  published  in  0.  5331.  It 
is  understood  that  Usibebu  remaiiu  at 
Eshowe,  and  it  would  be  contrary  to 
native  law  for  him  to  retom  to  hia 
location  without  permission  from  the 
Resident  Commissioner,  but  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  is  not  aware  that  he  is 
detained  in  custody. 

TIBET  AND  CHINA. 

Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary,  of  State  for 
India  whether  he  can  state  what  is  the 
present  position  of  the  negotiations  with 
the  Governments  of  Tibet  and  of  Ohinm 
regarding  Sikkim,  and  what  prospect 
there  is  of  a  settlement  of  the  questions 
that  have  arisen  and  a  restoration  of 
peaceful  relations  with  Tibet  ? 

Sir  J.  GORST:  My  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  has  asked  me  to 
say  that  no  statement  on  this  matter  can 
at  present  be  made  without  detriment 
to  the  Public  Service. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  May  I  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
any  Parliamentary  Papers  on  this  sub- 
ject can  be  laid  before  Parliament 
within  a  reasonable  time  in  the  coarse 
of  the  next  few  months  ? 
♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  I  do  not  think 
that  it  will  be  possible  to  present  Papers 
on  the  subject  daring  the  present  oes« 
sion. 

ARMY    COMMISSIONS. 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  Stat^  for 
War  whether  it  is  true,  as  currently 
reported,  that  only  30  commissions  in 
the  Army  are  to  be  offered  for  competi- 
tion to  Militia  Lieutenants  in  September; 
and,  if  so,  why  the  number  has  been  re- 
duced at  a  time  when  the  number  of 
competitors  is  unusually  large  F 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  No,  Sir ;  it  is  not 
true.  ,  The  usual  number  of  lone 
commissions—- namely,  75,  will  be  offered 
to  Militia  candidates  in  September. 

THE  HYDERABAD  DECCAN  COMPANY. 

Sir  ROrER  LETHBRIDOE  (Ken- 
sington, N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether 
the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovwa* 
ment  has  been  drawn  to  the  announee- 
ment   that    the    Government   of    His 
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Hig^hnoM  the  Nizam  has  obtained  fro  n 
Abdul  Huk  the  value  of  a  large  number 
of  shares  in  the  Hyderabad  Deccan 
Oompanj  ;  whether  this  arrangement  is 
any  part  of  the  arrangement  suggested  or 
sanctioned  by  the  Government  of  India 
as  a  settlement  of  the  affairs  of  that 
Company  ;  and,  whether  any  Papers  on 
the  subject  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
before  the  Debate  on  the  Indian  Budget? 
Sir  J.  GOBST  :  My  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  knows  nothing  about 
the  matter  except  what  appears  in  the 
newspapers.  With  regard  to  Papers, 
the  settlement  with  the  Company  is  still 
under  consideration. 

NEWGATE  GAOL. 

Mb.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green. 
S.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  has  conveyed,  or  is  about  to  convey, 
the  property  in  Newgate  Gaol  to  the 
Court  of  the  Lord  Mayor  and  Aldermen 
of  the  City  of  London,  upon  condition 
that  they  shall  erect  on  a  portion  of 
the  site  a  new  Criminal  Court ;  if  so, 
whether  he  has  had  before  him  inde- 
pendent estimates,  first,  of  the  value  of 
the  building  site  to  be  handed  over;  and, 
secondly,  of  the  probable  cost  of  erecting 
the  new  Court;  and,  what  was  the 
number  of  prisoners  for  whom  accommo- 
dation was  provided  in  Newgate  Gaol  at 
the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  Prisons 
Act,  1877? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  City  Autho- 
rities have  asked  for  the  Newgate  Prison 
site  for  the  erection  of  a  new  Criminal 
Court,  and  their  proposal  is  now  under 
consideration,  but  no  final  agreement 
has  been  arrived  at.  Before  decidiog 
the  question,  I  shall  certainly  take  into 
coDsideration  the  value  of  the  site  and 
the  cost  of  the  new  Court,  so  far  as  they 
affect  the  interests  of  the  Government. 
The  cell  accommodation  at  Newgate 
before  the  Prisons  Act  was  204.  If  the 
prison  were  discontinued,  the  City 
would  be  entitled  to  a  re-conveyance  of 
it  under  the  terms  of  Section  33  of  the 
Prisons  Act,  1877. 

HYDROPHOBIA. 

Mr.  PARQUHAR80N  (Dorsetshire, 
W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  case 
of  Mary  Bamber,  who  died  at  Adlington, 
near  Chorley,  on  Wednesday  last,  from 
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hydrophobia  caused  by  the  bite  of  a  cat 
and,  whether,  with  a  view  to  stamping 
out  hydrophobia,  he  will  take  steps  to 
enforce  the  muzzling  of  cats  as  well  as 
doge? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  No,  Sir;  I  have 
no  information  as  to  this  case.  As  to 
the  general  question.  I  have  nothing  to 
add  to  the  answers  which  I  gave  to  a 
similar  question  put  by  my  hon.  Friend 
yesterday. 

THE  BANN  DRAINAGE  SCHEME. 

Mb.  storey  (Sunderland) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  directed  to  an  unani- 
mous resolution  of  the  Antrim  Orand 
Jury,  protesting  against  the  obvious 
injustice  of  imposing  taxation  for  the 
Bann  Drainage  scheme  on  lands  other 
than  the  flooded  lands  to  be  benefited, 
and  to  a  memorial  in  opposition  to  the 
Bill  adopted  at  the  annual  meeting  of 
the  Poor  Law  Guardians  and  Towa 
Commissioners  at  Banbridge ;  and,  whe- 
ther, in  face  of  local  and  rarliamentary 
opposition,  it  is  his  intention  to  proceed 
further  with  the  measure  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  understand 
that  some  such  resolution  has  been 
passed.  I  cannot  admit  the  alleged  in- 
justice. The  localities  will  have  the 
opportunity  of  rejecting  the  Bill  if  they 
dislike  it,  and  I  hope  Parliament  will 
not  refuse  them  the  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing their  opinion  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  storey  :  Does  the   right  hon. 
Gentleman  still  adhere  to  his  statement  . 
that  there  is  no  injustice,  having  regard 
to  the  fact  that  the  Conservancy  Board 
is  so  constituted  that  the  persons  whose-- 
lands  will  be  immediately  benefited  by 
this  scheme,  and   who   will  contribute, 
about  one-eighth  of  the  cost,  will  possess-- 
three-fourths  of  the  voting  power  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  adhere  to 
what  I  have  said. 

TITHE  KENT-CHARGES. 
Mb.  gray  (Essex,  Maldon) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  the  Government  will  grant  & 
Committee  to  inquire  into  tithe  rent- 
charges,  with  the  object  of  ascertaining 
what  legislation  would  be  an  equitable 
settlement  of  the  question  ? 
♦The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  \V.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  I  must  refer  the  hon.  Member 
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to  the  answer  I  gave  on  the  1 8th  ult.  to  a 
similar  question  put  to  me  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ludlow  (Mr.  J.  More).  la 
that  answer  I  stated  that,  without  giving 
a  definite  pledge  so  far  in  advance,  I 
thought  the  Government  would  be  will- 
ing to  favourably  consider  the  appoint- 
ment next  Session  of  a  Committee  of 
both  Houses  to  take  evidence  as  to  the 
best  method  of  dealing  with  the  tithe 
rent- charge  question. 

LOANS  FOR  IMPROVEMENTS. 

Ma.  BLA.NE  (Armagh,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  if 
the  Government  will  consider  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Heport  of  the  Local 
Government  and  Taxation  Committee  of 
the  London  County  Council,  that  the 
burdens  of  all  future  loans  for  improve- 
ments should  fall  on  owners  of  property 
as  well  as  occupiers,  with  a  view  to  carry- 
ing them  into  effect  by  legislation  ? 
*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  have  no  know- 
ledge of  the  recommendations  referred 
to ;  but  if  the  London  County  Council 
should  see  fit  to  introduce  a  Measure 
dealing  with  the  question  of  loans  for 
improvements,  such  Bill  would  be  care- 
fully considered  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government. 

THE  TOWN  HOLDINGS  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  OCTAVIUS  V.  MORGAN  (Bat- 
tersea) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  Timen  of  Saturday  contained  two 
columns  of  the  Heport  of  the  Town  Hold- 
ings Committee ;  and,  whether  lie  is  in  a 
position  to  state  when  Copies  of  the 
Report  will  be  issued  to  Members  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  facts  stated 
by  the  hon.  Member  are  correct,  and  I 
am  informed  that  the  Report  will  be 
issued  to  Members  on  Monday  next. 

THE  INLAND  REVENUE. 
Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanarkshire,  N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  additional  allowances  have 
been  made  to  certain  officials  of  the 
Upper  Division  of  the  Inland  Revenue 
within  the  last  f()rtnight,  and  whether 
the  Treasury  have  refused  to  entertain 
proposals  made  as  to  certain  Lower 
Division  Clerks  in  the  same  Department, 
on  the  ground  that  a  Minute  is  about  to 
be  issued  dealing  with  all  clerks  of  the 
said  Lowor  Division ;  and,  whether  in 
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view  of  the  fact  that  the  delay  in  issu- 
ing the  said  Minute  is  'operating^  un- 
favourably to  the  interests  of  these  and 
other  clerks  of  the  Lower  Division 
throughout  the  Civil  Service,  he  will 
undertake  to  lay  the  Minute  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  at  a  (definitely) 
early  date  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  It  has  been 
found  necessary  to  make  immediate 
provision  for  the  extra  work  thrown 
upon  the  Legacy  Duty  Office  by  the  new 
Estate  I^uty  imposed  by  the  Customs 
and  Inland  Kevenue  Act  of  this  Session. 
Temporary  allowances  have  been  given 
in  some  cases.  In  other  cases  certain 
officers  have  been  transferred  to  the 
Legacy  Duty  Office,  and  the  Treasury  is 
satisfying  itself  whether  it  would  be 
practicable  to  carry  these  transfers 
further.  Until  that  point  is  settled  the 
question  of  promoting  the  Lower  Divi- 
sion clerks  cannot  be  considered.  .  In 
answer  to  the  more  general  questioniSS 
to  delay  in  the  production  of  tiie 
Treasury  Minute,  I  can  only  refer  the 
hon.  Member  and  my  two  hon.  Friends 
behind  me  to  the  very  full  reply  which 
I  gave  on  Fridtiy  last. 

THE  AUTUMN  MAN(EUVRE8. 

Mr.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  during  the  forthcoming  Autum- 
nal Manoeuvres  any  organised  system  of 
responsibility  has  been  arrived  at 
between  the  Admiralty  and  the  War 
Office  as  to  which  branch  of  the  Service 
is  to  bo  held  responsible  for  the  defence 
of  the  coasts,  channels,  and  harbours  of 
the  United  Kingdom  during  the  oon<* 
tiuuance  of  the  Naval  Game  of  War ; 
and,  if  60,  will  ho  bn  good  enough  to 
state  the  nature  of  the  arrangements; 
and,  whether  the  system  of  organisation 
and  responsibility  is  to  be  siosilar  to 
that  now  in  vogue  for  the  defence  of  the 
North  Sea  and  Baltic  Coast  of  the  Ger- 
man Empire  ? 

♦The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middle- 
sex, Ealing) :  The  responsibility  of  the 
Admiralty  and  War  Office  respectively 
for  the  defence  of  the  country  is  clear 
and  distinct.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  Ad- 
miralty to  protect  the  shores  and  com- 
merce of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  to 
use  the  naval  forces  at  their  diRposal  in 
the  way  best  calculated  in  thf-ir  opinion 
to  effect  this  object.      The  War  Office 
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'«re  responsible  for  land  defences  and  sions  of  the  cells  in  Londonderrj  Prison 

their  adjuncts.    The  conditions  of  war  are  as  statedin  the  question,  also  that  the 

in  the  case  of  this  country  and  that  of  windows   are   of   opaque    glass ;    but 

a  Continental  Power  are    so    different  that    it    is    not    the    case    that    they 

that  no  parallel  can  be  drawn  between  cannot  be   opened    more    than    three 

the  systems  adopted  for  their  relative  or  four  inchep.     They    open    inwards 

defence.  from  the  top  nine    inches.    The  cells 

Ma.  OOURLEY  :   May  I  ask  what  are  whitened,  but  the  Board   are  not 

arrangements  are  being  made  for  the  aware  of  any  prisoner  being  thereby 

coaling  of  the   squadrons  during  the  exposed  to  any  injurious  glare.    The 

Autumn  Manosuvres ;  whether  ezperi-  Board  see  no  necessity  for  altering  the 

ments  are  to  be  made  in  coaling  a  por-  existing   arrangement.     Did  any  such 

tion  of  the  fleet  at  sea,  such  as  would  neoessity  arise  the  surgeon  of  the  prison 

•appertain  if  engaged  in  hostilities;  and,  concerned  would,  in  the  ordinary  dis- 

whether  he  is  aware  that  last  Autumn  charge  of  his  duty,  hare  called  atten- 

■the  Benhoto  was  detained  48  hours  coal-  tion  to  the  matter. 

ing  in  a  protected  harbour,  and  that 

she  broke  several  of  her  torpedo  booms  prison    TREATMENT— WHITE WASH- 

whilst    receiving    her     coal,     besides  j^*q.  Qg^^XiS 
damaging  the  steam  collier  ? 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  The  arrange-  Ma.  MAO  NEILL:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
ments  for  coaling  the  squadron  during  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
the  manoouvres  are  the  same  as  last  ^^  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that, 
year — that  is,  by  means  of  steam  colliers  during  the  progress  of  a  trial  in  Dublin, 
which  have  been  engaged  for  the  pur-  ^^  which  he  was  plaintiff,  Mr.  Wilfred 
pose.  The  Admirals  in  command  of  the  Blj»nt  swore  that  bis  sight  had  been 
6quadrons  have  entire  control  of  their  injured  by  the  glare  of  the  whitewash^ed 
own  coaling  arrangements,  and  will  coal  walla  of  his  cell,  when  in  prison  under 
at  sea  or  in  harbour  as  circumstances  *^®  Criminal  La^  and  Procedure  (Ire- 
require.  It  is  not  the  case  that  landj  Act ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
the  Benhow  was  detained  for  48  eyesight  of  Mr.  Cox,  M.P,  has  been 
hours  coaling  in  a  protected  bar-  seriously  and  permanently  ijonpaired  by 
^ur.  Whilst  getting  in  her  coal  at  ^'^^  frequent  imprisonments,  and  ths^t 
Milford  Haven  she  broke  two  of  her  this  injury  is  directly  attributed  to  the 
torpedo  booms,  and  the  side  of  same  causes  of  which  Mr.  Wilfred 
the.  coal  vessel  was  --damaged.  This  Blunt  complained ;  and,  what  steps,  if 
IS  now  guarded  against  by  the  ®^y>  ^^^^  ^®  propose  to  take  to  secure 
«upp]y  of  larger  fenders  than  for-  that  in  future  the  eyesight  of  political 
merly.  and  other  prisoners  should  not  be  iig  ured 

,  by  imprisonment  ? 

laELAND-LONDONDERRY    PRISON.  Ma.  A.  J.BALFOUR:  The  General 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) :  I  Prisons  Board  report  that  there  is  no 

beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  medical  evidence  that  Mr.  Blunt's  sight 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  was  injured  either  in  Galway  or  &I- 

is  the  fact  that  the  cells  of  Derry  Prison  mainham  Prisons.    They  are  not  aware 

are  nine  feet  by  six  feet,  and  that  the  whether  he  swore  at  the  trial  mentioned 

windows    aro    carefully    glazed    with  that  his  eyesight  had  been  injured  by 

opaque  glass,  so  as  to  exclude  the  pros-  the  glare  of  the  whitewashed  walls  of 

pect,  and  are  so  constructed  that  they  his  cell ;  but  as  a  matter  of  fact,  ro  far 

cannot  be  opened  more  than  three  or  as  Galway  Prison  was  concerned,  all  the 

four  inches   at  the  top;    whether  the  cells  during   Mr.   Blunt*s  continement 

walls  of  theso  cells  being  whitewashed,  there   and  for  long  before  h-^.d   been 

prisoners  are  forced  during  the  whole  coloured  yellow.     Mr.  Cox,  M.P.,  has 

period  of  their  incarceration  to  be  ex-  been    suffering    from     ophthalmia,   in 

posed  to  an  injurious  glare;    and,  does  consequence  of  which  he  was  removed 

he  propose  to  take  any,  and,  if  so,  what,  to  the  prison  hospital ;  but  this  does  not 

steps    to    secure    the   eyesight  of  the  appear  to  have  been  produced  by  any 

prisoners  which  is  thus  endangered  ?  glare  of  the  cell  walls,  nor,  so  far  a^the 

Mr.  A.J.  BALFOUR:  The  General  Board  are  aware,   has  his  sight  been 

Prisons  Board  report  that  the  dimen-  seriously  and  permanently  impaired. 
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FIXED  REST. 

Mb.  BLANE  :  I  beg  to  aek  th«  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that  Mr.  William 
Cbegg,  of  Clowney,  on  the  estate  of  Mr. 
John  0.  Jones,  County  Caran,  which  is 
ouder  the  management  of  a  Mr.  Btokes, 
W  receiver  under  the  Land  Judges,  hae 
been  served  with  a  writ  for  all  rent  due 
up  to  may  1889,  and  has  been  com- 
pelled to  pay,  with  costs,  without  any 
reduction,  although  the  Land  Judges 
allowed  Mr.  Oregg  20  per  cent  abate- 
ment on  the  rent  falling  due  May  ia87, 
end  the  same  percentage  was  allowed 
by  the  Judges  at  prior  gale  days;  is  he 
aware  that  Mr.  Gregg  offered  his  rent 
to  the  receiver  prior  to  the  writ  being 
served,  asking  reduction  of  20  per  cent, 
and  served  a  notice  to  have  a  fair  rent 
fixed;  and,  will  he  state  whether  the 
rent  ao  6xed  will  commence  to  run  from 
the  let  day  of  November,  18^7  7 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUH:  The  Land 
Judges  Begistrai  reports  that  it  is  not 
the  case  that  Mr.  Oregg  offered  his  rent 
to  the  receiver  prior  to  the  writ  being 
served  asking  a  reduction  of  20  per  cent. 
Tb6  amount  of  rent  due  wa8£l59  17b.  6d., 
in  respect  of  which  Mr.  Qrrgy^  offered 
£40  only  on  account.  This  offer  was 
refused,  and  afYer  due  notice  a  writ 
issued,  whereupon  the  full  amount 
claimed  was  at  once  paid. 

BUSENEtiS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  (W.dvnrhamp- 
ton,  E.) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Firnt  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  statement 
the  other  evening  that  it  was  not  the 
intention  of  the  Qoverament  to  proceed 
during  tbieSesBiunwithati}Bi-rii>U'<l;  con- 
tested measure  not  yet  befiirt*  thu  House, 
it  is  intended  to  proceed  wirh  the  Wes- 
tern Australian  ConBtitution  Bill,  which 
is  seriouely  contested,  and  will 
very  slrong  opposition  pnhably  from 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  tluuse" 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  should  like 
to  have  the  opportunity  of 
that  question  on   Monday,  if  the  right 
hen.  (Jeutleman  will  repeat  it  tlieu. 

MK.ILLTNGWOBTH(Biailfor.l,W.): 
Do  the  Giivemment  iuteud   to  gt 


•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  think  tb» 
discussion  lost  night  was  such  aa  taUf 
to  justify  us  in  asking  the  Honsa  to  pn>> 
oeed  with  the  Bill. 

Mb.  J.  C.  BOLTON  (Stirling) :  WiU 
the  Local  Government  (Sootiand)  Bill  b» 
taken  on  Monday  f  Important  Amflu^ 
ments  have  been  proposed  fay  the  Lord 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think  it  wiH 
be  for  the  general  convenience  of  tba 
House  that  the  Bill  should  be  prooeodeA 
with  on  Monday.  The  Amendments  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  refers  ar» 
chiefly  of  a  drafting  character,  in  piur- 
suanoe  of  engagements  entered  int» 
when  the  Bill  was  in  Oommittes. 

Bib  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth)  :  Has  any  arraagemeat 
been  made  in  regard  to  the  RaTODO* 
Bill? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  It  wiUbetaltea 
on  Monday,  I  hope. 

itoTioir. 


CORRUPT  MAQISTBATBS  IN  ISDIA, 

ADJOUBKUBNT  OF  THB  HOITBB. 

Db.  CAMERON.  Member  fw  tb* 
College  Division  of  Glasgow,  tom  in  lus 
place,  and  asked  leave  to  move  the  Ad> 
journment  of  the  House,  for  the  pnrpo«» 
of  discusBing  a  definite  matter  of  nrgMtfc 
public  importance— namely,  tha  rets&K 
tion  by  the  Qoverament  of  Bombay  ilk 
Judicial  and  Administrative  OffloM  oC 
Magi  titrates  and  Officials  who  have  bwoiw 
that  they  corruptly  purchased  their  now 
tions  by  means  of  bribes,  and  wbonk 
Judges  of  the  High  Court  of  Judioator* 
of  the  Presidency  havepronoaneedtob* 
legally  disqualified  by  their  oormptiOB 
from  retaining  office  ;  but  the  pleaaai* 
of  the  House  not  having  been  signiftad^ 
Mr.  Sfeaebb  called  on  thoeeMemben 
who  supported  the  Motion  to  rise  in  thatr 
places,  and  not  less  than  40  Membara 
having  accordingly  risea  in  thai< 
places, 

Db.  CAMERON:  During  the  15  or 
16  years  I  have  had  the  honour  of  a  nak 
in  this  Hiiuae  I  have  never  moved  th« 
adjournment.  I  make  it  now  beoaoM 
the  matter  appears  to  me  to  be  praMiBg 
and  momentous,  and  because  I  think 
ward  with  the  Tithes  Bill,  or  will  they  I  that  the  fails  of  the  case  amount  to  » 
be  coulent  with  the  diecuseion  which  i  grave  scandal.  Having  failed  bj  ra- 
took  place  last  night  ?  I  peated  iiucstiona  to  get  any  aadafaotory 
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assurance  from  the  Goyemment,  no  other 
course  is  open  to  me  than  to  moye  the 
adjournmcDt  of  the  House  unless  the 
matter  is  to  be  allowed  to  stand  over  for 
another  six  months.  About  a  year  ago 
charges  were  made  by  the  Indian 
Gbvemment  against  Mr.  Arthur  Craw- 
ford, who  occupied  a  high  position  in  the 
Indian  Oivil  Service,  of  having  received 
bribes  and  borrowed  money  from 
officials.  The  charges  were  brought 
before  a  Commission  appointed  by  the 
Oovemment  of  Bombay ;  and  that  Oom- 
XEission  consisted  of  three  gentlemen  of 
high  position — the  Hon.  Arthur  Wilson, 
Judge  of  the  High  Court  of  Judicature 
of  Calcutta ;  Mr.  J.  W.  Quinton.Ja  mem- 
ber of  the  Board  of  Revenue ;  and  Mr. 
B.  J.  Crosthwaithe,  Commissioner  of  the 
Central  Provinces.  These  Commissioners 
went  very  fully  into  the  charges  in  an 
inquiry  which  lasted  between  60  and  70 
days.  In  addition  to  this  investigation 
charges  arising  out  of  the  same  matter 
were  tried  by  another  Court  against 
Hanmantrao,  who  acted  as  a  sort  of 
financial  agent  for  Mr.  Crawford,  and 
who  was  alleged  to  have  received  bribes 
on  his  behalf  for  preferments  and  for 
esercising  his  influence  with  Mr.  Craw- 
ford. In  the  course  of  the  investigation 
•ome  82  officials,  most  of  them  mamlut- 
dars,  or  Magistrates,  were  examined. 
The  witnesses  who  paid  the  bribes  gave 
the  same  evidence  before  the  two 
tribunals,  and  one  believed  they  spoke 
tlie  truth,  while  the  other  thought 
that  in  some  cases  they  did  not.  In 
order  to  obtain  evidence,  the  Govern- 
ment gave  some  promise  of  indemnity 
to  native  officials  who  gave  evidence, 
but  the  exact  terms  of  the  promise  have 
not  been  published.  It  appears  from 
tiiie  Blue  Book  that  there  was  a  promise 
to  retain  officials  in  office  ;  but,  if  so,  in 
many  cases  that  promise  has  been 
violated;  and  the  GK)vernment  have 
l^ne  on  no  definite  principle,  sometimes 
fiuspending  and  sometimes  changing 
officials.  I  trust  that  the  Under  Secre- 
tary for  India,  when  he  rises  to  reply. 
Will  confine  himself  as  much  as  possible 
to  English,  because  I  confess  that  I  do 
not  understand  Hindustani,  and  I 
doubt  very  much  whether  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  or  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Sir  H.  Lethbridge) 
will  be  able  to  understand  the  Hindus- 
tani of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  A  mam- 
Imtdar,  according  to  the  Commissioners 


who  sat  upon  the  Crawford  case,  is  the 
chief  officer  entrusted  with  the  local 
administration  of  the  revenue.  He 
exercises  magisterial  powers  and  cer- 
tain other  judicial  functions  under  the 
Local  Government.  I  will  confine  my- 
self to  the  case  of  two  Judges  who, 
before  the  Crawford  Commission,  ac- 
knowledged that  they  obtained  office 
corruptly,  and  I  will  confine  myself  to 
those  because  the  Commission  put  the 
cases  into  a  nut-sheJl.  One  of  these  men 
was  named  Sindekar,  concerning  whom 
the  Crawford  Commission  report  that  he 
was  on  his  own  showing  no  victim  of 
extortion,  but  a  willing  party  to  a 
corrupt  bargain.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  for  India  says  that 
Sindekar  was  retained  in  office  by  the 
Government  of  Bombay,  because,  taking 
all  the  facts  into  consideration,  he  ought 
not  to  be  called  corrupt,  but  a  victim  to 
corruption  and  extortion.  That  state- 
ment is  exactly  the  reverse  of  what  is 
to  be  found  in  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mission. What  were  the  functions 
exercised  by  Sindekar?  Those  func- 
tions are  explained  expressly  in  regard 
to  this  individual  case  in  a  Minute 
drawn  up  by  one  of  the  Judges 
of  the  High  Court  of  Judicature  of 
Bombay,  and  sent  in  to  the  Governor  of 
the  Council  of  the  Presidency,  with  a 
protest  against  the  retention  of  thif 
corrupt  mamlutdar  in  office.  Speaking 
of  Sindekar,  Mr.  Justice  Jardine  says 
his  evidence  shows  that  in  the  interval 
between  the  confession  and  the  trial  the 
witness  actually  exercised  judicial  func- 
tions, civil  and  criminal,  and  that  those 
functions  involved  the  right  of  initiating 
prosecution  of  subjects  of  the  Queen  on 
mere  suspicion,  and  the  right  of  inflict- 
ing whipping  and  imprisonment.  The 
second  case  is  that  of  Paranjape,  whose 
name  is  shown  in  the  Bombay  Quarterly 
Civil  List  as  that  of  a  Magiotrate  of  the 
second  daps ;  and  he  had  power  to  pass 
sentences  of  imprisonment  not  exceeding 
sixmonths,  and  to  inflict  fines  not  exceed- 
ing 200  rupees,  and  inflict  the  punish- 
ment of  whipping.  This  man,  the 
Under  Secretary  tells  us,  retains  office, 
but  has  no  jurisdiction  in  civil  suits; 
but  in  the  Minute  of  the  Judges  it  is 
stated  that  he  exercises  the  ordinary 
functions  of  a  mamlutdar.  The  Craw- 
ford Commission  in  their  Beport  say  they 
do  not  believe  the  man  Sindekar,  so  far 
as  his  evidence  relating  to  the  case  of 
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That,  on  the  evidence  before  U9,  is  to  be 

freatly  deplored.  What  do  the  Judges 
escribe  as  the  sort  of  bribery  that 
was  carried  on?  Take  one  case, 
that  of  a  man  who,  according  to  an 
answer  given  the  other  day,  has 
been  degraded.  According  to  Mr. 
Justice  Jardine,  in  1885  this  man  was 
made  a  clerk  at  40  rupees  a  month.  In 
June,  1887,  he  wished  to  get  himself 
made  a  mamlutdar,  and  at  once  set  to 
work  to  obtain  the  office  by  bribery. 
He  borrowed  3,000  rupees  without 
giving  security  from  a  money-lender, 
and  by  means  of  this  became  a  Magis- 
trate and  mamlutdar.  Ills  pay  had 
only  been  40  rupees  a  month,  but  after 
he  became  a  mamlutdar  he  drew  112 
rupees  a  month,  and  had  contrived  to 
repay  1,000  rupees  of  the  money  he  had 
borrowed.  He  paid  3,000  rupees  for  his 
office,  and  it  is  no  wonder,  when  the 
Judges  declare  that  it  is  the  easiest  thing 
in  the  world  for  a  man  to  borrow,  with- 
out security,  money  to  be  used  in  pur- 
chasing some  administrative  office  ;  and 
it  is  clear  that  no  one  would  bribe  to 
obtain  an  office,  and  no  money-lender 
would  make  unsecured  advances,  if  it 
were  not  for  the  well-understood  con- 
dition that  once  he  got  into  power  the 
office-holder  would  be  able  to  recoup 
himself  easily  by  the  bribes  of  suitors. 
Mr.  Justice  Jardine  says  there  is 
abundant  evidence  of  the  exaction  of 


decision  for  the  friend  of  the  man  who 
paid  him  the  money.  The  Judge, 
Chaubal,  however,  refused  to  accept 
Hanmantrao's  advice  as  to  how  he 
should  deliver  judgment,  and  delivered 
it  for  the  other  side;  whereupon, 
according  to  the  statement  of  Han- 
mantrao — who  appears  to  have  been  a 
thorough  rascal — as  some  anonymous 
letters  had  been  written  by  Ohaubal 
hinting  that  the  other  side  were  giving 
bribes,  he  had  the  man  appointed  mam* 
lutdar  to  another  district  and  super- 
seded him.  More  bribery  followed, 
after  which  an  apology  was  made  to 
the  mamlutdar  and  the  judgment  came 
all  right.  Now,  I  have  specified  two 
particular  cases.  The  allegation  of  the 
Indian  Qovernment,  as  I  have  suggestedi 
is  that  these  men  were  in  many  of  the 
cases  only  the  victims  of  extortion,  and 
that  they  were  sent  to  unhealthy  dis- 
tricts with  the  view  of  money  being  ex- 
torted from  them.  I  am  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  form  a  judgment  as  to  this  ;  but 
when  the  Government  are  informed 
by  a  Commission  of  their  own  choos* 
ing  that  the  men  were  not  the 
victims  of  extortion,  but  were,  many  of 
them,  parties  to  a  corrupt  bargain,  which 
they  went  into  with  their  eyes  open, 
seeing  a  way  of  obtaining  promotion 
which  they  were  not  entitled  to,  and 
paid  money  for  that  promotion,  I  think 
it  is   degrading   on   the   part   of  the 


bribes  from  suitors  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  maintain  these  men  in 
mamlutdars  in  India.  He  says,  further,  positions  where  they  have  to  admioistsr 
that  allegations  of  the  kind  were  made  in   justice.     I  think  it  is  doubly  detrimental 


theCrawfurti  inquiry.  In  the  defence  of 
the  Government  it  had  been  said  that 
Mr.  Crawford's  corruption  extended  over 
a  wide  area,  and  that  extortion  was 
practised  upon  these  officials  who  were 
not  to  be  stigmatized  as  corrupt  in  the 
discharge  of  their  judicial  functions; 
but  we  hear  numerous  instances  of 
the  bribery  of  the  mamlutdars.  Here 
is  an  instance.  It  is  to  be  found  on 
page  221  of  the  Report,  and  relates 
to  a  certain  mamlutdar  named  Chaubal. 
He  had  to  judge  in  a  dispute  between 
two  widows  as  to  a  right  of  succession. 
He  was  got  at  by  a  gentleman  with  an 
unpronounceable  name  on  behalf  of  one 
of  the  parties,  but  afterwards  some 
friend  of  the  other  side  went  to 
Hanmantrao  and  bought  a  judgment 
from  him,  it  being  supposed  that,  with 
his  influence  with  Mr.  Crawford, 
Hanmantrao  would  be  able  to  obtain  a 

Dr.  Cameron 


to  the  respect  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects 
for  law  as  administered  in  the  Oourts 
of  the  Empire  thnt  they  should  know 
that  although  these  men  have  been 
stigmatized  in  the  strongest  terms  by 


Judges  of  the  High  Court,  and  that  &t 
has  been  laid  down  that  their  retention 
in  office  is  illegal,  they  are  still  in  the 
service  of  the  State.  I  think  the  Under 
•Secretary  has  adopted  a  very  proper 
view  in  regard  to  the  payment  of  com- 
pensation. But  if  the  Indian  Bench  is 
to  be  preserved  in  purity,  it  will  not  do 
to  send  back  as  County  Court  Judges  a 
number  of  men  who  have  been  branded, 
as  criminals,  and  who  have  not  only 
purchased  tht- ir  offices  by  corruption,  biU 
recouped  themselves  by  taking  bribes. 
As  long  as  you  keep  these  men  the 
Government  of  India  casts  a  slur  on  the 
whole  judicial  body.  The  Courts  will 
not  be  considered  as  Courts  of  Justio^i 
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but  as  places  where  judgment  can  be 
bought  ftova.  Judges  who  have  them- 
eelves  paid  money  to  secure  their  offices 
by  means  of  the  highest  bribes. 

Sib  J.  GORST :  I  cannot  help  think- 
ing that  if  the  hon.  Member  desired  to 
bring  forward  this  question  as  one  of 
urgent  public  importance,  he  at  least 
might  have  given  the  representative  of 
the  India  Office  in  this  House  half  an 
hour's  preliminary  notice.  It  makes  it 
more  difficult  on  the  spur  of  the  moment 
to  give  an  adequate  answer  to  the  hon. 
Member,  because  I  have  been  engaged 
during  the  whole  day  in  a  Committee 
upstairs,  and  have  not  been  able  to  pay 
a  visit  personally  to  the  India  Depart- 
ment. I  have  been  compelled  to  send 
over  hastily  to  the  department  to  get  a 
few  documents  in  order  to  enable  me  to 
meet  the  hon.  Member's  Motion.  If  the 
House  should  consider  my  answer  not 
ao  complete  as  it  ought  to  be,  hon. 
Members  must  attribute  it,  not  to  a 
deficiency  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment case,  but  simply  because  an  oppor- 
tunity has  not  been  given  to  enable  me 
to  arrange  and  produce  the  documents. 
I  would  remind  the  House,  in  the  first 
place,  that  it  has  no  jurisdiction  over 
the  Government  of  Bombay,  but  only 
over  the  Secretary  of  State  and  his  con- 
duct in  this  matter.  The  question  raised 
by  the  hon.  Member  is  not  yet  con- 
cluded ;  it  is  now  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  State  ;  indeed, 
further  action  may,  and  probably 
will,  be  taken  with  respect  to  it. 
And  I  think  it  would  be  more  con- 
ducive to  the  interests  of  the  Indian 
Empire  if  the  lion.  Member  and  the 
House  were  to  wait  until  the  action  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  is  complete,  and 
then  express  their  judgment  upon  it. 
The  position  from  the  first  has  been  one 
of  extreme  difficulty.  In  order  to  lav 
evidence  before  the  Commission  which 
inquired  into  the  charges  brought 
against  Mr.  Crawford,  the  Govern- 
ment of  Bombay  thought  it  right  to 
give  to  all  the  officers  who  might  be 
able  to  give  evidence  an  indemnity  on 
condition  that  they  spoke  the  whole 
truth,  and  nothing  but  the  truth.  Mv 
own  opinion  is  strongly  opposed  to  such 
a  practice  except  in  extreme  cases  of 
necessity,  but  it  is  the  practice,  in  India, 
as  in  this  country,  to  o£Per  indemnities 
in  order  to  procure  evidence.  The 
indemnity  given  by  the  Government  of 


Bombay  will   be  found  on    page    252 

of    the     Blue     Book    containing    the 

correspondence  relating  to  the  case  of 

Mr.   Crawford,   and    presented   at  the 

beginning  of  the  Session.    It  was  to 

this  e£Pect  :— 

''  Mr.  Ommaney  is  empowered  to  promise 
immunity  from  prosecution  to  any  person 
giving  evidence,  and  in  cases  of  payments  for 
promotion,  or  to  obtain  or  avoid  transfers,  may 
guarantee  immunity  from  ofKcial  or  depart- 
mental punishment  or  loss,  subject  to  the 
stipulation  that  the  evidence  given  is  the 
truth,  the  whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  the 
truth." 

Now,  I  can  understand  the  hon* 
GenUeman  saying  that  this  indemnity 
went  too  far  with  respect  to  the 
cases  of  offices  purchased  by  cor- 
ruption. I  agree  that  the  indemnity 
provided  on  this  point  went  too  far; 
but  the  House  must  recollect  that  it  was 

given  to  the  officers  of  the  Bombay 
Government  by  their  official  superiors, 
whose  credit  and  position  it  is  essential 
to  the  Government  of  India  to  keep  up ; 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  cannot  with- 
out throwing  the  whole  Government  of 
Bombay  into  confusion,  repudiate  an 
engagement  of  this  kind.  What  has 
been  the  action  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  ?  It  was  stated  at  the  beginning 
of  the  Session  that  it  was  impossible 
that  men  who  had  admitted  themselves 
to  be  guilty  of  corruption  should  be 
allowed  any  longer  to  exercise  any 
judicial  office.  On  February  6th  this 
year  a  telegram  was  sent  out  to  the 
Bombay  Government.    It  said : — 

'*  Please  telegraph  early  information  about 
alleged  retention  of  office  by  Bombay  native 
magistrates  who  have  confessed  corruption 
before  the  Crawford  Ck>mmis8ion.*' 

The  answer  received  was : — 

'*  The  Report  of  the  Commission  just  received 
and  under  consideration.  In  dealing  therewith 
the  incidental  question  of  magistrates'  reten- 
tion or  removal  will  be  duly  considered.** 

The  Secretary  of  State  promptly 
replied : — 

"  I  await  full  information  as  to  the  Tacts  be- 
fore expressing  an^  opinion  myself;  but  I 
presume  the  incriminated  magistrates  are  sus- 
pended from  exercising  judicial  functions 
pending  consideration  of  the  case." 

This  was  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons met,  and  before  any  pressure  had 
been  put  on  the  Secretary  of  State.  On 
February  8,  this  answer  was  received: — 

"Magistrates  who  have  acknowledged 
having  purchased  their  offices  suspended  from 
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exercising  judicial  f  anciions  daring  considera- 
lion  of  Report.*' 

Now  I  appeal  to  the  House  in  these 
circumstances  to  say   whether   it  was 
possible  for  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
have  acted  more  justly,  more  energeti- 
cally, and  with  more  propriety  than  he 
has  done  in  this  matter.     It  is  impcs 
sibleforthe  Secretary  of  State  to  try  in 
Downing  Street  the  case  of  every  indi- 
vidual mamlutdar.     His  duty  is  to  lay 
down    the    principles    on    which    the 
Goyernment  of  Bombay  is  to  act,  and  I 
yenture  to  say  that  neither  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  nor  the  House  is  competent 
to  enter  into  the  details  of  the  question 
and    discriminate    between  one  mam- 
lutdar and  another,  or  to  declare  how 
far  the  general  principles  laid  down  by 
Her    Majesty's    Qoyernment    in    this 
country  are  to  be  applied  to  any  in- 
dividual case.    After  a  case  has  been 
decided,  then  it  is  possible  to  inquire 
into    it   and    award    either   blame   or 
praise  to  the  Goyernment  of  Bombay ; 
but  the  House  cannot  ask    the  Secre- 
tary of  State  to  pronounce  at  present 
a  positive  opinion  on  any  iudividual 
mamlutdar.    The  hon.  Member  spoke 
as  if   these   roamlutdars  are  still  ex- 
ercising  judicial    functions;    but    the 
information  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
received  is  precisely  contrary  to  that 
which  has  been  received  by  the  Govern- 
ment.    What  are  these  men  ?    A  mam- 
lutdar is  not  a  County  Court  Judge;  he 
is  not  essentially  a  judicial  officer.     But 
he  is  a  revenue  officer  with  something 
like  13  or  14  clerks  under  him.     These 
men  are  the  best  educated  natives  in 
their  district ;  and  they  have  generally 
been  required  to  qualify  themselves  for 
the  exercise    of  magisterial  functions. 
They  perform  the  functions  of  a  Magis- 
trate not  as  their  principal  duty  but  as 
an  important  auxiliary  to  their  other 
duties. 

*Mk.  BAUMANN  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  :  Have  they  been  discharged  from 
their  revenue  functions  ? 

Sib  J.  GORST :  I  will  come  to  that 
point  later  on.  These  men  were  sus- 
pended, so  far  as  their  judicial  functions 
were  concerned,  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  the  moment  he  became  cognizant 
of  the  facts  of  the  case  ;  and  in  a  great 
number  of  cases  the  suspension  was 
made  absolute,  and  they  were  deprived 
of  their  functions.  I  am  not  prepared 
to  discuss  the  case  of  Sindekar,  who  was 

Sir  J,  Gorst 


restored.    Sindekar's  name  was   men- 
tioned in  the  Report  of  the  Crawford 
Commission,  and  in  the  Report  of  Mr. 
Justice  Jardine ;  but  his  case  has  been 
considered  by  the  Bombay  Governmenty 
who  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that, 
taking  all  the  facts  into  consideration, 
Sindekar  ought  not  to  be  called  corrupt, 
but  that  he  was  the  victim  of  oppression 
and  extortion;  and  that  he  was  as  fit 
for  the  exercise  of  the  powers  intrusted 
to     him     as     he     was     before     the 
money  was  extorted  from   him.     X  do 
not  know  whether,  after  further  inveati* 
gation,   that  judgment  of  the  Bombay 
Government  will  prove  to  be  rieht  or 
wrong ;  but  surely  the  House  will  not 
proceed  to  adjudicate  upon  the  matter 
without   having    the    materials    upon 
which    to     arrive    at     a    conclusion. 
Those    materials,    I    repeat,    are    not 
at    present    in     this    country.     With 
regard  to  Faranjape,  he  has  been  de- 
prived of  all  Magisterial  powers  and  of 
the  Civil  Court  jurisdiction.    The  hon. 
Member  for  the  College  Division  has 
made  himself  extremely  merry  becaoae 
I  have  stated  that  the  jurisdiction  was  now 
being  exercised  by  kdrkuns,  and  the  hon. 
Member  asked  me  to  speak  English. 
Now^  the  word  karkun  is  as  intelligible 
a  word  to  an  Englishman  as  mamlatdar 
is.     It  is  difficult  to  find  an  Enfflish 
word  to  express  the  meaning.   The  hon. 
Member  has  tried  to  translate  k&rkan  '' 
by  calling  the   official  a    head  olerk. 
The  office  of    clerk  is   sometimes    an 
office  of  great  dignity,  as  it  is  in  this 
Hoese ;  but  the  hon.  Member  spoke  of  - 
it  as  if  the  Government  had  conferred 
judicial  functions  upon  a  very  inferior 
class.     These  officials  are  fully  qualified 
to  exercise  judicial  functions,  and  often^  * 
in  the  regular  course  of  the  administra- 
tion, are  called  on  to  exercise  them.  Then 
the  question  has  been  put — ought  these 
mamlutdars  to  be  retained  in  office  at 
all  ?    That  is  a  matter  which  is  receiv- 
ing the  anxious   consideration  of   the 
Secretary  of  State.    It  has  been  only 
recently  that  the  point  as  to  whether, 
under  the  Statute  of  George  m.,  these  ' 
officers  are  incapable  of  holding  their 
office  if  they  have  been  guilty  of  eor>  -' 
ruption  has  been  pressed  on  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of   State.    The  ' 
question    as    to    whether   the    atatnte 
applied    to    these    offices     in     Inditt" 
is  engaging  the  most    serious    attta-* : 
tion   of  the  Secretary  of   8tatl»;    and  ' 
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I  hope  the  House  will  not  in- 
tervene before  my  noble  Friend  has 
at  least  had  time  to  receive  information 
from  India  and  to  fully  consider  it.  I 
do  not  know  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  College  Division  can  expect  to  gain 
anything  by  his  Motion  except  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  a  case  which  has  engaged  his  most 
anxious  and  most  careful  attention 
during  the  last  13  months.  I  do  not 
know  that  there  haa  ever  been  a  ques- 
tion which  has  caused  more  trouble  and 
anxiety  to  my  noble  Friend  than  this, 
and  I  think  the  House  would  do  well 
to  leave  the  matter  in  his  hands.  But 
what  is  the  matter  of  urgent  public 
importance  on  which  the  hon.  Member 
has  moved  the  adjournment? 

Db.  CAMERON:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  will  see  that  the 
word  **  sworn  "  is  used. 

Sir  J.  OOBSr :  The  hon.  Member 
speaks  of 

"  The  retention  by  the  Govemment  of  Bom- 
bay iu  judicial  and  administrative  offices    of 
magistrates  and  officials,  who  have  sworn  that 
they  oorruptly  purchased    their  positions. by 
means  of  bribes.     .    ." 

I  do  notitdmit  that  the  Government  of 
Bombay  have  retained  in  any  office  any 
functionaries  who  have  proved  any  such 
offences  against  themselves,  and  should 
it  be  proved  that  they  are  so  retained 
for  the  moment,  it  is  because  the 
Secretary  of  State  has  not  had  the 
matter  brought  before  him  with  that 
fulness  which  would  enable  him  to  give 
the  consideration  necessary  in  deter- 
mining so  important  a  matter.  The 
hon.  Member  next  speaks  of  these 
officers  as  persons  whom 

*'  The  Judges  of  the  High  Court  of  Jnrisdic- 
ture  of  the  Presidency  have  pronounced  to  be 
legally  disqualified  by  their^  corruption^  from 
retaining  office.'* 

That  is  not  a  correct  statement.  The 
statement  has  been  made  by  one  Judge 
only,  Mr.  Justice  Jardine.  It  was  not  a 
judgment;  it  was  what  the|lawyers  call  an 
ohiUr  dictum  given  by  him,  and  no 
doubt— as  any  opinion  coming  from 
him— of  great  value.  The  question 
of  where  the  statute  does  refer 
to  the  dominion  officers  is  a  matter 
which  requires  a  good  deal  of  considera- 
tion— perhaps  more  than  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  proposes  to  give 
to  it ;  and  even  if  that  statute  does 
refer  to  the  officera  of  India  it  has  again 


to  be  proved  that  these  officers  are  dis- 
qualified from  holding  office.      I  am. 
extremely  sorry  that  this  matter  has 
been  brought  forward  without  notice.  ' 
If  I  had  received  even  half  an  hour's 
notice,  I  would  have  looked  up  some 
documents  bearing   on   this  question ; 
and  no  doubt  I  would  have  been  able 
to  give  the  House  a  fuller  and  clearer  • 
account,  and  would  have  been  able,  in- 
stead of  speaking  from  my  own  recollec- 
tion) to  ha\  e  verified  my  statements  by 
exact  references  to  the  Papers.     I  can 
assure  the  House  that  if  this  matter  is 
left  in  the  hands  of  the   Secretary  of 
State  he  will  take  very  good  care  that 
full  justice  is  done. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  do  not  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  thd 
Under  Secretary  for  India  is  justified  in 
complaining  of  the  Motion  for  the  Ad- 
journment of  the  House  coming  upon 
him  without  notice,  because,  from  the 
number  of  questions  put  to  him  on  the 
subject,  he  must  have  anticipated  some 
such  course,  unless  he  gave  to  the  House . 
the  information  which  he  has  not  given. 
If  the  whole  of  the  documents  are  not  in 
the  possession  of  the  Government— and 
they  ought  to  be— some  one  has  seriously  ^ 
neglected  his  duty  towards  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India.  I  cannot  wonder  at. 
my  hon.  Friend  (Dr.  Cameron)  believ- 
ing that  these  facts  were  accessible 
to  the  Secretary  of  State,  because  the 
judges  in  India  have  taken  express 
pains  to  communicate  them,  not  only  to . 
the  Government  of  India,  but  to  the. 
world,  so  that  there  should  be  no  possi- 
bility of  doubt  about  the  matter.  I  trusi 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Dr.  Cameron) 
will  be  content  with  the  diecussion  raised  ; 
but  I  think  the  House  is  indebted  to  him 
for  having  raised  the  question.  I  want,, 
however,  to  point  to  one  or  two  strange/ 
deficiencies  in  the  reply  of  the  hon» 
Gentleman.  It  was  urged  by  the  hon» 
Gentleman  (Dr.  Cameron)  fhat  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  has  been  a 
varying  conduct— that  they  have  sus- 
pended and  partly  suspended  officials. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  well  knows  that 
the  letter  in  the  Jiombay  O'atHte  was 
\?ritten  by  a  native  Judge  holding  a 
high  position  in  the  Bombay  Presidency; 
I  believe  it  is  a  fairly  open  secret  in 
official  circles.  It  is  true  that  the  Head  • 
of  the  Police  was  authorized  to  offer  an  • 
indemnity ;  but  I  was  astounded  to  hear 
the  Under  Secretary  for  India  say  that. 


875         Corrupt  Maghiraies  {COMMONS} 


in  India. 


876 


similar  indemnities  were  often  given  in 
this  country. 

Sib  J.  GOEST :  I  never  said  similar. 
I  said  it  was  not  uncommon  in  this 
country  to  offer  indemnities. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  An  indemnity 
of  what  character?  An  indemnity 
against  the  penal  consequences  which 
will  follow  the  indictment  for  the 
offence  ? 

Sir  J.  G0R8T :  That  is  exactly  what 
I  said ;  and  as  to  the  particular  indem- 
nity given  by  the  Governor  of  Bombay, 
I  expressed  strong  disapprobation 
of  it. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  But  the  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  go  on  to  say  that 
the  indemnity  g^ven  was  entirely  differ- 
ent from  any  indemnity  ever  known  to 
be  given  in  any  court  of  this  country. 
There  is  no  comparison  at  all  between 
the  two  kinds  of  indemnity.  No  doubt 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  always  uses  able 
and  careful  language,  but  language 
which  does  not  always  convey  the  facts, 
and  his  able  and  careful  language  did 
not  convey  to  my  uneducated  mind  that 
there  is  any  comparison  betwepn  the 
indemnity  given  in  India  and  the  in- 
demnity which  is  given  here.  It  is 
perfectly  true  that  the  Blue  Book  states 
that  had  indemnities  not  been  given  no 
word  of  direct  evidence  would  have  been 
elicited.  But  why?  The  Blue  Book 
«hows  that  the  corruption  is  sufficiently 
known  to  make  it  desirable  that  it 
should  be  ventilated  in  this  House  when- 
ever possible.  The  very  strong  state- 
ment has  been  made  that  corruption 
ectends  over  a  wide  area  of  the  Central 
and  Southern  Divisions,  and  that 
more  than  two-thirds  of  the  different 
officers  and  Magistrates  were  affected 
by  it.  We  have  Sir  Raymond  West's 
own  Minute  upon  it : — 

^  ^'  Such  'open  secrets*  are  known  to  have  existed 
in  India  before,  and  sometimes  with  calamitous 
•consequences.  6a  the  present  occasion  a  dumb 
Jiopelessness  seems  to  have  penraded  the  official 
<ilafls." 

Only  a  few  days  ago  I  put  a  question  to 
the  Under  Secreta^  for  India  with  refer- 
ence to  a  remission  of  sentence  approved 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  of  an 
officer  who  had  been  publicly  censured 
by  the  Government  of  India  in  an  official 
dispatch.  Can  you  wonder  that  it  is 
exceedingly  difficult  to  deal  with  these 
unfortunate  natives,  when  they  find  that 
English  officers  who  are  pot?erful  are 

Mr,  Bradlaugh 


protected,  and  in  a  little  time  are  pro- 
moted again  ?  It  would  be  unbeooming 
in  me  to  cast  the  slightest  doubt  on  the 
knowledge  of  the  Under  Seoreta^  and 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  but  I  will 
read  to  the  House  a  Minute  which  miut 
have  been  kept  back  from  the  Indim 
Office  by  theGovemmentof  India  indirect 
wrong  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  who 
ought  to  have  been  informed.  I  will 
read  the  quotation  given  by  Mr.  Jostloe 
Jardine  as  a  material  portion  of  the  evi- 
dence relating  to  Sindekar.  The  Sin- 
dekar  is  asked — 

"Since the  Hanmantrao  Inquiry  have  yoa 
returned  to  your  duty  P  I  did  so  before  the 
case  was  disposed  of. — Yon  are  stiU  ICamliit* 
dar  of  Chanedore,  and  receive  yourpay  aasnbhP 
Yes. — Since  you  have  admitted  tnat  yoa  had 
a  bribe  for  getting  your  transfer  caacelled  voa 
still  continued  in  the  Govemmeat  MnrmP 
Yes." 

The  very  Magisterial  duties  wUeh  it 
was  suggested  had  not  been  oanied  oat 
by  others,  the  Sindekar,  I  preiame, 
having  since  been  restored.  Bat  what 
is  the  very  next  paragraph— 

'*  Another  witness  of  higher  pontioa  **— 
higher  even  than  the  Sindekar-**'  dapossd  OB 
29th  October  that  other  magtstratei  in  nmiUr 
predicament,  who  have  either  mads  jpoUio 
confession  of  corruption,  or  are  ehaigea  with 
corrupt  crimes  by  the  GKovemment  in  the  pio« 
ceeding  against  Mr.  Crawford,  have  nsiUMd 
their  judicial  functions.'* 

Have  those  words  any  meaning  ?  Weie 
these  things,  which  were  swom, 
reported  by  the  judges  to  the  GKivem* 
ment  of  India  ?  Have  these  faott  ban 
withheld  from  the  Secretary  of  State^  or 
what  does  it  mean  ?  At  any  rate»  the 
discussion  does  goodj^as  showing  tikat  we 
have  no  means  of  ohallenffing  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  and 
that  the  only  Parliamentary  meaaa 
we  had  on  the  Budget  State- 
ment we  have  been  deprived  of. 
I  quite  accept  the  plea  of  tiie  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Seoretaij  te 
India  that  the  Government  were  In 
utter  ignorance  of  the  aworn  depod- 
tions;  but  that  being  so,  it  would  appear 
that  they  are  governing  India  in  ignor- 
ance. We  are  told  that  we  ought  DOt 
to  rely  on  newspaper  reports  or  tele- 
grams in  the  2\nie8.  I  do  not  blame 
the  Government  for  depreciating  the 
value  of  the  telegrams  in  the  2V«Mt,  be- 
cause I  can  understand  that  there  are 
many  reasons  for  that  depreoiatum ; 
but  we  are  not  relying  on  thoee  tele- 
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grams ;  we  are  relying  on  the  Judg- 
ments and  Minutes  of  the  High  Oourt 
of  India,  to  which  some  attention  ought 
to  be  paid.  If  the  Statute  has  any  mean- 
ing at  all— and  there  is  no  one  who  has 
a  greater  aptitude  for  interpreting  this 
Statute  than  the  Under  Secreta^  for 
India — it  re- enacts  in  express  terms  the 
Statute  of  Edward  lY.,  which  declares 
that  any  person  who  shall  have  paid  any 
fee,  or  any  sum  of  money,  or  any  reward, 
is  to  be  adjudged  a  person  disabled  in 
law  from  holding  any  appointment. 
There  is  the  Statute,  and  we  have  also 
the  evidence.  We  are  not  influenced 
by  the  telegrams  in  the  TVmm,  but  by 
eyidence  formally  minuted  by  one  of  the 
Judges  of  the  High  Oourt,  with  the  ap- 
proval of  his  colleagues  in  many 
material  respects,  and  in  regard  to 
which  I  do  not  think  the  Under  Secre- 
tary has  been  quite  fair  in  the  statement 
he  has  made  to  the  House.  I  quite 
agree  that  there  is  something  to  be  said 
on  his  behalf  on  the  ground  that  in  re- 
gard to  money  matters  he  and  the 
Secretary  for  India  were  kept  ill-in- 
formed by  the  Governors  of  the  different 
Presidencies  of  India.  We  have  seen 
that  answers  siven  to  questions  put  at 
one  time  have  been  corrected  at  another, 
and  that  often  the  one  statement  was  the 
very  opposite  of  the  other ;  but  here  we 
have  a  case  in  which  we  have  sworn 
testimony,  the  evidence  beine  uncon- 
tradicted and  undisputed,  and  if  it  be 
said  that  this  is  not  material,  then  I  say 
we  want  a  new  dictionary  to  tell  ua 
what  is  the  meaning  of  the  word 
"material."  Some  of  the  men  who 
have  been  compelled  to  lend  money  to 
the  officials,  and  to  give  evidence  of 
that  by  the  inducements  held  out  by 
the  Chief  of  Police,  have  been  dis- 
missed, and  some  have  been  degraded 
and  placed  in  inferior  positions ;  but  it 
is  the  poorest  who  have  suffered,  while 
the  richest  have  escaped.  I  thank  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  College  Division 
of  Glasgow  for  having  brought  this 
matter  forward,  although  I  trust  he  will 
not  divide  the  House  upon  it,  as  that 
would  involve  our  voting  in  the  exact 
terms  of  the  Motion.  Nevertheless,  these 
scandals  require  ventilation  ;  and  when 
they  are  ventilated,  I  hope  the  Secretary 
of  State  will  not  again  say  that  he  is 
ignorant  of  Minutes  which  have  been 
published  in  all  parts  of  the  world,  but 
which  have  been  kept  from  him  by  those 


whose  duty  it  was  to  have  informed  him 
of  the  facts. 

♦Mr.  BAUMANN  (Peckham)  :  As  I 
have  had  upon  the  Paper  a  Motion  cen- 
suring the  conduct  of  Lord  Reay's 
Government  in  this  matter,  I  desire 
now  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  subject. 
It  has  been  asked  what  has  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  gained  by  bring- 
ing on  the  question  now  ?  The  answer 
is  that  he  has  gained  this — he  has  venti* 
lated  one  of  the  gprossest  scandals  that 
have  occurred  in  the  administration  of 
India  in  modem  times.  There  are  two 
branches  of  this  subject.  There  is  the 
conduct  of  the  mamlutdars,  which  I  un- 
derstand is  not  before  the  House,  and 
with  regard  to  which  we  have  not  the 
proper  materials  for  information,  as  the 
Minutes  of  Evidence  are  not  published  ; 
and  the  other  part  of  the  subject  has  re- 
lation to  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
of  Bombay  in  regard  to  the  prosecution 
of  Mr.  Arthur  Crawford,  as  to  which  we 
have  ample  materials  for  judgment  in 
the  Report  of  the  Commission  which  haa 
been  laid  on  the  Table.  A  severer  and 
a  more  pronounced  condemnation  of  an 
Indian  Government— 

«Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  Member,  as  it  seems  to  me,  is 
travelling  beyond  the  subject  upon 
which  the  Motion  for  Adjournment  hae 

DA  AH.  TVlOVAfl 

♦Mr.  BAUMANN :  I  think  the  Re- 
port in  the  Blue  Book  refers  to  the 
mamlutdars  having  been  suspended ;  but 
if  I  am  not  in  order  in  referring  to  that 
matter,  I  will  not  touch  upon  it  further. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secre- 
tary has  stated  that  the  promise  of 
indemnity  having  been  given  by  the 
Bombay  Government,  the  Secretary  of 
State  could  not  repudiate  that  engage- 
ment; but  I  fail  to  see  why  the 
Secretary  of  State  should  not  have 
overridd9n  the  decision  of  the  Bombay 
Government  in  the  matter.  It  is  the 
business  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
override  the  decisions  of  any  of  the 
Indian  Governments  when  he  believes 
them  to  be  improper.  I  submit  that 
the  telegrams  which  came  from  India 
regardiLg  the  suspension  of  the  mam- 
lutdars in  regard  to  the  exercise  of  their 
judicial  functions  were  of  a  most  mis- 
leading character,  because  the  majority 
of  hon.  Members  of  this  House  are  not 
aware  that  the  chief  duties  of  those 
officials  are    not   judicial,   but    duties 
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eonnected  with  the  Eevenue,  duties 
which,  as  the  Under  Secretary  has 
stated,  'form  the  major  part  of  their 
functions.  We  eon  sequent!  j  have  before 
us  the  fact  that  Magistrates  who  have 
confessed  corrupt  action  are  allowed  to 
remain  in  the  dischar;^e  of  the  most 
important  part  of  their  duties — namely, 
those  connected  with  the  Revenue,  while 
they  are  suspended  from  the  minor  and 
less  important  of  their  functions — 
namely,  their  judicial  functions.  If  they 
are  corrupt — and  they  have  confessed 
that  they  are — they  are  absolutely  incom- 
petent and  unfit  for  the  discharge  of 
their  duties  as  taxing  officers.  We  are 
told  that  the  matter  is  receiving  the 
anxious  consideration  of  the  Secretary 
of  State,  but  that  the  India  Office  has 
not  come  to  a  decision  on  the  matter 
because  of  facts  which  have  only  recently 
been  brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State.  Why,  Sir,  this  matter 
was  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
India  Office  as  long  ago  as  last  February 
or  March  ;  and  if  the  India  Office  cannot 
make  up  its  mind  in  four  or  five  months, 
this  seems  to  me  a  most  remarkable 
eonfession.  But  the  Bombay  Govern- 
ment did  a  great  deal  worse  than  promise 
immunity  to  corrupt  Magistrates; 
they  employed  the  instruments  of 
corruption  to  get  up  evidence  against 
Mr.  Crawford,  and  punished  by  suspen- 
fiion  the  mamlutdars  who  refused  to  give 
evidence  against  that  individual.  As 
you,  Mr.  Speaker,  have  ruled  that  that 
part  of  the  case  is  not  before  the  House 
and  that  it  would  be  out  of  order  to  go 
into  it,  I  can  only  say  that  I  regret  very 
much  the  WHy  in  which  this  branch  of 
a  very  important  matter  has  to  be  dealt 
with,  and  I  beg  to  state  that  I  shall  take 
any  opportunity  which  the  forms  of  the 
House  will  permit  on  the  Indian  Budget 
or  any  other  occasion  of  calling  further 
attention  to  the  matter. 

Ma.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.):  lean 
well  understand  the  natural  desire  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  are  interested  in  a 
question  of  so  much  magnitude,  which 
has  been  before  the  public  for  so  long  a 
period,  to  have  it  di8cu<<sed  in  this 
House;  but  I  cannot  hdp  feeling  that 
the  matter  ought  not  to  have  been 
brought  forward  on  such  inadequate 
notic««,  which  dues  not  allow  Members 
who  fnel  great  interest  in  the  subject  to 
refresh  their  memories  as  they  would 
otherwise    have   done.     There    is  only 

Hr,  Baumann 


one  London  newspaper  which  has  a 
permanent  correspondent  in  India,  and 
he  his  continually  sending  telegrami 
which  reflect  on  the  conduct  of  the 
Bombay  Government ;  and  although  the 
statements  he  makes  often  admit  of  ez^ 
planation,  the  explanations  do  not  find 
their  way  into  the  Press  of  England,  to 
that  hon.  Members  whd*  are  guided  by 
these  telegprams  should  suspend  th«ir 
judgment.  I  sympathize  .very  mueli 
with  what  has  been  said  by  the  hon; 
Member  for  Northampton  as  to  the  diffi- 
culty of  bringingforward  Indian  subjeotB 
in  this  House.  It  is  diffiouU  with  (he 
limited  information  in  the  possession  (rf 
Members  to  either  approve  or  disapprore 
the  action  of  the  Indian  Government ; 
indeed  the  House  should  be  yery  alow 
to  take  any  such  action.  One  material 
fact  has  scarcely  yet  been  adverted  to— » 
namely,  that  it  was  absolutely  neoesaarjr 
to  give  some  indemnity.  If  aniodemnitj 
had  not  been  given,  it  would  have  been 
impossible  to  elicit  the  facts  ot  theoaae; 
and  in  the  view  of  the  Bombay  Qoyem* 
ment  it  was  of  the  very  highest  im* 
portance  to  discover  whether  it  waa  tma 
that  a  widespread  system  of  oorruptton 
really  existed  in  the  aoathem  part  of 
the  Presidency;  and  nothing  but  the 
offer  of  a  liberal  indemnity  would  in  their 
view  have  been  sufficient  to  seoure  the 
requisite  evidence.  ,1  need  hardly  aaj 
that  if  the  indemnity  was  given  it  wae 
absolutely  necessary  that  it  should  be 
adhered  to.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
spoke  last  asked  why  should  not  the 
Secretary  of  State  override  tho  indem* 
nity ;  but  if  that  were  done  what  hope 
could  the  Government  have  in  any  future 
case  of  obtaining  evidence  ?  Moreover, 
such  a  course  would  be  a  "very  bad 
example  of  the  honour  and  faith  of  the 
Government,  especially  as  it  would  be  a 
case  of  breaking  an  indemnity  given 
not  to  a  European,  but  to  a  native. 
Another  material  fact  is  that  the  praotice 
of  purchasiDg  offices  is  proved  to  haro 
been  all  but  universal ;  and  the  evidence 
showed  that  these  particular  mamlutdars 
were  in  no  respect  worse  than  othenii 
and  that  the  practice  has  prevailed 
widely  in  certain  parts  of  the  Presideney* 
It  is  important,  therefore,  not  to  deal 
with  exceptional  harnhness  with  thoia 
who  have  been  found  out  to  a  gpreat 
extent  through  their  own  candour.  I  do 
not  in  any  way  palliate  their  offence ; 
but  it  should  be  remembered  in  £aim< 
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that  the  corruption  which  has  been 
proved  against  them  was  not  that  of 
selling  justice  and  giving  a  decision  in 
consideration  of.  a  bribe,  but  it  was  that 
inferior  and  not  so  black  a  kind  of 
corruption  which  consists  of  obtaining 
an  office  by  giving  a  consideration  for 
it.  There  have  been  countries  in  which 
this  practice  has  largely  prevailed,  and 
it  certainly  is  looked  upon  as  not  so 
black  an  offence  as  selling  j  ustice.  It  is 
most  unfortunate  that  the  gift  of  office 
in  India  should  be  influenced  by  a 
pecuniary  consideration  ;  but  that  is  a 
■mailer  offence  in  the  eyes  of  the  people 
of  India,  and  also  in  our  eyes,  than  the 
sale  of  justice  for  a  pecuniary  considera- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
said  that  the  natives  could  not  regard 
the  Courts  of  those  mamlutdars  as  Courts 
of  Justice  at  all ;  but  that  is  not  the  way 
in  which  they  look  at  the  matter.  If 
certain  mamlutdars  are  known  to  have 
obtained  their  offices  through  the  influ- 
ence of  other  natives,  or  to  have  given 
some  consideration  for  them,  the  people 
of  India  do  not  think  any  the  worse  of 
those  particular  Magistrates  than  they 
do  of  others.  I  have  mentioned  these 
matters  in  order  to  show  the  difficulties 
of  the  position  in  which  the  Bombay 
Government  were  placed.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  has  dwelt  strongly 
on  Mr.  Justice  Jardine's  opinion  ;  but 
the  »hU$r  dieta  of  one  Judge  are  cot  to 
be  treated  as  if  they  were  equivalent  to 
the  solemn  determination  of  a  full  Court 
in  a  great  case  argued  before  them.  I 
was  myself  in  Bombay  at  the  time  when 
the  matter  was  freely  canvassed  in  con- 
versation, and  many  members  of  the 
legal  profession  thought  that  Mr.  Justice 
Jardine  was  wrong.  Without  at  all 
disparaging  that  Judge,  it  is  fair  to  say 
that  what  fell  from  him  was  not  of  the 
absolutely  conclusive  weight  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  seems  to  sup- 
pose. Indeed,  I  am  not  sure  that  there 
were  not  as  many  who  held  that  the 
Judge  was  wrong  as  there  were  who 
thought  he  was  right.  I  am  precluded 
by  your  ruling,  Sir,  from  referring  to 
Mr.  Crawford's  case  ;  but  had  it  been  in 
order  I  should  have  been  prepared  to 
defend  the  conduct  of  Lord  Beay,  who, 
I  think,  is  entitled  for  his  action  to  the 
thanks  of  this  House  and  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  India.  The  conduct  of  the 
Government  of  Bombay  in  regard  to 
these  mamlutdars    has  been  the   con- 


duct of  men  who,  above  all  things, 
are  anxious  to  arrive  at  the  truth. 
The  ventilation  of  the  matter  is  due  to 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  of  Bom- 
bay, who  In  the  interests  of  parity  of 
administration  in  India  determined  to 
go  to  the  bottom  of  the  whole  affair  and  to 
elicit  the  fullest  revelation  of  the  state 
of  facts.  In  that  respect  I  believe  they 
have  done  well ;  and  whether  or  not  the 
House,  when  it  is  more  fully  informed 
of  all  the  facts,  will  approve  of  all  the 
administrative  action  which  the  Govern- 
ment of  Bombay  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  have  taken,  I  think  that  most  of 
as  who  know  Lord  Eeay,  the  Governor 
of  Bombay,  and  his  upright  character, 
will  feel  that  that  noble  lord's  upright- 
ness and  courage  could  not  have  been 
shown  in  a  clearer  light  or  in  a  way  that 
was  more  entitled  to  our  confidence  and 
re8x>ect  ^than  they  had  been  in  that 
matter. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy): 
There  is  no  doubt  that  this  is  a  very 
painful,  delicate,  and  difficult  matter. 
But  when  hon.  Members  show  such  a 
etate  of  extreme  holy  horror  at  the  pur- 
chase of  offices  in  India,  they  seem 
altogether  to  forget  that  within  hir- 
torical  times  such  things  have  occurred 
even  in  this  country ;  and  diat  even  to 
this  day  if  not  political,  at  any  rate 
ecclesiastical  offices  are  bought  and 
sold.  I  do  not  think  this  House  is  a 
very  competent  tribunal  for  dealing  with 
this  matter,  more  especially  when,  as  in 
the  present  instance,  we  are  called  upon 
suddenly  to  deal  with  it  without  suffi- 
cient  materials.  I  regret  that  a  com- 
paratively small  matter  has  been 
allowed  to  overshadow  the  great  ques- 
tion of  the  conduct  of  a  high  ad^ 
ministrative  officer  in  Bombay,  which 
conduct  at  least  made  possible  the  cor- 
ruption the  House  is  discussing.  It 
does  seem  extraordinary  we  should  hear 
so  much  about  the  minor  part  of  the 
case  and  so  little  about  the  major  part. 
I  am  Sony  that  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  has  thrown  over  Lord 
Reay  and  the  Government  of  Bombay. 
Whether  that  Government  have  made 
mistakes  or  not,  they  deserve  the 
greatest  credit  for  attacking  an  enor- 
mous evil  which  was  rampant  in  the 
country  ;  and  it  required  very  great 
courage  to  tackle  the  man  who  was 
accused  of  the  conduct  which  gave  rise 
to  the  whole  scandal,  and  who  was  very 
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Britain  should  be  treated  on  equal  terms, 
declines  to  advanco,  fop  the  construction  of 
public  works  in  Ireliind,  free  grants  of  public 
moneys,  which  aro  refused,  except  in  the  case 
of  amply  Fecurrd  loans,  for  similar  purposes  in 
Great  Britain." 

That  appeals  to  me  to  be  a  very  sound 
statement  of  what  our  Irish  policy 
ought  to  be,  and  I  should  have  been 
glad  if  the  hon.  Member  had  been  here 
to  move  the  Amendment ;  but,  unfortu- 
nately, he  is  not  here,  in  consequence  of 
the  policy  of  the  Government  in  shutting 
up  their  political  opponents  in  prison,  a 
policy  worthy  of  the  worst  period  of  our 
history.  As  a  protest  against  that 
policy,  and  a^^ainst  the  way  in  which 
one  of  my  fellow  Members  has  been 
treated,  I  move  the  Adjournment  of  the 
Debate. 

*Mb.    SPEAKER:    Order,  order!    I 
will  not  put  that  Motion. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  :  Am  I  not 

*Mr.  speaker  :  I  consider  it  to  be 
an  abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the  House. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON :  May  I  ask  a 
question  ?  Am  I  not  entitled  to  move 
the  Adjournment  ? 
♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  No,  I  think  not. 
Under  the  circumstances,  I  consider  it  to 
be  an  abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the  House. 
Under  the  Standing  Order  I  have  two 
courses  open  to  me.  One  is  to  put  the 
Motion  immediately,  and  the  other  to 
refuse  to  put  it.     I  refuse  to  put  it. 

Mr.  H.  COSSHAM  (Bristol,  \V.):  I 
rise  to  move  the  rejection  of  the  Bill. 
I  have  noticed  that  where  railways  are 
really  needed  private  enterprise  is 
always  found  to  undertake  them,  and  I 
have  noticed  that  railways  are  most 
successful  when  they  are  thus  promoted 
lather  ihan  initiated  by  the  Govern- 
ment. It  is  most  unwise  of  us  to 
allow  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
who  is  a  Political  Agent,  and  who 
owes  his  appointment  to  political  mo- 
tives, to  be  the  initiator  of  a 
great  extension  of  the  railway  system. 
I  oppose  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill,  and  I  hope  the  House  will  reject 
it  on  account  of  the  fact  that  private 
enterprise  would  supply  what  this  Bill 
proposes  to  do  through  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant. The  Bill  also  deals  with  the 
parts  of  Ireland  where  railways  do  not 
exist,  and  where  it  is  proposed  the 
Board  of  Works  shall  carry  out  the 
works.  I  have  been  long  enough  in  the 
House  to  know  that  of  all  the  bodies  in 
Ireland    that    do    not    meet  with  the 
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approval  of  the  Irish  people  the  Board 
of  Works  stands  at  the  head.     There- 
fore, to  grant  to  the  Board  of  Works 
the  power  to  control  the  levying  out  of 
considerable  sums  of  money  belonging^ 
to  the  taxpayers  of  this  country  is  in  the 
highest  sense  unwise.     Nearly  all  the 
loans  madp,  pnd  nearly  all  the  money 
priven  to  Ireland  under  the  control  of  the 
Board  of  Works  has  been  spent  in  a  way 
that  has  not  produced  good  to  Ireland 
or  benefit  to  England.    I  find,  on  look- 
ing back,   that  the   only  schemes  for 
Ireland's     improvement     which     haye 
worked    out    well    are    the     drainage 
schemes    under    the    Act    1863,    with 
which  the  Board  of  Works  had  nothing- 
to  do.    Another  part  of  the  Bill  refers 
to  the  various  loans  or  advances  made 
by  this  country  in  the  past  in  connection 
with  improvement  works.      T  am  sony 
to  say  their  name  is  legion,  and  that  for 
the  greater  part  they  have  been  mis- 
applied.     In  the  last    40    years   this 
country  has  expended  £35,000,000   in 
various  works  in  Ireland,  and  will  the 
House  believe   me    when   I   say    that 
£8,000,000  of  that  has  had  to  be  written 
off.    Is  it  possible  to  g^ve  the  House  a 
better  proof  of  the  utter  absurdity  ot 
prosecuting  a  polioy  such  as  that  em- 
bodied in  this  Bill  ?    I  am  here  to  pro- 
test in  the  name  of  the  taxpayers  of  this 
country  against  such  a  polioy.     My  con- 
stituents believe  that  this  money  will  be 
utterly  thrown  away,  and  so  do  I.     I 
find    that    on    the  Shannon  Drainage 
alone,  on  which  we  are  to  be  asked  to 
spend    more    money,   we   have    spent 
£860,000  already,  of  which   £573,000 
has  been  written  off.    The  experience 
of  the  past  does  not  justify  the  Qovem- 
ment  in  the  proposal  they  now  make. 
But  my  objection  to   this  scheme  lies 
mainly    in    this,     that    it  is  part    of 
the     policy      of    bribery    and    bmte 
force  of  which  this  Government  is  the 
acknowledged  head  ;  it  is  the  polioy  of 
carrying  a  stick   in    one   hand   and  a 
money  bag  in  the  other.     I  have  not 
seen  that  policy  answer  in  the  govern- 
ment  of  nations.    The  only  policy  in 
which  I  believe  is  that  of  doing  justioe 
to  the  people;    this  mixture  of  bmte 
force  and  fraud  is  the  worst  kind  of 
government  we  can  have.    The  object 
of  the  Government  is  to  bribe  Ireland 
from     the     love    of     self-government. 
Now,  I  believe  the  love  of  self-govem- 
ment  is  not  only  a  just,  but  a  most 
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healthy  feeling  to    encourage   in  any 

Sart  of  the  United  Kingdom.  The 
government  may  throw  as  many  money 
bags  into  Ireland  as  they  like,  but  they 
will  not  destroy  the  desire  of  the  Irish 
for  self-government.  My  next  objection 
to  the  Bill  is  that  it  is  introduced  in  the 
interest  of  a  small  class — namely,  the 
landowners.  The  landowners  of  Ireland 
have  cost  this  country  very  dear. 
Nearly  all  the  legislation  of  the  last  50 
or  60  years  has  been  conceived  in  the 
interest  of  the  landowners,  and  they 
have  shown  their  gratitude  by  creating 
more  difficulty  in  Ireland  than  any  other 
class.  I  am  not  disposed  to  make  fur- 
ther concessions  in  the  interest  of  that 
class.  It  is  to  increase  the  value  of  land 
that  the  Drainage  Bills  have  been 
brought  in,  and  as  we  are  led  to  believe 
the  Government  intend  to  purchase  the 
land,  it  is  manifest  we  should  be  pur- 
chasing our  own  money  over  again.  I 
am  also  against  the  Bill  because  it  is 
opposed  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Boyal  Commission.  That  Commission 
reported  that  the  initiation  of  all  future 
measures  of  improvement  in  Ireland 
should  be  vested  in  the  people  them- 
selves. This  Bill  is  a  direct  violation  of 
that  principle.  My  objection  to  these 
schemes  would  not  be  so  great,  if  we  had 
in  Ireland  a  local  government  who 
would  be  responsible  for  the  expenditure 
of  the  money.  When  we  have  Local 
Government  in  Ireland,  I  shall  be  the 
first  to  grant  any  money  this  country 
thinks  fit  to  grant  for  the  improvement 
of  the  country.  I  admit  we  owe  to 
Ireland  a  deep  debt.  We  have  wronged 
her  in  the  past  to  such  an  extent  that  I 
should  be  willing  to  strain  a  point  to 
improve  the  condition  of  the  country. 
But  I  want  whoa  any  expenditure 
is  made  that  it  should  be  made 
under  the  control  and  responsibility 
of  a  body  selected  by  the  people 
themselves.  I  am  sure  I  need  not  say 
to  my  Irish  Friends  I  move  the  rejec- 
tion of  this  Bill  in  no  spirit  hostile  to 
their  interests.  I  hope  my  past  conduct 
justifies  me  in  saying  I  am  not  an  enemy 
of  any  improvement  of  Ireland.  I  want 
to  see  Ireland  improved  in  every  way, 
but  improved  under  the  control  of  a  body 
responsible  to  this  House  and  the 
country  for  the  proper  expenditure  of 
the  money  advanced. 
♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  move  his  Resolution  ? 


Mr.  H.  COSSHAM:  I  move  the 
Amendment  which  stands  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  '<  That "  to  the  end  of  the 
Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 

"  This  House  declines  to  g^vo  or  advance  money 
for  the  constraotion  of  Railways  in  Ireland, 
except  under  the  direction  and  responsibility  of 
popularly  elected  bodies." — (Mr.  Handtl  Coa* 
nam.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

♦Mr.  8.  BUXTON  (Tower  Hamletp, 
Poplar) :  To  a  large  extent  I  sympathise 
with  the  speech  to  which  we  have  just 
listened.  I  think  that  all  hon.  Memhers 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  will 
be  glad  when  we  have  some  local 
authority  in  Ireland  other  than  those 
at  present  existing,  but  I  cannot  admit 
that  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
is  one  that  is  properly  applicable  to  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  now  under 
consideration.  I  think  my  hon.  Friend 
totally  misunderstands  the  scope  and 
object  of  the  Bill.  There  is  no  proposal 
in  the  principal  part  of  the  Bill 
to  advance  money  except  in  the  sense 
that  a  guarantee  will  be  given  by  the 
Government  for  these  light  railways,  but 
the  guarantee  falls  through  if  the  rail- 
way does  not  succeed.  It  is  not  in  the 
same  sense  as  in  the  case  of  the  Drainage 
Bills  that  the  Government  are  advancing 
money.  My  hon.  Friend  also  misunder- 
stands the  position  of  the  Board  of 
Works  in  the  matter.  The  Board  of 
Works  has  practically  no  power  in  con- 
nection with  the  carrying  out  of  the 
works.  All  they  have  to  do  is  to 
authorise  the  construction  of  one  of  these 
light  railways  where  they  think  it  is 
advisable  to  do  so;  they  will  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  actual  construc- 
tion or  carrying  out  of  the  works ;  that 
will  be  in  the  hands  of  the  public 
bodies  and  public  contractors.  The 
position  of  the  Board  of  Works  in 
regard  to  these  railways  is,  there- 
fore, totally  different  to  what  it  is 
in  regard  to  the  drainage  schemes. 
From  personal  knowledge  of  some  of  the 
districts  in  which  it  is  intended  these 
light  railways  should  be  constructed,  I 
say  that  if  this  Bill  is  passed  it  will 
prove  of  immense  advantage  not  only 
to  the  districts  themselves  but  to 
Ireland  generally,  and  to  this  country. 
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I  do  not  believe  that  the  money, 
if  properly  expended  —  and  I  be- 
lieve that  under  this  Bill  it  will  be  pro- 
perly expended — will  be  thrown  away. 
Many  places  in  the  West  of  Ireland  are 
as  much  as  30,  40,  or  even  oO  miles  away 
from  the  nearest  means  of  communica- 
tion. In  many  of  these  cases  there  are 
fishing  and  other  industries  which  might 
be  easily  developed  if  there  were  means 
of  transport,  and  their  development 
would  put  the  people  in  a  totally  different 
position  to  that  which  unfortunately  they 
now  occupy.  My  hon.  Friend  must  not 
suppose  that  the  Bill  creates  a  precedent. 
We  have  passed  several  Irish  Tramways 
Acts,  some  of  which  have  worked  com- 
paratively well,  and  this  is  an  endeavour 
to  complete  former  Acts  with  refererice 
to  Irish  Tramways,  and  to  place  them 
on  a  more  satisfactory  footing.  Under 
old  Tramways  Acts  complications  have 
arisen  as  to  the  barony  guarantee 
and  the  State  guarantee,  and  that  has 
done  much  to  prevent  Companies 
being  formed  to  create  and  work 
tramways.  Under  this  Bill  there  is 
a  simple  Government  guarantee  of 
3  per  cent  on  the  capital  raised 
if  the  line  is  passed  and  com- 
pleted, while  the  loss — if  there  is  a 
loss — on  the  working  will  be  borne, 
not  by  the  Treasury,  but  by  the  locality 
itself.  The  hon.  Member  said  that  the 
Bill  was  introduced  in  the  interests  of 
the  owners  and  not  of  the  occupiers. 
But  it  will  really  be  much  more  in  the 
interests  of  the  occupier  ;  and  unless 
the  majority  of  the  occupiers  in 
any  particular  district  give  their 
assent  to  the  line  proposed,  the  line 
will  not  be  constructed.  It  is  not  likely 
that  the  occupiers  will  give  their  assent 
unless  they  believe  the  line  will  be  of 
advantage  to  them.  In  principle,  the 
Bill  is  a  very  good  one  indeed,  and  I  hope 
to  see  it  passed.  I  believe  it  will  be  of 
great  advantage  to  the  poorer  districts, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  can  result  in  lost  to 
the  Treasury.  There  are  one  or  two 
questions  I  desire  to  put,  though  I  shall 
put  them  in  no  hostile  spirit.  I  do  not 
quite  understand  the  part  of  the  Bill 
referring  to  the  position  of  existing 
railways.  Are  they  to  be  allowed  to 
choose  profitable  lines  and  to  put  aside 
other  lines,  or  will  the  Executive  insist 
that  in  any  scheme  proposed  the  com- 
panies shall  make  unprofitable  lines  if 
they  exist,  as  well  as  profitable  lines  ? 
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Then  I  think  the  mode  of  election  might 
be  made  simpler ;  and  in  reference  to 
the  guarantee,  I  understand  it  is  not  to 
exceed  in  the  first  instance  6d.  in  the  £1| 
but  if  the  railway  in  any  part  of  the 
year  does  not  pay  its  working  expenees 
the  promoters  may  ask  the  barony  for  a 
further  guarantee.  I  believe  that  por- 
tion of  the  Bill  will  certainly  not  work. 
I  do  not  think  that  the  barony,  having 
once  given  a  guarantee,  will  be  prepared 
to  give  a  larger  one.  Again,  who  will 
be  the  authority  to  decide  between  two 
rival  lines  ?  I  have  in  my  mind  two 
lines,  both  40  or  50  miles  long,  one  run- 
ning through  an  almost  barren  country, 
and  the  other  through  a  district  in  which 
there  are  many  fishing  villages.  Who 
will  be  the  authority  to  decide  betweea 
these  rival  lines  ?  Again,  will  these 
light  railways  include  all  the  many  dif- 
ferent systems,  some  of  which  are  used 
abroad,  and  some  of  which  are  now  used 
in  England,  which  do  not  always  g^  by 
the  name  of  light  railways,  but  whlc^ 
are  very  inexpensive.  I  trust  the 
Government  will  not  confine  their  Bill  too 
exclusively  to  so-called  light  railways, 
but  will  include  some  of  the  other  light 
systems.  In  conclusion,  I  desire  to  saj 
I  regard  this  Bill  as  the  best  Bill  the 
Government  opposite  have  brought  iii| 
though  that  is  not  saying  much.  I  hope 
they  mean  to  pass  it.  I  am  sure  it 
will  not  be  accepted  in  Ireland  as  a 
bribe;  indeed,  I  agree  with  my  hoa. 
Friend  (Mr.  K.  Cossham)  that  the 
Government  may  offer  as  many  bribes 
as  they  like  to  Ireland,  it  will  make  no 
difference  at  the  election.  I  beUeve 
the  Bill  will  be  accepted  as  a  measttre 
to  carry  on  that  which  already  exists 
to  a  large  extent,  and  that  it  will  result 
in  good  to  a  large  number  of  im- 
poverished people. 

Mr.  HATHBONE  (Oamarronahire, 
Arfon)  :  I  quite  agree  with  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bristol  (]£r. 
Cossham)  in  condemnation  of  a  polioj 
for  Ireland  made  up  of  alternations  of 
coercion  and  bribery.  Such  a  poliej  is 
as  useless  as  it  is  immoral.  1  quite 
agree  also  that  the  best  results  of  anj 
measures  for  developing  the  natural 
resources  of  Ireland  can  only  be 
attained  by  entrusting  those  measures 
to  local  administration.  But  I  do  not 
admit  that  we  are  bound  to  wait  for  the 
time  when  that  Local  Government  is 
established  before  we  make  amends  Um 
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our  selfish  and  narrow  policy  of  former 
days.  I  look  at  the  proposal  before  us 
from  a  practical  point  of  view,  and  I  find 
that  this  promotion  of  light  railways  ij 
supported  and  urged  by  everybody  who 
has  taken  practical  interest  in  the  ques- 
tion of  developing  Irish  resources.  I  do 
not  see  how  we  can  ever  do  anything 
for  the  congested  districts  until  we  pro- 
vide facilities  for  sending  to  those  dis- 
tricts what  is  required,  and  taking  from 
them  what  they  produce.  About  the 
other  Bill  brought  forward  for  the  relief 
of  Ireland  I  feel  considerable  doubt,  but 
upon  this  Bill  I  have  no  hesitation.  I 
think  this  construction  of  light  railways 
is  a  matter  of  vital  importance  for  Ire- 
land, and  for  the  West  of  Ireland 
especially,  and  I  think  the  House  would 
incur  great  responsibility  if  it  declined 
to  carry  out  the  proposal  without  delay. 
At  the  same  time  I  am  bound  to  admit 
that  there  are  complicated  details  in 
connection  with  the  proposal,  difficult  to 
deal  with  in  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  and  in  view  of  this  I  venture  to 
suggest  to  the  Government  that 
it  might  be  well  to  refer  the  Bill  to 
the  Standing  Committee  on  Trade, 
adding  to  the  Committee  those 
Irish  Members  and  others  who  have 
shown  a  practical  interest  in  the  subject. 
I  believe  then  all  the  details  of  the 
measure  would  be  satisfactorily  adjusted. 
As  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  knows,  the 
Trade  Committee  is  a  very  practical 
body,  and  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
many  days  before  the  Bill  would  be  sent 
back  again  to  the  House  with  remedies 
found  for  all  those  dangers  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Cossham)  has  suggested. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy): I  cannot  help  expressing  my 
great  regret  that  the  Government  have 
not  given  us  more  detailed  information 
as  to  what  this  Bill  means.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  said  the  other  day, 
in  a  light  and  airy  way,  that  all  parties 
were  agreed  upon  it.  Well,  that  does 
not  seem  quite  to  be  the  case,  and  there 
is  one  party  with  a  considerable  interest 
in  the  matter  who  has  not  expre.osed 
any  satisfaction,  and  that  is  the  British 
taxpayer.  Seeing  that  they  are  called 
upon  to  sink  several  hundred  thousands 
in  the  undertaking,  I  think  the  British 
taxpayers  ought  to  be  consulted.  I  am 
bound  to  contess  that  as  the  Irish  people 
have  not,  as  we  have,  the  means  by  Local 


GoTemment  of  dealing  with  the  matter 
themselves,  we   are  called  upon  to  do 
what  is  necessary  in  regard  to  the  con- 
gested districts,  and  so  far  I  agree  with 
my  hon.  Friends  the  Members  for  Poplar 
and  Carnarvon.   My  views  are  expressed 
in  the  Motion  I  have  put  on  the  Paper, 
although  I  gave  way  to  that  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bristol.     Pend- 
ing the  establishment  of  Local  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland,  I  am  willing  to  vote 
the  sums  required  for  the  impoverished 
and  congested  districts,  but  I  decline  to 
do  so  without  a  definition  of  the  areas 
within  which  the   money  is  to  be  ex- 
pended, and  an  indication  of  the  rail- 
ways   contemplated.     My  view  is  that 
the  theory  of  the  Bill  is  right,  but  I 
want  to  know  if  the  practice  is  right, 
and  if  we  really  are  going  to  relieve  the 
congested  districts  of  Ireland.     I  want 
to  be  quite  sure  that  we  are  not  merely 
giving  the  Government   a  cheque  for 
£600,000    that    they  may  scatter    the 
money   about  here  and  there,  bribing 
Irish  opinion  under  the   semblance  of 
assistance  given  to  the  development  of 
local  industry  and  resources.     I  listened 
carefully  to  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman   the    Chief    Secretary 
when  he  introduced  these  Bills,  but  as 
regards  the  Light  Railways  Bill,  that 
statement  was  most  vague.     He  told  us 
the  general  principle  upon    which  the 
Government  proposed  to  proceed,  but  he 
gave  us  no  indication  whatever  of  the 
particular  railways,  and  the  particular 
parts  ot  Ireland  hn  intended  should  be 
served.     While  we    are  still    a  united 
kingdom    we    are     bound    to    render 
assistance   to    any   specially  distressed 
district  in  the  kingdom.     Now,  if  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  were  to  come  for- 
ward with  a  proposal  to  gi?e  assistance 
to   Scotland   under  such   such  circum- 
stances,  I  can  quite  conceive  that  the 
House  would  not  be  content  with  a  de- 
mand for  so   many  hundred  thousand 
pounds,  and  the  Government  would  pro- 
duce a  plan  of  their  intentions  and  would 
put  before  us  a  map  showing  how  half 
Scotland  is  not  served  by  railways  at 
all.      The    large    fishing    industry    of 
the  west  coast  is  only  touched  by  one 
monopolising  railway  company,  and  the 
fishermen  are  obliged  to  send  away  their 
fish  by  a  route  which  makes  a  long  de- 
tour, by  an  insufficient  service  of  train?, 
and  at   high   rates.     The   Minister    in 
charge  would    show,    without    lending 
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himself  to  a  particular  line  of  railway^ 
wliat  his  general  object  was.    This  is 
what  I  want  the  Government  to  do  now> 
when  asking  us  to  hand  them  £600,000 
for  them  to  dispose  of.     I  want  them  in 
general  terms  to  indicate  their  project. 
I  have  not  heard  what  it  is.    I  have 
visited  Ireland,  and  I  know  that  there 
are  parts  of  Donegal  remote  frorn  rail- 
way communication,  but  I  do  not  know 
that  there  are  any  industries  there  that  a 
railway  would  serve  to  develop.     I  do 
not  know  that  there    are    any  great 
fishing  interests  there  on  that  Atlantic 
beaten    coast,    as    there    are    on    the 
West  Ooast  of  Scotland.    I    may   be 
told    that    such     a     railway    is    not 
a  new  project,  and  I  am  quite  aware 
that  there  have  been  these  railway  pro- 
jects   before.    The    hon.   Member  for 
Oavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  is  an  authority  on 
the  subject,  and  he  told  us  the  other 
day  of  a  railway  that  only  carried  three 
tons  of  goods  during  the  year,  and  this 
another  hpn.  Member  says  is  the  only 
one  that  pays  its  expenses.     Well,  with 
such  experience  before  us,  I  think  we 
may  well  ask  before  we  present  the 
Qovernment  with  £600,000  for  distribu- 
tion what  their  plan  is.   I  do  not  expect 
them  to  be  bound  do.wn  ta  the  narrow 
limits  of  one  particular  line,  but  they 
can  surely  give  us  some  general  idea. 
They  must  have  roughly   figured   out 
some  project  to  arrive  at  this  sum  of 
£600,000  up:>n  which  they  have  fixed 
instead  of  a  round  half  million.    Some- 
how or  other  they  arrived  at  this  sum, 
and  I  hope  before  this  Debate  closes 
they  will  give  us  the  information  which 
I  think  in  the  interest  of  the  British 
taxpayer  we  are  bound  to  aek  for.     The 
Government  must  have  some  project,  for 
I  understand  tbcae  railways  are  to  be 
constructed  to  serve  industries  that  do 
more  or  less  exist,  and  that  can  bo  im- 

? roved  by  this  means  of  communication, 
do  not  believe  in  railways  as  a  means 
of  creating  an  industry,  and  I  doubt  very 
much  if  there  is  any  great  quantity  of 
fish  to  be  caught  oQ  the  Atlantic  coast. 
Then  as  regards  the  details  we  have  in 
the  Bill,  I  must  say  I  do  not  very  much 
like  them  in  many  respects.  My  hon. 
Friend  below  me  seems  to  think  that 
the  baronies  are  going  to  guarantee 
three  per  cent,  but  as  I  understand  it, 
they  are  not  going  to  guarantee  in- 
terest on  the  capital,  the  only  guarantee 
is  against  loss  on  working  expenses,  a 

Sir  George  Campbell 


very  different  thing.-  Working- JscKpenfles 
may  be  reduced  to  a  minimiim.  T  dare« 
say  the  thrjBe  tons  of  goods  cfarried  in  the 
year  paid  the  working  ezpensefl- if  the 
three  tons  were  carried  by  one  trftin.  That) 
I  say,  is  a  totally  inadequate  guMmitee, 
and  does  not  give  any  assuranoe  tittttthe 
people  of  the  locality  have  belief  in  the 
work  they  guarantee^    It  is  reaU j  no 
guarantee  at  aU.    I  have  had  some  ex* 
perience  of.  guaranteed  Indian  railways, 
but  there  the  guarantee  was  always  a 
guarantee  for  a  certain  interest  on  the 
money,   whereas    here   the    guarantee 
is  to  be  absorbed  in  working  ezpensee. 
Neither  do  I  like  the  vague  terms  in 
which  the  Bill  provides  for  the  aubsidia- 
ing  of  railway  companies  for  exttosioBS 
and  the  promoters  of  new  lines.  We  hare^ 
no  indication  of  where  the  lines  are  to  be: 
promoted,  we  are  only  told  that  Hghft^ 
railways  are  to  be    provided   in    the 
interest  of  Irish  industries,  but.  for  aH* 
else  we  are  totally  without  lighi  and 
leading.      Of  one    thing  we  may  be 
certain,  that  Ireland  is  pre-eminently  the 
land  of  jobbery,  and  if  there  is  a  ooimtry 
where  a  job  in  matters  of  this  kind  oan 
be  perpetrated  it  is  in  Ireland»    The 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  has  given  oft' 
illustrations  of  what  has  been  dene  in* 
this  way  in  the  past,  and  looking  to. 
what  we  may  anticipate  in  the  fuiuiei 
I  again  say   we  ought  to  have-  moare 
details  in  our  possession  before  we.  paaii 
the  Second  Heading  of  this  Bill.    ;  • 

Colonel   NOLAN  (Oalway,  N.)  ;  I 
was  glad  to  hear  the  speeches  of  the  hon. 
Members  for  Poplar  and  for  Gamarvoa. 
They  are  such  as  I  should  haveezpeoted 
from  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have,  for  % 
long  time,  in  the  House  of  Oommona, 
taken  an  interest  in  industrial  qnestions 
relating  to  Ireland.     The  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  sets  up  a  claim  for  support 
for  the  fishing  industry  of  the  West  of 
Scotland,  and  all  I  can  say  is  that  if  a 
Bill  were  brought  in  for  the  West  oli 
Scotland,    and  could  be  supported  on 
equally  good   grounds  to  this  I  would 
support  it.     The  hon.  Gentleman  aue* 
pects  that  in  Ireland  such  a  Bill  means 
jobbery,  and  he  is  sceptical  about  the 
existence  of  fish  in  the  Atlantic,  but  X 
can  tell  him  that  all  along  the  weal- 
coast  there  are  plenty  offish  to  be  oaughtr 
and  would  be  caught  if  only  the-  people  r 
had  the  means  of  sending  their  oatoaea-r 
to  market.    Fishing  is  carried  en  noir 
in  Gal  way  Bay^  because  we  have  a  nilvj 
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way  at  hand,  but  wlien  the  railway 
i^ommunication  is  30  or  40  miles  away 
of  course  it  is  no  use  catching  fish  other 
than  will  stand  the  loug  carriage. 
Lobsters  are  caught  to  a  considerable 
Extent,  and  curing  fish  is  carried  on  to 
flome  extent,  but  salting  is  a  trouble66me 

S-Ocess,  and  it  is  not  all  kinds  of  fish 
at  are  suitable,  and  the  fish  do  not 
realise  half  what  they  do  when  fresh. 
Bailway  communication  is  the  remedy. 
I  must  say  this  is  far  and  away  the 
best  Bill  for  Ireliaiid  that  has  been  in- 
troduced for  many  years,  and  I  sincerely 
hope  that  opposition  from  this  side  will 
not  prevent  It  passing.  We  hare  heard 
much  about  the  British  taxpayer,  and 
I  am  quite  aware  that  in  this  instance 
he  is  to  supply  the  bulk  of  the  money, 
but  while  we  pay  £8,200,000  annually 
into  the  Exchequer,  are  we  to  get 
nothing  in  return  but  police  a  ad  coercion? 
Hon.  Members  have  spoken  of  the 
money  being  wasted— and  money  no 
doubt  will  be  wasted  if  a  proper  check 
is  not  kept  upon  expenditure.  But  I 
will  undertake  to  say  that  every  jear 
there  is  an  amount  of  money  jobbed 
Away  in  the  administration  of  Ireland 
to  twenty  times  the  amount  that  is 
likely,  with  the  most  lax  administration 
ixi  ariee  under  this  Bill.  Why  attempt 
to  check  the  development  of  whatever 
industrial  resources  we  have  in  Ireland  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  will 
not  allow  we  have  fish  in  the  Atlantic. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  did  not  say 
the  Atlantic  is  without  fish.  I  doubted 
their  being  caught. 

Colonel  NOLAN:  I  thought  the 
hon.  Gentleman  hazaided  a  doubt  as  to 
the  existence  of  fish  there,  but  I  will 
give  him  the  full  benefit  of  the  cor- 
rection. There  is  no  doubt  that  this 
Sart  of  the  Atlantic  is  swarming  with 
sh,  and  I  hope  when  we  have  this 
Railway  the  fact  will  be  demonstrated 
beyond  doubt.  There  have  been  several 
propositions  in  reference  to  this  Bill ; 
one  is  to  refer  it  to  some  Committee  or 
other,  and  anothei:  is  to  add  a  schedule 
of  lines.  Now,  these  are  both  favourite 
methods  of  killing  a  Bill.  You  often 
hear  Members  who  are  disposed  to  re- 
ject a  Bill  say.  **  We  are  not  satisfied 
with  dealing  with  it  in  the  ordinary  way, 
send  it  to  a  Committee ;  "  or  else  they 
say,  **It  is  necessary  for  clearness  there 
49hotiId  be  a  schedule  inserted."  Of  course 
^t>ropoiBef  either  sucfh  course  on  the  I8th 


Julv,  when  everyone  is  desirous  of  an 
early  close  of  the  Session,  is  an  efifectual 
way  of  killing  the  Bill  for  this  year. 
The  Bill  is  susceptible  of  improvement, 
I  know ;  but  it  is  not  such  a  complicated 
piece  of  work  to  deal  with.  We  are 
accustomed  to  its  machinery  under  the 
Tramways  Act,  machinery  of  which  I 
do  not  approve  very  much ;  but,  elimi- 
nating much  of  that  machinery,  we 
could  make  the  Bill  simpler  in  its  work- 
ing, with  little  to  Object  to  in  that 
respect.  I  would  have  as  much  control 
as  possible  left  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
because  he  acts  by  the  advice  of  those 
who  are  i'esponsible  to  the  House  of 
Commons ;  but  over  the  Privy  Council 
popular  Bepresentatives  in  this  House 
have  no  control.  But  this  is  a  question 
for  Committee,  and  does  not  affect  the 
Second  Reading.  Suppose  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  had  his  way,  and 
a  schedule  was  drawn  itp,  any  Irish 
Member  would  naturally  think  his  own 
district  was  most  important,  and  would 
expect  to  find  it  in  the  schedule ;  and, 
not  finding  it  there,  would  endeavour  to 
get  it  added.  We  should  all  do  that, 
and  from  our  own  point  of  view  would 
be  justi6ed;  but  to  stop '  the  Second 
Reading  until  we  all  agireed  on  this 
point  would  be  -foolish  indfaed.  There 
are  many  points  in  the  Bill  to  be  settled,' 
but  nut  before  the  Second  R^eading*. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangitay 
are  in  many  ways  excellent  friends  of 
Ireland.  If  they  really  think  it  will 
be  a  benefit  for  Ireland  to  develope  her 
resources  by  means  of  money  drawn 
from  her  own  taxation,  can  they  think 
it  is  necessary  to  wait  for  that  benefit 
until  Home  Rule  is  established  ?  We 
may  have  to  wait  for  eight  or  ten  years — 
there  is  a  possibility  of  that,  though  I 
hope  we  may  arrive  at  it  before.  But 
wo  do  not  know  what  may  happen  ;^ 
there  is  much  to  be  done ;  we  may  have 
to  abolish  the  Hi^use  ot  Lords  to  do  it. 
But  do  you  want  this  benefit  for  Ireland 
to  be  put  off  for  an  indefinite  period 
while  the  great  struggle  of  Parties  is 
going  on?  I  beg  and  entreat  hon. 
Members  not  to  insist  on  our  continuing 
the  contribution  of  £8,200,000  a  year 
meanwhile  wilh  uo  return.  Give  us  at 
least  the  odd  £200,000,  to  be  devoted  to 
a  useful  purpose. 

Mn.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.) :  I  think 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  has  rathet^ 
''let  the  cat  out  of  the  bag."    He  has" 
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year — a  disgrace  to  this  rich  country — 
and  offer  no  assistance  ?  The  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  wants  to  know 
where  fche  congested  districts  are ;  he 
wantfl  a  map  prepared,  to  be  hung  up, 
I  suppose,  on  the  Speaker's  Chair,  so 
that  the  districts  proposed  to  be 
served  may  be  explained.  But 
euroly  there  is  no  difficulty  in 
finding  out  where  the  congested  and 
impoverished  districts  are?  The  hon. 
Member  talked  about  fish  and  Irish  fish- 
ing, and  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  also 
talks  of  this  industry  with  contempt ;  but 
I  think  I  have  heard  of  Bills  being  intro- 
duced by  Members  of  the  Party  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  belongs, 
dealing  with  Irish  fisheries,  and  which 
were  not  dealt  within  that  contemptuous 
way  in  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
spoken  of  Irish  fisheries  to-night.  I  put 
it  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy, 
What  is  the  use  of  the  Irish  fishermen 
oatching  fish  if  the  fish  are  simply  used 
as  manure,  because,  in  the  absence  of 
railway  communication,  they  cannot 
reach  a  market?  That  is  a  sufficient 
reason  for  not  catching  fish.  The  fish 
are  there,  and  the  fish  will  be  caught  if 
the  means  of  transport  are  provided. 
The  only  difficulty  about  the  Bill  is  that 
we  are  now  reading  it  a  second  time  on 
the  19th  July.  I  think  I  may  take  it 
for  granted  we  shall  not  have  an  Autumn 
Session.  Now,  the  difficulty  we  have  is 
this — when  we  look  at  the  working  of 
the  Tramways  Act  of  1883  which  was 

passed  at  the  tail  end  of  the  Session 

An  hon.  Member  :  In  two  hours. 
*Mr.  T.  W.  EUSSELL:  Not  in  a 
satisfactory  way,  I  must  admit,  and  it 
has  not  accomplished  all  that  we  desired 
or  expected.  Now,  in  view  of  this 
fact  I  think  that  the  suggestion 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Carnarvon  (Mr.  Rathbone)  is  worthy  of 
consideration.  The  Bill  is  undoubtedly 
one  of  detail,  and  if  it  were  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Trade,  adding  to  that 
Committee  a  certain  number  of  Irish 
Members  interested  in  the  question, 
there  would  be  a  better  chance  of  those 
details  being  thoroughly  threshed  out 
than  at  this  time  of  the  Session  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House.  I  am  sensible 
of  the  danger  to  which  the  hon.  and 
ffallant  Member  for  Gal  way  (Colonel 
Nolan)  has  referred;  I  know  that 
referring  a  Bill  to  a  Committee  has 
sometimes    been    found    a    convenient 

Mr.  T.  W,  Russell 


method  of  shelving  it.  and,  Chere^' 
fore,  I  do  not  press  this  unduly ;  bat  it 
is  a  question  to  consider  whether  the 
balance  of  advantage  would  not  be  wi& 
ther  reference  of  the  Bill  to  a  Oonimitteb 
rather  than  by  undiartaking  it  in 
Committee  of  the  ^yhole  House.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  has 
ticked  about  the  questioti  of  ganp^ 
but  that  certainly  is  not  &  qiiestioll' 
for  decision  upon 'the  Second  Heading. 
The  Government  have  delibeniteqr 
refused  to  settle  the  question  A 
gauge  in  their  Bill.  There  ard 
advocates  of  both  gauges  in  Ireland, 
and  the  Government  are  content  to 
leave  it  to  local  decision.  I  maj 
remind  the  hon.  Member  for  Oavan  of 
the  fact  that  the  longest  and  moat  sne- 
cessful  of  these  light  railways  is  oon-; 
structed  on  the  three-feet  gauge,  and  the' 
cost  of  transfer  of  cargo  to  the  OFlinary 
gauge  line  is  only  about  4d.  per  ton. 
But  as  I  say,  this  is  not  a  qaestlon  tot 
Second  Heading.  The  Government  hatil 
not  chosen  to  decide  between  the  gauges, 
and  we  may  now  leave  that  qvesfaon' 
alone.  I  believe  it  is  absDlutely  neoes« ' 
scu-y,  if  we  are  to  do  anything  £o#' 
the  congested  districts,  that  thes0' 
light  railways  should  be  made,  aw 
with  considerable  Confidence  I  appeil 
to  the  House,  believing  that  we  i5atincikf 
do  better  than  pass  this'Bilif  ' 

♦Ihb  chief  secretary  FtfR  IBB^' 
LA.ND  (Mr.  A.  J.  BALFotra,  Manchester/' 
E. ) :  I  hope  that  the  House  is  now  ia  it 
condition  to  come  to  a  determination  trpUt: 
this  stage  of  the  Bill,  and  as  Iamanxf6its' 
to  avoid  being  the  cause  of  uhnefedH-^ 
sary  delay,  I  now  interpose  to  matar^ 
such  observations  as  occur  to  me  fib 
reference  to  the  Ddbate.  Perhaps  the* 
House  will  allow  me  to  deal  lighl^ 
with  some  of  the  remarks  made--^I  wi& 
not  say  upon  the  Bill — but  upon  topJW* 

which  some  hon.  Gentlemen  have  satf^* 
gested  as  relevant  to  the  Bill.  I  shodMt' 
myself  have  been  very  much  surprisM^^ 
I  might  almost  say  disappointed,  if  W9' 
had  not  had  our  old  friends  *'  bribeiy' 
and  coercion  ''  trotted  out,  the  whip' W 
one  hand,  the  reward  in  the  other,  iUiS* 
all  that  sort  of  thing.  I  do  not  knoM- 
why  I  should  bore  the  House  and  boM* 
myself  by  repeating  whatT  have  said  M^ 
former  occasions  in  reference  to  txffi* 
ments  of  this  kind,  and  I  tam*''W 
criticisms  more  directly  relevant  W^ 
the    discussion.     The    hon.    Member 
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for  Oavan  {Mr;  Biggar)  baa  told 
us  that  these  '  railways  are  not 
wanted  in  oongeatcfd  districts  because 
be  says  there  will  be  nothing-  for 
the  railways  to  cean^i  tbaC  the  people 
are  so  poor  that  they  bare  nothing  to 
send  or  receive  by  railway  and  that 
they  cannot  a£ford  to  travel  by  the  rail- 
way themselves.  Well,  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oavan  wiM  recognize  here- 
after that  it  will  not  be  open*  to  him  to 
say,  at  all  -eveDts,  that  these  people  are 
not  eminently  deserving  of  any  assistance 
the  community  can  safely  or  usefully 

{)rovide.  If  they  are  really  sunk-  so 
ow  in  the  depths  of  poverty  as  the  hon. 
Member  deacribes,  if  they  are  really  so 
incapable  of  supporting  themselves  as 
he  says,  I  Jiope  that  when  he  and  his 
friends  refuse  to  give  facilities  for 
emigration^  for  making  railways  or  for 
building  piers,  he  will  suggest  some 
other  means  by  which  material  assis* 
tance  may- be  given  to  these  unhappj 
people.  For  our  part,  we  admit  wilh 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  amount  of 
commerce  is  not  great;  we  adtnit  that 
these  railways  are  not  likely  >  to  pay  on 
any  large  scale ;  but  what  we  do  believe 
is  this — that  any  germs  of  industry— 
fishixig  or  -agriculture -^  will  be  fos-r 
tered  by  these  railways.  We  believe 
^at  the  'means  of  communication 
between  these  congested  districts 
and  the  outer  world  will  conduce  to 
their  civilization  and  prosperity,  and  it  is 
on  these  considerations,  and  not  because 
we  anticipate  any  large  commercial 
return,  or  in  some  cases  any  com- 
mercial return  at  all,  that  we  have 
adopted  this  Bill.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Bristol  (Mr.  Cossham)  repeated 
the  old  familiar  argument  that  the 
Bill  is  introduced  by  the  Government 
simply  to  improve  the  condition  of 
the  landlords  at  the  taxpayers'  expense. 
Well,  the  most  ardent  advocates  of  the 
Bill  are  persons  not  commonly  supposed 
to  be  favourable  to  the  interests  of  land- 
lords. If  the  hon.  Member  goes  to  the 
West  of  Ireland  and  to  the  districts 
where,  as  I  hope,  these  railways  will  be 
constructed,  he  will  find  every  class  of 
the  community — priests  and  politicians 
alike,  and  every  person  who  is,  or 
fancies  he  is,  qualified  to  represent  the 
people — is  ardently  in  favour  of  these 
railways ;  and  the  very  people  who 
conceive  it  to  be  their  duty  to  attack 
the  landlords  are  most  in  fEM^our  of  ^ur 


proposal.  I  do  not  know  that  I  need 
discuss  the  prospect  the  hon.  Gentleman 
held  out  of  waiting  until  Home  Rule 
is  established  in  Ireland.  I  understand 
perfectly  well  the  arguments,  suck  4M 
they  are,  in  favour  of  Home  Rule  being 
I  granted ;  but  is  there  a  man  in .  the 
House  who  really  believes  that>  the 
proper  system  of  administering  Imperial 
assistance  on  a  large  scale  is  to  do  this 
through  a  local  lK)dy  in  no  sense  re* 
sponsible  to  the  taxpayer  or  to  those  in 
this  House  who  vote  the  taxes?  The 
hon.  Member  for  Bristol  (Mr.  Cossham) 
attacks  the  Board  of  Works.  The 
Board  of  Works  are  accustomed  to 
attack,  and  I  do  not  say  the  Board 
of  Works  has  never  made  mistakes ; 
but,  at  all  events,  the  Board  of  Works 
is  responsible  to  this  House,  and  it 
carries  out  its  functions  under  the 
eyes  of  this  House,  and  a  •  Minister 
responsible  for  the  action  of  the  Board* 
of  Warka  is  in  *  this  House ;  'but  if  we 
were  to  carry  out  the  scheme  recom- 
mended by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  by 
which  the  money  provided  by  Parlia- 
ment should  be  administered  by  the 
localities  alone,  I  conceive  that  the  most 
ardent  Irishman  will  admit  that  the  last 
guarantee  for  economical  administration 
would'  finally  disappear.  The  houv 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  G;  Oamp- 
bell)  has  asked  where  the  congested  diis* 
triots  are^^but I  see  he  has  gone  away,  and 
so  I  may  neglect  his  argument.  I 
will  only  say  upon  this  and  another 
point  raised  by  another  hon.  Mem* 
ber  that  we  scarcely  think  it  is 
necessary  to  specify  the  congested 
districts  to  be  dealt  with,  but  anybody 
who  has  read  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission,  or  who  is  familiar  with  the 
condition  of  Ireland,  will  be  perfectly 
well  aware  that  the  difficulty  will  not  be 
to  find  congested  districts,  not  to  find 
areas  through  which  a  railway  might  be 
usefully  constructed,  but  to  get  rid  of 
claims  that  will  be  pressed  upon  us, 
in  order  that  we  may  use  to  the 
best  advantage  the  limited  funds 
given  by  Parliament.  The  Royal  Com- 
mission recommended  certain  lines, 
but  the  Government  do  not  commit 
themselves  to  these  line?.  We  offer  no 
final  verdict  as  to  which  are  the  railways 
that  should,  in  the  first  instance,  be  con- 
structed— we  shall  take  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Royal  Commission  as  a 
basis,  to  be  modified  if  necessary  as 
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further  reflection  may  suggest.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Poplar  has  asked  me  who  is 
the  authority  to  decide  through  which 
district  a  line  should  go,  and  if,  in  the 
competition  of  two  Hailway  Companies, 
the  line  would  go  through  the  richest  or 
the  poorest  district.     It  will  not  rest  with 
the  Sailway  Companies  to  determine  the 
question ;  the  control  will  be  with  the 
Executive  Oovemment,   and  they  will 
base  their  decision  not  on  what  will  be 
profitable  to  the  railway  company,  but 
on  their    estimate  of  what    is  useful 
to    the    country    at    large.      I      am 
asked    also    whether    a  more    simple 
plan  could    be    proposed    for    taking 
the    votes    by    which  a  district    may 
express    approbation    or     disapproba- 
tion of  a  railway  scheme.    We    shall 
be  quite  ready  in  Committee  to  consider 
any  other  plan  that  may  be  suggested, 
but  ours,  I  think,    is  a    very  simple 
one,  and  it  has,  as  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Galway  (Colonel  Nolan) 
says,  the  advantage  of  being  familiar  to 
the  Local  AuthoritieiA  in  Ireland.     I  do 
not  think  that  any  difficulty  is  likely  to 
arise  in  the  working  of  the  plan  we  pro- 
poEO  ;  but  if  any  hon.  Member  can  offer 
us  a  better  one,  we  shall  offer  no  obeti- 
nate  resistance  to  the  suggestion.     Hon. 
Members    opposite   have  advised    the 
reference  of   the  Bill  to  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Trade,  and  I  do  not  know 
that  much  is  to  be  said  in  opposition  to 
such  a  proposal,  except  that  it  might 
cause  a  delay  that  might  possibly   be 
fatal  to  the  Bill  for  this  Session.      I 
learn  that  the  Committee  on  Trade  have 
several  Bills  before  them,  and  that  they 
will  not  meet  until  Thursday.    Under 
these  circumstances,  I  think  we  should 
be  risking  more  than    we    are    likely 
to      gain      by      taking      the      course 
of    referring  the    Bill    to    the  Trade 
Committee.      I     need    only    say,     in 
conclusion,   that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bristol  (Mr.  Cossham)  and  his  friends 
take  a  singular  view  of  their  duty  when 
they  acknowledge  that  they  owe  this 
measure  as  a  debt  to  Ireland,  but  yet 
would  defer  the  payment  of  this  debt 
indefinitely  until  they  can  pay  another 
debt  they  conceive  they  owe  to  Ireland. 
I  would  say  to  the  hon.  Member,  let 
him  be  honest  while  he  can.     The  other 
debt  I  understand  to  be  Home  Eule. 
Well,  the  payment  of  that  debt,  as  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Qalway 
has  said,  must  be  in  the  dim  and  distant 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


future.  lCr%$$  of  "No,  no,"  and 
•*  Next  Election !"]  I  am  only  quoting 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Galway. 

Colonel  NOLAN:  I  uaed  no  such 
poetical  language  as  the  "dim  and 
distant  future." 

♦Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  WeU,  I  will 
put  it  in  more  qualified  terms,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  anticipated  that  it  might  be 
eight    or  nine    years.      But    I  would 
seriously    advise    hon.     Gentlemen  in 
public  as  well  as  in  private  affairs  to 
pay  their  debts  while  they  can,  and  when 
they  can,  and  not  to  refuse  to  pay  an 
instalment  because  they  have  to  post- 
pone for  an  unknown  period  the  bear- 
ing o£f  the  whole.    The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  one  of  those  who  are  fond  of 
casting  in  our  teeth  that  we  do  not 
sufficiently     consider     Irish     opinion. 
Well,  on  this  question  of  light  rfuiways 
Irish  opinion  is  more  unanimons  than 
I  have  ever  known  Irish  opinion  on 
any  other  question .  Every  Lrisn  Member 
on  this  side  is  in  favour  of  the  (Govern- 
ment Bill  and  every  Irish  Member  on 
the  other  side,  with  the  single  exoention 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oavan.  ["  No."} 
At  any  rate,  the  hon.  Member  for  Oavaa 
is  the  only  Irish  Member  who  has  spoken 
against  it,  and  those  who  agree  with 
him    are    in    a  very  small    minori^. 
The    hon.    Member    for    Bristol    has 
now  an  opportunity  of  showing  his  prac- 
tical belief  in  two  fundamental  artidss 
of  his  creed  in  regard  to  Ireland.     The 
first  article  is  that  we  should  pay  our 
debts  towards  Ireland  (and  here  is  a 
debt  we  all  acknowledge);  the  seoond 
article  of  his  creed  is  that  we  should 
act  in  Ireland  as  Irishmen  desire,  and 
here  is  a  chance  of  carrying  out  this 
article  of  his  (reed  also.        But  I  am 
afraid    that   brought  to  this  praotioal 
test    the    airy    theories   of    the    hon. 
Gentleman  dissolve    into  nothingness^ 
and   make  manifest  to  the  world  their 
inherent    emptiness    and    vanity.      I 
hope  the  House  will  now  be  content  to  go 
to  a  Division,  if  Division  there  is  to  be. 
Mb.    IUJNGWORTH     (Bradfotd, 
W.):    The  right  hon.  G^entleman  hat 
been  obliged  to  admit  that  he  does  not 
expect  that  the  public  money  expended 
under  this  Bill   will  bring  any  com» 
mercial  return  whatever.     I  think  that 
such  an  opinion  as  that,  coming  firom  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  is  not  veiy  en- 
couraging to  those  who  are  asked  to 
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squander  publio  money.  The  way  in 
which  the  proposal  has  been  treated  by 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland  shows  that 
they  are  goint^  to  get  the  money  very 
cheaply,  and  that  they  are  indifferent  as 
to  whether  there  is  any  return  for  it.  I 
want  to  know  where  these  railways  are  to 
be  made,  and  where  is  the  traffic  that  is  to 
keep  them  going  ?  We  hear  something 
about  the  fisheries,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
that  good  will  be  done  on  some  of  the 
coasts  if  these  light  railways  are  made. 
But  if  you  are  going  to  treat  Ireland  to 
light  railways  in  one  district  you  must 
do  it  in  otherd  also,  and  if  you  are  going 
to  do  that,  the  sum  proposed  under  this 
Bill  will  be  totally  inadequate.  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  for  Gavan  (Mr.  Biggar) 
was  not  far  from  wrong  in  saying  that 
when  these  projects  are  carried  into  law 
jobbery  is  ineritable.  We  have  had 
some  illustrations  lately  of  the  im- 
partiality of  the  Government  in  dealing 
with  these  questions.  Ckm  anyone 
doubt  that  these  railways  will  be  made 
in  the  North  of  Ireland,  inasmuch  as 
the  Qovemment  have  to  determine  the 
localities  ?  The  West  of  Ireland,  where 
the  greatest  distress  prevails,  will  be 
neglected.  We  have  had  illustrations 
within  the  last  12  months  of  how  public 
money  is  used  when  it  is  under  the  con- 
trol of  Government.  The  course  that 
has  been  followed  with  regard  to  the 
Irish  Drainage  Bills  is  an  illustration  of 
the  one-sidedness  of  the  Government. 
Four  Bills  were  brought  in,  and  the  one 
that  was  put  forward  was  the  Bann 
Drainage  Bill,  the  Bann  being  in  the 
loyal  part  of  the  North  of  Ireland. 
That  Bill  having  been  secured,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  has 
shown  marvellous  philosophy  in  aban- 
doning the  others.  I  have  no  faith 
whatever  in  a  project  of  this  kind, 
organized  in  this  way,  and  carried  out 
hy  the  machinery  proposed.  One  of 
two  things  must  happen ;  either  the 
generosity  of  the  House  of  Commons 
will  be  exhausted  in  one  or  two  projects, 
or  Parliament  will  be  applied  to  over 
and  over  again  to  grant  money  to  some 
favoured  district  in  Ireland,  other  dis- 
tricts being  left  disregarded.  The 
avenues  there  are  for  jobbery  under 
this  Bill  leave  us  very  little  hope  that 
this  is  a  means  whereby  Ireland  can  be 
eolidiy  and  permanently  benefited.  I 
deny  that  we  are  really  going  to  benefit 
Ireland,  and  to  meet  the  obligations  we 


owe  to  her,  by  squandering  public 
money  in  this  matter.  The  first  thing 
is  to  get  Irish  self-government.  All 
these  exotic  means  of  stimulating  Irish 
enterprise  can  only  have  one  miserable 
ending.  Ireland  is  strewn  with  experi- 
ments of  the  kind  in  which  enormous 
sums  of  money  have  been  wasted. 
Public  money  expended  in  this  way  is 
never  worth  more  than  lOs.  in  the  £1,  be- 
cause it  is  impossible  for  the  Government 
to  superintend  the  expenditure  properly 
and  economically.  It  has  hitherto  been 
the  function  of  Parliament  to  scrutinize 
with  the  greatest  vigilance  schemes 
originating  outside  this  House,  but 
this  scheme  is  of  the  most  hasty  and 
vague  character,  and  nothing  has  been 
put  before  Parliament  to  pledge  the 
Government  as  to  what  they  are  to  do, 
and  how  they  are  to  do  it.  IJnder  such 
circumstances  you  are  suspending  the 
duties  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  even  if  I  had 
some  belief  that  good  would  come  out  of 
this  and  kindred  measures  I  should 
say — **  Let  more  time  be  given  for  the 
consideration  of  the  question,  and  let 
the  scheme  be  more  definitely  put  before 
us." 

Mr.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.) :  This 
Bill  will  not  meet  with  much  opposition 
from  me,  although  I  have  not  much 
regpret  for  the  British  taxpayer.  If  he 
is  good  enough  to  expend  this  money, 
I  hold  no  brief  from  him,  and  I  am  con- 
tent that  he  should  do  as  he  likes.  On 
the  face  of  it  this  Bill  looks  very  fair, 
but  I  know  something  about  the  work- 
ing of  elections  and  so  forth  in  Ireland, 
and  I  know  that  this  Bill  is  confined 
to  what  are  known  as  the  immediate 
lessors.  The  schemes  must  no  doubt 
come  before  the  grand  juries,  but  in 
certain  districts  g^and  jurors  would 
scarcely  get  two  nominations  for  any 
Parliamentary  or  municipal  appointment. 
And  it  is  to  these  men  and  to  the 
Secretary  to  the  Grand  Jury  and  the 
County  Surveyor,  the  payment  of 
whose  salaries  are  in  the  hands  of  the 
g^and  juries,  that  the  decision  as  to 
the  making  of  these  railways  will  be 
entrusted.  In  every  case  in  which 
you  confide  in  the  grand  jury  you 
have  jobbery  of  the  worst  description. 
The  Chief  Secretary  will  probably 
make  a  railway  in  Donegal.  Well,  so 
would  I.  But  whom  will  that  railway 
benefit?     It  will  benefit  certain  land- 
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lords.    I  have  driyen  for  miles  through 
Donegal  without  making  any  progress 

t  Laughter,']  I  have  driven  miles  through 
)onegal  and  have  made  very  little 
progress,  for  the  reason  that  it  was  a 
circular  road  which  led  me  to  within 
about  half  a  mile  of  where  I  started. 
It  apparently  is  a  laughing  matter  for 
the  Government  that  the  land-grabbers 
would  have  these  circular  roads.  I 
can  refer  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
to  maps  in  this  House  to  show  that 
such  roads  exist  between  Dunfanaghy 
and  Letterkenny.  They  are  made  to 
go  along  the  margin  of  the  property 
of  landlords  so  that  the  latter  can  get 
the  benefit  of  the  purchase.  The  County 
Surveyor  is  not  a  free  agent  in  the 
matter.  The  people  who  are  rated  under 
£4  5s.  a  year  will  have  no  voice  in  the 
decisions  respecting  these  schemes, 
though  anyone  who  has  travelled 
through  Donegal  knows  that  there  are 
people  there  rated  as  low  as  £2  a  year, 
xou  give  these  people  a  right  to  elect  a 
Member  of  Parliament,  but  you  will  give 
them  no  voice  in  the  making  of  a  railway. 
There  is  no  tribunal  to  which  they  will  be 
able  to  apply  to  prevent  jobbery.  It 
is  to  the  interest  of  the  grand  jurors 
to  have  jobbery,  and  so  they  cannot 
apply  to  them.  Under  this  Bill  the 
landlords  will  be  made  judges  in  their 
own  cause,  and  they  will  execute  their 
own  judgments.  I  think  the  Bill  should 
be  amended  so  that  every  householder 
entitled  to  vote  for  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment should  have  some  voice  as  to 
whether  a  railway  should  be  made  or 
not.  The  Board  of  Works,  which  is  to 
execute  these  schemes,  is  a  notoriously 
expensive  body.  There  are  piers  built 
by  it  on  the  Donegal  coast  well  within 
a  line  of  reefs  so  that  no  ship  can  get 
near  them  ;  and  yet  it  is  into  the  hands 
of  these  men  that  you  are  going  to  give 
the  making  of  the  line. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  do 
not  intend  to  vote  in  favour  of  the  Bill, 
because  I  should  be  sorry  to  be  respon- 
sible either  for  some  of  the  principles 
which  the  Bill  contains,  or  for 
any  of  the  as  yet  unauthorised 
schemes  which  may  be  brought  for- 
ward ;  but,  regarding  the  question 
from  the  point  of  view  of  an  Iiish 
Member,  I  do  not  feel  justified  in  voting 
against  the  Bill,  because  it  proposes 
to    devote   Imperial   funds  to  projects 

Mr.  Blane 


ostensibly  of  public  utility  in  Ireland. 
Some  hon.  Members  regard  the  Bill  as 
a  bribe.  The  only  way  of  testing  the 
efficacy  of  a  bribe  is  to  give  it.  For  my 
part  I  do  not  think  the  Bill  will  operate 
successfully  as  a  bribe,  but  I  shall  be 
glad  to  let  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  carry  his  folly  oat' 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  evidently  be- 
lieves that  by  subventions  like  this  he 
can  favourably  affect  public  opinion  in 
Ireland  with  regard  to  his  policy,  and  I 
think.  Sir,  there  will  be  a  certain  poli- 
tical usefulness,  and  even  a  certain 
moral  utility,  in  allowing  him  to  offer 
his  policy  or  his  bribes  to  the  Irish 
people.  I  shall  be  pleased  to  see  the 
Bill  passed  into  law,  because  I  believe 
that  its  working  will  destroy  the  last 
pretence  that  any  policy  of  Imperial 
subvention  can  divert  the  Irish  people 
from  the  path  of  moral  reotituae  or 
political  justice. 

Mr.  CRILLY  (Mayo,  N.) :  I  am 
going  to  vote  in  favour  of  the  BiU, 
and  I  prefer  not  to  give  a  silent 
vote.  I  want  to  repudiate 
for  all  the  idea  that  oecause  I 
going  to  support  the  Bill  I  am  going  to 
accept  it  as  a  bribe.  It  shows  a  very 
poor  confidence  in  the  patriotism  and 
the  strength  of  the  Nationalist  sentiment 
of  our  people  for  anyone  to  say  the 
National  cause  will  be  weakened  in  Ire* 
land  for  a  moment  by  allowing  the  Go* 
vernment  to  spend  this  money  in  the 
development  of  the  fishing  and  otiier 
industries  of  Ireland.  Perhaps  I  would 
pursue  the  same  course  as  some  of  my 
Colleagues  if  I  did  not  represent  one  of 
the  congested  districts  of  Ireland.  This 
may  be  a  bribe.  Sir,  but  I  know  what 
poverty  and  wretchedness  exist  in  the 
district  of  North  Mayo  I  represent— a 
district  stretching  from  Ballina  to 
Belmullet,  a  distance  of  40  miles*-and 
I  am  perfectly  confident  that  if  by  some 
means  you  can  open  up  that  larg^  tract 
of  country  you  will  contribute  veiy 
largely  to  the  happiness  and  comfort  of 
those  unfortunate  people.  I  am  wiUinsp 
to  confess  that  there  is  very  much  indeed 
in  the  criticism  that  has  been  passed 
upon  the  Bill.  I  am  aware  that  the 
two  bodies  that  will  be  entrusted  with 
power  under  it  are  bodies  in  which  we 
have  no  confidence  at  all.  I  would^ 
however,  point  out  that  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Big^ar)|  in 
opposing  the  Bill,  said  he  had  eveiy 


913 


Light  Railways 


{JULT  19,  1889} 


{Irdand)  Bill. 


914 


confidence  in  the  Privy  Council,  because 
when  the  Privy  Council  was  applying 
the  Tramways  Act  they  threw  out  a 
number  of  worthless  schemes.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  if  worthless  schemes 
under  this  Bill  come  before  the  Privy 
Council  and  Chief  Justice  Morris  they 
will  reject  them  also.  I  found  my  jus- 
tification for  supporting  the  Bill  partly 
on  the  statement  of  my  hon.  Friend  and 
Colleague,  but,  as  far  as  I  can  judge,  the 
opposition  offered  to  the  measure  by 
some  of  my  hon.  Friends  and  Colleagues 
around  me  relates  more  to  matters  of 
detail  than  to  the  main  principle.  I  re- 
pudiate the  idea  that  this  can  bribe  the 
Irish  people,  because  I  have  more  con- 
fidence in  the  strength  of  the  patriotism 
of  my  countrymen  than  to  think  that 
they  would  be  turned  aside  from  the 
pursuit  of  self-government  by  a  con- 
sideration of  so  trivial  a  character,  and 
I  would  hesitate,  knowing  the  poverty 
and  wietchedoess  of  these  districts, 
before  I  rejected  such  a  measure  as  this. 
For  my  own  part,  I  do  not  particularly 
care  for  the  British  taxpayer.  Eng- 
land has  taken  a  large  amount  of 
money  out  of  Ireland,  and  I  think  we 
are  justified  in  getting  some  of  it 
back  when  we  have  the  opportunity. 
You  have  made  the  poverty  and  wretch- 
edness of  Ireland  by  your  misgovem- 
ment,  and  it  is  therefore  your  duty 
to  make  us  some  sort  of  compensation. 
I  am  aware  that  if  we  had  self- 
government — if  the  principles  advo- 
cated by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  Illingworth)  were  applied  to  Ire- 
land— it  would  undoubtedly  be  better  to 
receive  that  money  from  an  Irish  Par- 
liament, and  have  it  applied  by  Irish 
Local  Authorities,  created  and  nurtured 
by  an  Irish  representative  body.  But 
at  present  there  are  people  in  the  West 
of  Ireland  who  are  undergoing  daily 
and  hourly  suffering,  and  anything  that 
will  help  to  develop  the  fishing  industry 
of  that  part  of  Ireland  we  ought  to 
welcome,  and  certainly  ought  not  to 
oppose.  If  some  sort  of  communication 
were  opened  up  with  the  part  of  Ireland 
which  I  represent,  you  would  find  the 
same  sort  of  testimony  from  Mayo  and 
Galway  as  I  have  here  in  the  Report  of 
the  Inspectors  of  Irish  Fisheries.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy (Sir  G.  Campbell)  has  asked 
where  are  the  fish  to  be  caught,  if  these 
railways    are    made  ?     Now,    in   this 


Heport  of  Sir  Francis  Brady,  which 
extends  over  120  pages,  it  is  shown  that 
the  fishing  industry  of  Ireland,  if 
properly  looked  after,  would  bring 
enormous  capital  to  Ireland,  and  great 
comfort  to  countless  people.  I  see  from 
page  1 1  of  the  Heport  that  last  year  we 
had  a  large  demand  for  salted  mackerel 
for  America,  as  many  as  4,000,000  of 
mackerel  being  caught,  or  over  53,000 
barrels,  a  quantity  representing  1,500 
tons,  or  a  money  value  of  over  £17,000 
to  the  fishermen  and  curers.  If  this 
result  can  be  produced  in  regard  to  one 
item  of  export  to  one  country  in  the 
world,  what  mightnot  be  expected  if  you 
developed  the  fisheries  sufficiently  to 
enable  fish  to  be  supplied  in  the  same 
way  to  the  London  and  other  markets  ? 
Some  of  those  around  me  seem  to  sneer 
at  what  I  am  stating.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Meath  does  not 
seem  to  agree  with  ine,  and  I  hope  he 
will  rise  in  his  place  and  give 
the  reasons  for  the  faith  that  is 
in  him.  At  all  events,  I,  for  one, 
am  not  content  on  this  occasion  to  give 
a  silent  vote.  I  intend  to  vote  for  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  and  I  pro- 
pose to  go  a  step  further  than  my  right 
hon.  Friend  and  Colleague  the  Member 
for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton.)  I  do  not 
wish  to  thwart  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  in  his  act  of 
folly— if  it  be  an  act  of  folly.  If  it  is 
found  to  be  an  act  of  folly  the  conse- 
quences will  fall  on  his  head ;  if  it  is 
not  an  act  of  folly,  but  one  the  benefit 
of  which  will  fall  on  the  Irish  people, 
then  let  them  have  the  advantage  of 
the  boon.  If  it  be  read  a  second  time, 
the  measure  can  either  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  or  be  considered  in 
Committee  of  the  whole  House.  But  it 
strikes  me  that  you  are  proposing  to 
put  the  application  of  the  Bill  into  the 
hands  of  the  wrong  people.  The  Grand 
Jurors  of  Ireland  are  bodies  in  whom 
the  people  have  no  confidence.  We  be- 
lieve that  the  money  will,  to  a  large 
extent,  be  wasted — that  it  will  be,  per- 
haps, misused  to  some  extent ;  but, 
nevertheless,  if  you  desire  that  the 
British  taxpayer  should  pay  us 
£600,000  we  are  willing  to  take  it, 
in  the  expectation  that  it  will  do 
some  good  to  our  unfortunate  people 
whom  you  have  robbed  and  oppressed 
and  degraded  down  to  the  present 
time. 
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The    House    divided :— Ayes 
Noes  31.— (Div.  List,  No.  230.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark,  Mid):  I 
am  sorry  the  Government  are  not  going 
to  send  this  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee  ; 
if  they  did  I  think  they  would 
find  that  in  many  parts  of  Ireland  the 
Bill  was  not  regarded  with  favour. 
The  Chief  Secretary  has  told  us  we 
ought  not  to  wait  for  the  passing  of  this 
Bill  until  the  Local  Government  Bill  for 
Ireland  has  been  passed.  I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  such  a  terrible  time  to  wait, 
for  was  not  the  Government  programme 
an  English  Local  Government  Bill  for 
last  Session,  a  Scotch  Local  Government 
Bill  for  this  Session,  and  an  Irish  Local 
Government  Bill  for  next  Session  ?  We 
flhould  therefore  only  have  to  wait  eight 
or  nine  months,  and  surely  it  would  be 


in  favour  of  it,  while  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cavan  and  other  Irish  Members  are 
equally  strong  against  it.  I  admit  that 
it  is  a  difficult  thing  for  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber or  any  other  Member  to  TOte  against 
a  Bill  which,  whatever  it  maj  do  for  the 
public  generally,  must,  for  a  time  at 
least,  be  a  benefit  to  his  own  district, 
because  it  is  a  benefit  to  any 
place  to  have  money  spent  on  i^ 
English  or  Scotch  Members  would 
be  put  in  a  difficult  position  if  the 
Government  proposed  to  make  say  an 
unremunerative  railway  or  canal  in  their 
districts.  Their  constituents  would  say 
that  the  spending  of  money  among  them 
was  beneficial,  and  they  would  not 
understand  the  action  of  their  Member,  if 
on  public  grounds  he  voted  against  Uie 
scheme.  I  am  glad  to  know  that  some 
Irish  Members  are  opposing  this  Bill, 
despite  the  fact  that  it  will  temporarily 
benefit  their  districts.  I  have  been 
sorry  to  hear  one  or  two  of  them  say  they 
do  not  care  a  penny  for  the  interests  A 
the  British  taxpayer,  for  I  do  tliink 


better  for  the  Irish  County  Councils  to  that  utterances  like  that  lose  the  Lash 
deal  with  this  matter  than  to  attempt  to  /^nnaft  aAmft  Rimnnrt.  Tha  hon.  Ifmn- 
force  the  Bill  through  this  House  at  the 


tail  end  of  a  Session.  Now  we  are  askod 
to  add  to  our  National  Debt,  in  order 
to  make  a  present  to  Ireland.  For  my 
part  I  am  rather  sorry  to  have  to  vote 
against  making  railways  anywhere.  I 
am  inclined  to  hold  that  the  railways 
should  be  in  the  hands  of  the  State,  but 
that  is  not  the  nature  of  the  Govern- 
ment proposal;  under  this  Bill  the 
Government  is  to  spend  public  money  in 
making  the  railways,  and  the  promoters 
will  reap  the  benefit.  I  notice  that  the 
second  clause  of  the  Bill  begins  very 
curiously.  It  says  the  Bill  shall  not 
extend  to  England  or  Scotland.  Why 
not  ?  There  are  many  places  in  Scot- 
land where  light  railways  might  be 
constructed  at  the  public  expense  with 
considerable  advantage  to  the  people  of 
those  districts ;  there  are,  for  instance, 
one  or  two  villages  in  my  own  Division, 
which  have  no  railway  communication, 
but  which  would  be  greatly  benefited 
by  having  it.  I  object  to  the  Bill  being 
framed  in  this  way ;  if  its  provisions  are 
good  for  Ireland,  they  must  be  equally 
good  for  England  and  Scotland ;  if  it  is  a 
bad  Bill,  then  it  ought  to  be  thrown  out 
altogether.  The  Irish  Members  them- 
selves are  divided  in  opinion  about  it ; 
the  hon.  Member  for  Galway  is  strongly 


cause  some  support.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  asks  us  not  to  cheek 
Irish  development,  or  to  delay  it  some 
eight  or  ten  years  until  the  Home  Bole 
Bill  is  passed.  I  do  not  think  so  lonffwill 
elapse  before  the  grant  of  Home  Aule 
to  Ireland,  and  I  do  not  hold  that  the 
English  taxpayer  ought  to  be  called 
upon  to  give  money  as  proposed  in  the 
Dill.  The  hon.  Member  for  Galway  has 
worked  it  out  in  his  own  mind  that 
Ireland  pays  £8,200,000  to  England 
and  gets  no  benefit  for  it ;  and  he  armes 
that  every  penny  raised  in  Ireland 
should  be  spent  in  that  country — not 
necessarily  in  remunerative  works.  But 
is  that  principle  one  capable  of  general 
adaptation  either  to  Great  Britain  or 
Ireland?  Is  it  possible  for  mon^ 
raised  in  a  given  district  to  be  spent 
solely  in  that  district  ?  How,  under  sash 
circumstances,  could  the  Government  of 
the  country  be  carried  on  ?  I  hold  that 
money  ought  not  to  be  given  as  a  frse 
gift,  except  in  times  of  famine  and 
distress,  and  that  it  should  only  be 
advanced  when  there  is  a  fair  chance  of 
its  being  repaid.  I  regret  there  is  no 
single  Member  on  the  front  Opposition 
Bench  present  to  give  us  his  views  on 
this  Bill.  We,  below  the  gangwaj, 
suffer  much  from  the  tu  quoauii  hnrled 
at  us  in  these  matters.    We  ate  told 
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that  our  own  leaders  when  in  office 
afpreed  to  spend  money  in  this  way. 
We  do  not  oare  if  thej  did.  We  should 
oppose  such  a  proposal  if  submitted  by 
a  Liberal  Goyernment  just  as  fiercely  as 
we  are  now  opposing  this  Bill.  It  has 
been  said  outside  that  the  Radicals 
below  the  Gangway  are  something  like 
the  tail  wagging  the  dog.  I  believe  we 
are  getting  to  wag  it  harder  every  day, 
and  the  sooner  the  Front  Bench  recog- 
nise that  fact,  the  better  it  will  be  for  the 
liberal  Party  as  a  whole.  [CheirB.']  I 
do  not  think  the  Conserratives  need  cheer 
that  statement  as  they  are  doing,  for  the 
harder  the  tail  wags  the  dog  the  worse 
it  will  be  for  them.  I  beg  to  move  that 
the  Bill  be  read  again  this  day  three 
months. 

*Mb.  speaker  :  That  Motion  may 
not  be  made.  The  House  has  ordered 
that  '*  The  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
atand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  BIGGAR:  I  do  not  want  to 
speak  at  any  length  on  this  stage 
of  the  Bill.  At  the  same  time,  I 
wish  to  make  some  remarks  upon  the 
former  discussions  of  the  Bill.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  has  appealed  to  me  to 
propound  a  scheme  for  the  relief  of  the 
congested  districts  of  Ireland.  There  is 
not  the  slightest  doubt  that  in  some 
parts  of  Ireland  the  bulk  of  the  people 
live  on  small  holdings  of  very  indifferent 
land.  In  very  many  cases  there  is  ad- 
joining these  holdings  comparatively 
good  land  owned  by  the  same  landlord. 
It  does  not  require  a  very  great  sketch 
of  ingenuity  to  point  out  a  very  con- 
venient way  of  remedying  the  present 
state  of  things.  The  great  complaint 
in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scot- 
land  was  that  the  crofters  were  kept  to 
small  pieces  of  land,  while  the  grazing 
land  was  taken  from  them  for  deer 
forests  and  sporting  lands.  I  am  dis- 
posed to  suggest  the  inversion  of  that 
principle  in  the  case  of  Ireland.  I 
suggest  that  in  the  congested  districts 
of  Ireland  the  land  ad  joining  the  present 
holdings,  and  from  which  in  all  proba- 
bility tenants  have  been  evicted,  should 
be  taken  by  compulsion  and  cut  up  into 
small  farms  and  added  to  the  holdings 
of  the  people.  That  would  afford  the 
people  a  larger  extent  of  land  on  which 
to  employ  their  labour,  and  as  a  rule  it 
would  be  better  land  than  that  they 
now  hold.    This  talk  about  congested 
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districts  is  all  moonshine  and  claptrap. 
There  is  plenty  of  land  ready  for  cultiva- 
tion  in  the  immediate  neighbourhood  of 
every  one  of  the  so-called  congested 
districts,  and  which  could  be  let  to  the 
people  at  reasonable  rent  if  the  landlords 
were  so  disposed.  The  letting  of  this 
laud  would  at  once  do  away  with  the 
cry  of  congestion.  To  talk  of  im- 
proving the  condition  of  these  people 
by  making  railways  amongst  them 
is  the  merest  nonsense  in  the 
world.  Hon.  Members  say  it  will 
give  some  employment  to  the  people 
while  the  lines  are  being  made.  Of 
course  it  will,  but  after  all  that  benefit 
will  only  be  temporary.  The  difficulty 
will  recur  as  soon  as  the  money  is  spent. 
If  you  will  give  increased  holdings, 
which  you  are  able  to  do,  the  benefit 
will  be  permanent.  There  is  no  occasion, 
for  the  people  of  Ireland  to  emigrate 
There  is  not  too  large  a  population  now.. 
The  population  has  been  cut  down  from-, 
eight  to  five  millions,  and  the  advocates, 
of  emigration  would  bring  it  down  to 
three  millions.  They  would  emigrate  > 
the  stout  and  young,  and  leave  the  old 
behind,  and  of  course  poverty  would\ 
continue. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR:  I  desire  io^ 
BAj  a  word  or  two  in  explanation  or 
the  fact  that,  though  I  am  one  of 
the  Members  representing  a  county 
supposed  to  be  specially  interested  in 
the  passing  of  this  Bill,  I  do  not  find 
myself  able  to  support  the  Bill.  If  we 
had  an  Irish  Parliament  and  the  Bill 
were  introduced,  then  I  should  not  be 
able  to  support  it.  The  fact  of  its  being 
introduced  here  makes  no  difference  in 
my  judgment.  The  fact  that  the  money 
is  drawn  from  what  is  called  the  British 
Exchequer  makes  no  difference  in  point 
of  principle.  I  must  admit  I  an^ 
rather  sick  of  hearing  about  the 
British  taxpayer  and  the  British  Exche- 
quer. The  money  in  question  is  not 
British  money ;  it  is  Irish  money,  and  it 
you  doubled  or  quadrupled  or  multiplied 
by  ten  the  sum  you  propose  to  advance 
or  give  under  this  Bill,  the  sum  would 
not  touch  the  fringe  of  the  debt  you  owe 
to  Ireland.  When  sums  of  money  are 
to  be  voted  as  under  this  Bill  for  pur- 
poses in  this  country,  we  do  not  hear 
much  of  the  interests  of  the  Irish  tax- 
payer. When  you  raised  eleven  millions 
sterling  for  fortifications  abroad  and 
spent  it  along  your  own  coasts,  you  had 
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law  wliioh  beoame  possible  under  the 
laahella  decision,  and  shipowners  would 
have  had  no  iDducement  to  build  or 
alter  their  ships  so  as  to  bring  them  in 
the  same  category  as  the  Isabella.  But 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  in  the  Grand 
Oommittee  allowed  himself  to  be  coerced 
by  a  group  of  shipowners  into  inserting 
the  second  clause  in  the  Bill.  I  should 
have  argued  against  that  clause  and 
have  taken  a  Division  against  it,  only 
as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  knows,  at  the 
moment  of  the  introduction  of  that 
clause  the  Grand  Committee  was  so 
constituted  that  it  would  have  been 
hopeless  to  oppose  him.  The  second 
clause  enacts  that  in  the  case  of  any 
ship  measured  after  the  passing  of  the 
Act  the  owners  of  that  ship  may  deduct 
the  light  and  air  space  over«deck  from 
the  gross  tonnage,  and  take  advantage 
of  that  deduction  to  deduct  it  from  the 
nett  tonnage,  provided  that  the  arrange- 
ment has  the  approv<d  of  a  Board  of 
Trade  Surveyor  as  reasonable  in  extent. 
Well,  the  House  does  not  know  what 
the  Surveyor  of  the  Board  of  Trade  may 
consider  to  be  reasonable  in  extent. 
It  is  by  means  of  her  peculiar 
construction  of  over-deck  spaces  that  the 
AngUtea  has  been  able  to  plunder  the 
Harbour  Authorities  of  Dublin,  and  un- 
less the  Bill  is  amended  so  as  to  prevent 
this  it  will  be  worthless  in  regard  to 
every  ship  built  after  the  passing  of 
the  Act,  because  shipowners  will  teke 
care  to  provide  themselves  with  such 
lighting  and  air  structures  over-deck, 
that  the  question  so  far  as  future  ships 
are  concerned  will  remain  where  it 
stood  after  the  Isahlla  decision,  and 
before  the  introduction  of  the  Bill.  I 
regard  such  a  thing  with  apprehensior, 
because  the  Dublin  Harbour  Authori- 
ties have  been  plundered  of  £11,000  a 
year  by  means  of  the  peculiar  construc- 
tion of  the  Anglesea,  and  they  have,  in 
consequence,  been  compelled  to  suspend 
important  works,  and  to  dismiss  a 
number  of  officials.  My  Amendment, 
which  would  have  been  just  even  if  the 
second  clause  had  not  been  introduced, 
with  that  clause  in  the  Bill  is  rendered 
absolutely  necessary,  because  it  is 
obvious  that  we  shall  have  no  security 
but  the  opinion  of  a  Surveyor  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  against  the  multiplica- 
tion of  Isabella*  and  Angleseai,  There  is 
nothing  novel  in  the  Amendment;  its 

Mr.  S{xUn ' 


principle  is  already  in  the  Bill.  I  haT» 
not  heard  anyone  say  that  50  per  oeni 
is  an  unfair  limitation  of  dedootiim  for 
propelling  power,  and  lightand  air  spaoe* 
I  do  not  remember  that  in  the  Oommit- 
tee anyone  had  the  oonrage  to  say  any- 
thing of  the  kind.  I  would  snbniit  ta 
the  shipowners  that  it  is  to  their  ■ 
interest  to  favour  the  Amendment^ 
because  there  are  at  the  present 
momeni9,000  steamers  sailings underthe 
flag  of  the  British  Mercantile  Marine,  the 
greater  number  of  which  pay  not  on  half 
their  gross  tonnage,  whicu  would  beth» 
maximum  they  would  pay  on  under  my 
Amendment,  but  on  two-thirds.  I  am 
assured  on  the  best  authority  that  if 
the  Amendment  were  carried  it  would 
apply  to  only  350  steamers  out  of  the 
9,000.  I  see  opposite  an  hon.  Member 
who  spoke  in  the  Grand  Oommittee^  and 
who  is  certainly  the  ablest  representatiTe 
of  the  shipowning  intereetin  the  House*. 
and  I  put  it  to  him  whether  it  is  not 
discreditable  for  a  large  body  owning 
as  I  say  9,000  vessds,  to  reaiat  an 
Amendment  of  this  kind,  to  shelter  th» 
owners  of  350  ships  who  have  taken 
advantage  of  the  law,  and  hare  either 
built  or  altered  their  ships  ao  as  lb 
enable  them  within  the  influence  of  the 
decision  in  the  Isabella  case  to  evade 
the  payment  of  just  tonnage  duet.  1 
would  point  out  that  the  TOopoaal  oik 
this  subject  of  the  Boyal  iTommiaiioiL 
which  sat  eight  years  ago  (naragraph 

^3)  (sr)  ^^  accompanied  by  tne  follow* 
ing  proviso : — 

**  ProTided  always  that  the  dedaction  lor 
propelling  space  shaU  not  exceed  83  per  eeofc. 
of  the  gross  tonnage  of  sorew  and  SO  per  osut 
of  the  gross  tonnage  of  paddle  steamen.** 

I  do  not  propose  to  deal  with  aorew 
steamers  differently  than  with  paddl^ 
steamers.  This  recommendation  wae 
signed  by  several  hon.  Members  oppo* 
site  and  others,  including  Mr.  Norwood^ 
Sir  John  Stokes,  Sir  Edward  Beed,  Sir 
J.  P.  Corry  (Member  for  Mid  ArmMrh), 
and  the  late  Sir  William  Pearce.lCh^ 
signed  this  proviso ;  and  now  when  I  mo- 
pose  to  give  the  shipowners  an  allow* 
a  nee,  not  of  33  per  cent  for  propeUiaf 
space,  but  of  50  per  cent,  I  trust  thty 
will  see  the  equity  not  only  of  abataia- 
ing  from  opposing  the  Amendment,  but 
of  supporting  it.  Then,  as  to  the  prao* 
tice  of  foreign  countries,  the  almoat 
universal  practice  is  to  allow  50peroeDt 
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for  light  and  air  space.  In  France  it  is 
40  per  cent.  The  United  States  is  the 
only  maritime  country  where  there  is 
IK)  deduction  on  account  of  propelling 
space,  but  that  is  due  to  the  fact  that 
the  system  of  deduction  from  the  gross 
tonnage  has  not  yet  been  introduced  in 
that  country.  If  my  Amendment  is 
adopted,  it  will  be  an  indication  to  ship- 
owners that  they  must  not  begin  to 
Imilt  or  alter  ships  in  the  style  of  the 
Isahslla  or  the  AngUtea.  Unless  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  assents  to  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Amendment,  I  shall  be 
obliged  to  divide  the  House  against 
Clause  2,  which  practically  means  the 
repeal  of  Clause  1.  I  will  only  further 
say  that  the  Bill  does  not  carry  out  the 
pledge  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
gave  to  the  Harbour  and  Dock  Authori- 
ties ;  that  it  will  not  remove  the  griev- 
ance ;  and  that  the  question  of  this  un- 
redressed grievance,  which  will  be  all 
the  more  galling  as  an  opportunity  for 
redress  has  arrived  and  has  not  been 
availed  of,  will  continue  to  press  itself 
embarrassingly  and  continacdly  on  the 
time  of  this  House.  I  beg  to  move  the 
Amendment  on  the  Paper. 

New  Clause  (Maximum  deduction  for 
grosstonnage,  )—(ifr.  8&xhn,) — brought 
up  and  read  ihe  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

*SiB  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  The 
grievance  which  the  Harbour  and  Dock 
Authorities  brought  under  my  notice 
BOW  some  months  ago,  and  which  I  en- 
deavoured to  remedy  by  the  introduc- 
tion of  this  Bill,  is  that  in  calculating 
the  nett  tonnage  of  a  ship  for  dock  or 
light  dues,  deductions  are  allowed  for 
crew  and  light  and  air  spaces  which 
have  not  been  previously  reckoned  in 
calculating  the  gross  tonnage  of  the 
ahip.  That  g^evance,  I  venture  to  say 
is  effectually  removed  by  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill.  The  first  clause  provides 
that  in  the  measurement  of  a  ship  for 
the  purpose  of  ascertaining  her  regis- 
tered tonnage  no  deduction  shall  be 
allowed  in  respect  to  any  space  that  has 
not  been  first  induded  in  the  measure- 
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ment  of  her  gross  tonnage.  The  Bill 
originally  consisted  exclusively  of  the 
first  clause,  and  in  that  shape  it  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Standing  Committee,  the 
great  question  at  issue  then  being  whe- 
ther that  clauseshould  be  retrospective  or 
not.  After  very  careful,  painstaking, 
and  patient  discussion  of  the  point  at 
issue,  the  Standing  Committee  agpreed, 
by  a  large  majority,  to  limit  the  retro- 
spectiTO  effect  of  the  clause  in  the 
manner  now  provided  by  the  Bill — 
namely,  that  the  section  shall  not  apply 
until  after  the  expiration  of  five  years 
from  the  date  of  the  passing  of  the  Act 
to  existing  ships.  I  should  have  been 
very  well  content  if  the  Bill  passed  by 
the  Standing  Committee  had  contained 
nothing  more  than  that  first  clause ;  but 
the  Standing  Committee  thought  fit  to 
insert  the  remaining  clauses  now  in- 
cluded in  the  measure,  those  clauses 
being  placed  on  the  Paper  by  hon. 
Genuemen  possessing  a  great  know- 
ledge of  this  subject.  They  were 
framed  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
Royal  Commission,  and  contain  proposi- 
tions to  the  fairness  of  which  1  could 
take  no  exception.  I  doubted  the 
wisdom  of  adding  to  the  Bill,  but  the 
Committee  overruled  my  objection  and 
Inserted  these  fresh  clauses.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Belfast  will  admit,  I  think,  that  what  I 
have  stated  is  correct,  but  he  complains 
that  the  second  clause  which  was  inserted 
in  the  Bill  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Armagh  will  in  future  give 
to  ships  built  or  measured  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act  such  allowances  as 
will  reduce  their  net  tonnage  almost  as 
low  as  it  has  been  possible  to  reduce  it 
hitherto,  owing  to  what  is  known  as  the 
Itahilla  decision.  But  let  me  point  out 
that  there  is  nothing  unfair  in  the  clause 
itself.  The  light  and  air  spaces  to 
whidh  it  refers  under  the  law  as  it  at 
present  stands  have  been  allowed,  I 
think,  very  unfortunately,  to  be  deducted 
in  calculating  the  net  tonnage  of  a  ship, 
but  not  to  be  first  included  in  calcu- 
lating its  gross  tonnage. 

Ma.   SEXTON:    With    a   premium 
added. 

♦Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  Yes.  Now, 
the  clause  provides  that,  if  the  owner  of 
a  ship  so  requires,  those  light  and  air 
spaces  may  be  included  in  calculating 
the  net  tonnage,  provided   that  ttiey 
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JaoipiishiDg     for 

wLiUt  mj  h'jn.  Frieada,  the  ibi|iiiBiBl 
around  me,  lepreiant  c^tal  that  ham 
)/eea  retomiDg  handsome  diiiifiwiifa  §m 
•'fuie  time.  I  am  Dot  faoaiila  to  jiy 
•Lippiaff  intereat,  but  1  tiunk  dna  BIB* 
doe*  not  provide  for  ■  aafa,  lair,  am^ 
proper  equilibrium  betmcathBiate  ' 
of  dock  eompaniea  and  Ibnaa  €i 
iLipowners.  Thie  aubjact  ia  aoon 
complicated  and  techaical,  aa  tbs  da 
in  the  original  Act  deaUng  wilfc  I 
naga  measntameat  amplj-  taatihia^ 
I  hare  only  found  utyeelf ,  alter  days  aad.j 
weeks  of  careful  etudj,  able  to  uiaster  . 
the  t  ?hiiitalitiea  of  the  present  BiU,^ 
I  ^hfn.Member.alargeshipowoer,  . 

m      ormed  me  that  be  took  four  and  ' 
houia  to  read   tha  Bill,  aad  in-' 
I  waecoiiip)«<«lv  mjetified.    Stilly 
IK  hnV    nt    •(;«    merits    of  tl 
m       'r  ■:--         -i .' ;vp  the  ejtrtmui 
^  Arta 
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'Wltst  ve  now  require  ia  s  clear  and 
oonaietent  measure.  So  for  as  I  under- 
atand  it,  the  Bill  does  not  interfere  with 
the  great  ah ip ping  intereata  of  the 
oonntiy.  It  will  not  interfere  with  hos. 
Members  of  this  House,  but  onlj  with 
those  people  who  are  endeavouring  to 
tl&e  advantage  of  a  olauae  in  an  Act 
of  Parliament  to  evade  payment  of 
dnea  wbioh  it  was  never  intended  that 
tiiey  should  evade.  The  second  clause, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
bar  for  Belfast  has  pointed  out,  is 
oppoeed  to  the  firet,  aa  it  will  enable 
the  Board  of  Trade  eurvejor  to  vary 
that  provision.  It  will  be  seen,  as  the 
light  hon.  Oentlemon  (Mr.  Sexton)  haa 
stated,  that  this  will  affect  but  a  email 
aad  almost  infinitesimal  part  of  thi 
grMtehippiug  interest,  only  some  S50 
ahips  out  of  9,000  registered  in  the 
United  Kingdom.  The  AngUua,  with 
877  tons  gross  measurement,  was  regis- 
tered atonlj  160  tons;  the  Dtuktu  of 
Sitthtriand,  446  tons,  was  actually  re- 
^stered  at  101.  Therefore  advantage 
IS  taken  somehow  of  Dock  Companies, 
Harbour  and  FierTrusts.  Itismonstrous 
that  ships  carrjiag  careoes  of  500  or 
600  tone  should  pa;  only  on  45  or  50 
tons.  With  regard  to  the  suggestion 
that  the  Bill  aa  first  drawn  was 
retrospective,  I  venture  to  ea;  that, 
in  the  first  inatanoe,  it  waa  onlv 
a  proapective  Bill.  I  venture  to  think 
that  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ezohequar 
became  aware  of  a  man  returning 
his  income  at  £3,000,  and  that  his 
inoome  was  actually  £5,000,  he  would 
not  ooQsider  it  a  retrospective  policy 
if  he  were  required  to  pay  on  the 
higher  amount  at  once.  Take  another 
illoBtration.  If  the  Chanoellor  of  the 
Bzcbequer  suggested,  with  some 
ground  of  fairness,  that  the  domestic 
ospartmMit  of  a  house  ahonld  be 
numpt  from  Property  Tax,  I  do  not 
fliiak  that  he  would  admit  that  a 
■Alt  paying  Property  Tax  should 
dadast  fram  the  valiie  of  that  Property 
XlSt  not  having  flret  added  that  pro- 
pottiom.  But  shipowners  would  deduct 
mn  tbe  toanage  of  their  ships 
tvhat,  in  the  first  instance,  they  did 
~~'  add.  I  waa  surprised,  I  must 
,  that  the  riitht  hon.  Oentleman 
Member    f  Birmiagham 

lonld  have  bu  Committee 

shou  AT*  yean   of 


grace  before  coming  under  the  provi'^ 
■ions  of  the  Bill;  and,  for  my  own  parti 
if  it  had  not  been  proposed  by  so  high 
an  authority,  I  should  have  put  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  that  thre* 
years  would  be  a  suffloient  allowance  to 
make  to  shipowners.  I  think,  on  any 
ground,  there  is  just  cause  for  moving 
the  Amendmeat.  I  believe  myself  that 
if  the  House  looks  at  it  in  a  common- 
aeose  way,  hon.  Membwe  will  agree 
that  50  per  cent  for  propelling  power  is 
amply  eufficient  allowance.  All  other 
countries  allow  a  deduction  of  only  60 
per  cent,  and  in  France  only  40  per 
cent  is  allowed.  It  will  not  ^eot  the 
great  ship-owning  firms  of  the  country  ; 
it  will  not  affect  those  which  are  res' 
souablo  and  fair;  it  will  only  affect 
those  who  wish  to  evade  the  law  ^'Snd  I 
would  therefore  appeal  to  all  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  represent  the  outports 
of  the  Kingdom,  and  those  who  repre- 
sent constituencies  like  thoee  in  the  £nat 
End  of  London,  interested  in  docks  and 
shipping  industries,  to  support  the 
Amendment,  for  it  is  certainly  only  just 
towards  dock  property,  and  I  think 
the  House  will  feel  it  meets  the  justioa 
of  the  case. 

SiK  HORACE  DAVET  (Stock- 
ton) :  I  approach  this  subject  with  • 
great  deal  of  diffldouoe,  because  of  the 
extremely  technical  character  of  tbs 
subject.  The  hon.  Member  who  haa 
just  spoken  has  demonstrated  in  a 
highly  picturesque  manner  the  extreme 
difficulty  any  man  who  is  not  a  Senior 
Wrangler  must  experience  in  under* 
standing  how  the  measurement  of  the 
tonnage  of  a  ship  is  arrived  at.  But 
there  are  certain  things  that  even  ao 
inexperienced  person  like  myself  oaa 
understand.  I  must  aay,  the  way  iB 
which  this  Bill  came  out  of  the  Stand* 
ing  Committee  was  disappointing  to 
many  of  those  at  whoae  instance  the  Bill 
was  introduced  by  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade.  Experienced  peraons  say  that 
the  second  clause,  framed  as  it  ia  at  the 
present  time,  will  not  have  the  effect  of 
preventing  evasions  of  the  law  ia  such 
caaea  as  that  known  as  the  AngUug 
case,  though,  to  a  certain  extent,  it  will 
prevent  oases  like  the  Iiahtlla  oaae, 
which  was  a  question  of  crew  space. 
It  will,  to  a  certain  extent,  prevent  ft 
reenrreDoe  of  oases  like  that  of  the 


i-plki 
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/wi«./«,  w,  fur  m»  that  nlatod  to  er«v  •  that 
fl|f«n4;  but  it  wilt  not  prevent  an,Tfntare  the  |  poM  n 
MM  like  tlio  JtcieiU  ma  regards  light  notlui  ,  is  to  k 
•ifj  lur,  ao  tz^fnnnetA  penona  t«ll  me.  tonu  >  that 
It  M^uii  tfj  KM  that  tlia  Ameadment  ii  ^  .  ~ 
tttn  f>>ril  ilnyiir  id  iJaT/lin  has  proposed  foiiow  iDertam 
is  </fi<i  'Vfusiateitt  with  tho  proriaions  of  that  ti  Mela  vfaidi  Imto  bi 
till  ilill  aa  it  baa  comt  oat  of  the  tiiider  the  la^tUm  JarMrw  an  to 
Htari'ling  '^minitte'i.  and  at  the  aame  '  retain  the  adTantagtt  ttef  obtanad  \j 
tUnt  it  i«  oiiUNiat^nt  with  the  practice  of  that  meaaiueuicwt  Cor  fin  J****!  h^ 
(Ahfr  ';'(iintri«s,  in  a  cmntry  like  this  then  thete  eone  w<Mda  pwiaMg  Oit 
Nuroly  it  iairf  great  imiK>rtanca  that  the  '  thia  exemptios — thatia,  the  AaWf ■  ag- 
law  id  r<:Uti»u  to  the  meaaurement  of  emption,  to  pat  it  ahoctlT — shall  aotai- 
tl^  )(/firiage  uf  Tearnb  for  the  pnrpoae  \  tend  to  aaj  ship  in  a  casa  ia  which  ths 
<A  A'i'-.lt  and  harifiur  du^a  ahould  be  .  allowance  for  propdUof  pov^  ^■M 
hmughtiiit/f  itarmntij' with  that  of  other  j  ezceede  50  per  oant.  of  tha  pas 
HMritirhft  nuuntrie*.  The  right  hon.  i  tonnage  of  the tbmcL  I iy  ba  w»aag; 
''"  '        ;  bntif  Ian,  la^q 


Osutleniau  ^ Mr.  Kext'in;  dof^a  not  pro-  j  I  dare  aayl 

rmrn  a  {froriao  to  tha  aeor^nd  rlause.  '  willing  to  b 
la  \m>immM  a  ■uhaetjutnt  and  general  the  meanio 
nUtjan.  (lis  pnj|MiHl  i*,  in  sutiRtance, 
that  in  wi  umim  Hhall  a  i^rtiiiter  reduction 
ha  allowo)]  for  propelling  ptjwer  than 
AU  per  ennt  'if  tho  grrtaiit'iNDfige — though 
I  Hiajr  n'lt  he  ah»'>lut«ly  correct,  that  is 
the  general  nfreut.  We  find  when  the 
•afMpti'/ns  were  intrriducpd  in  the  first 
nUuae  iti  the  Htauding  fjommittee  that 
It  la  provided  that  these  exemptions 
shall  not  (rxtend  to  any  nliip  in  caBea 
where  th'i  prop<-Iling  power  apaca 
•sceeda  &')  [*«r  cent  of  the  gross  tonnage 
of  tho  ahip.  Ku  that,  hj  their  amend- 
marit  of  the  fimt  tlaune,  the  Ktaniling 
(Jonimittee  recognized  and  gave  eli'ectto 
tlia  principle  that  the  propelling  power 
■pata  should  not  exceed  60  per  cent  of 
the  groMN  ton  age. 

*Hia  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH 
the  h'ln.   and  learned   tientleman 
allow    me,   that   is   not  quite  so.     The 
affect  of  the   Auieudment  ia   th 
leaves  lo  ships  which  would  have  more 

than  fiO  per  cent,  allowance  for  propel- 
ling power  that  allowance  for  propelling 
power,  under  the  law  as  it  stood  before 
the  Iioiilla  case,  so  long  aa  they  chi 
to  claim  it,  bnt  it  forbids  them  the 
advanlege  of  five  years'  exemption  from 
the  first  part  of  the  first  tlause.  That 
is  the  meaning  of  the  Amendment. 

Sir   HOBACEDAVET:  I  am  much 
obliged  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 

hia  explanation ;  it  ia  a  matter  not  easy 
to  understand;  but  1  am  notsurethatl 

differ  at  all  fiom  the  right  hon.  Oentli 
man   the  President    ot    the  Board  of 
Trade  when  I  say  that  in  the  firht  clause  |  folli 
this  general  principle  is    laid  down- 
8ir  Soraee  JMif 


general '  the  meaning  ia  that  in  tha  ImUk 
caae  the  pariod  of  fiva  yeai^  axaaiftiaM 
if  the  propelling  apaee  sxeaada  M  pm 
cent,  of  the  gioaa  tonnaga  aUaahaa.  That 
is  bow  I  underatand  iL  Wall,  I  mf 
that  in  the  first  elauae  as  it  itaada  ia  the 
Bill  the  princi[de  that  ths  paopoUiBf 
power  space  bhould  uatoxeeed  a  oartaia 
per  centage,  in  this  ease  50  par  east  tt 
the  gross  tonnage,  haa  beca  ailinittri. 
and  now  I  uadeittoad  the  objaot  of  tha 
Amendment  of  ths  Lord  Mayv  ti 
Dublin  is  to  make  this  priaai^a^ 
admitted  into  the  first  olanae,  ao  lar  oi 
the  exemptions  an  ocmeaniad,  ^oli^ 
able  to  the  whole  of  the  BilL  na  n^ 
hon.  Qentlemon  hoa  good  aathoiitf  ar 
that.  He  haa  quoted  from  tha  Bapcat 
of  [he  Royal  Gommiaaion  ths  Hbib 
words  ased  by  Uembeta  of  tiiat  Oob- 
mission  who  are  still  Membeza  of  thia 
House,  and  whose  snppoit,  thanAna^  ha 
ought  to  have,  recommending^  thaltta 
reduotion  for  propelling  apaca  "^"fH 
not  exceed  33  per  cent,  ia  tha 
case  of  Ecrew  ateamers,  and  60  ptr 
cent,  in  the  caae  of  paddle  itiaiMB 
There  ia  authority,  too,  in  ths  piaiiiiw 
followed  by  other  countries,  ui  amj 
other  country  in  ths  world  axaapt  tha 
United  Statea,  whose  ayetem  of  meaaai^ 
meat  is  based  upon  a  different  ]}i  iiiiiifla 
to  that  adopted  in  thia  oounti/  1 
believe  every  Continental  mantiaa 
country  fixes  the  maximum  of  propelling 
space  which  shall  be  deducted  from  ihs 
gross  tonnage  to  aeoertaia  tbo  registered 
tonnage.      T'   i  Ai    j  '  nont  before  v 
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hon.  QentlemaD  would  be  attach«d  to 
60  per  cent — but,  at  any  rate,  he  pto- 
posea  to  adopt  the  priociple  of  limitiiig 
Uie  maximum  dediiotiou  to  be  made 
frem  the  gtow  tonnage  in  respect  to 
propelling  power  Bpaoe  which  has  been 
adopted  in  foreign  oounlriee.  I  will  not 
go  into  further  details.  It  is  a  ourioua 
arithmetical  problem  to  arrive  at  the 
registered  tonaage  of  a  ahip.  It  ia  a 
oomplioated  prooeedieg  ;  but  I  think  the 
nght  hon.  Oentleman  (Ur.  Beston]  ig 
well  justified  is  bringing  this  Amend- 
ment to  the  attention  of  the  House, 
because  it  only  carries  into  effect  the 
recommendation  of  the  Boyal  Oommii- 
aios ;  it  is  in  aooordance  with  the  practice 
of  other  maritime  countries,  with  the 
exception  of  the  United  States ;  and  it  ia 
in  harmony  with,  and  in  furtherance  of, 
the  remedy  of  the  grieTanoes  which 
were  the  main  cause  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  bringing  this  measure  before  the 
House. 
♦Mb.  0.  H.  WILSON  (Hull,  W.) :  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  would 
act  wisely  to  accept  the  Amendment. 
Shipowners  generally  would  not  be 
affected  by  it,  so  I  may  speak  with  im- 
partiality— only  some  320  steamers  out 
of  9,000  would  be  affected.  The  right 
hon.  Qentleman  (Ur.  Sexton)  has  in 
mind,  I  think,  principally  the  paasenger 
steamers  running  between  this  country 
and  Ireland, andihese do notooncem the 
general  ahippiog  interest,  they  princi- 
pally belong  to  the  Railway  Companiea. 
It  is  a  question  fur  our  Irish  friends  to 
consider  how  far  Die  proposal  may  affect 
the  rate  of  caniage  for  goods  and 
paasenger  traffic  across  the  Ohannet ; 
but  shipowners  generally  hare  no 
objection  to  it.  I  know  that  now,  under 
the  peculiar  ayetem  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  there  are  small  ateamera  that 
almost  arrive  at  a  point  where  they 
would  pay  no  dues  at  all.  Indeed,  I 
know  myaelf  a  case  of  a  steamer  bought 
for  towing  purposes  that  under  the 
Board  of  Trade  rules  would  work  at  a 
measurement  of  half-a-ton  less  than 
bothin^.  This  shows  the  utter 
absurdityof  the  system.  IftheAmend- 
-mant  were  accepted  it  would,  eo  far  as  I 
am  able  to  judge,  make  the  task  of 
■arveyiDg  more  simple  and  effective, 
'"  raiding  all  i  plications.  The  only 
'  A I  would  is  that  there  ought 


(ilmuytf)  BiU.  9S4 

to  be  an  exemption  of  steamen  need 
solely  for  towmg  or  river  purposes. 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
would  be  prepared  to  accept  that 
addition  to  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Tes. 
•Mb.  0.  H.  WILSON:  I  really  do 
not  see  why  the  Amendment  should  not 
be  accepted ;  and,  as  a  ahipovner,  I 
would  advise  the  Government  not  to 
diride  against  it. 

Mb.  CRAIG  [Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
I  beg  to  be  allowed  to  make  the  follow- 
ing addition  to  the  Amendment : — 

"  UdIom  Booh  ihip  ba  mod  sxolniiTely  either 
for  towing  pnipoMS  or  M  ■  riTSr  itwmar." 

*Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  That  should  oome 
after  the  clause  haa  been  read  a  second 
time. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  eay,  for  the  sake  of  clearness, 
that  I  shall  be  prepared  to  accept  au^ 
an  Amendment. 

The  House  divided :— Ayes  G7  ;  Noes 
104.— (Div.  List,  No.  232.) 

•Ma.  0.  H.  WILSON  (Hull,  W.) : 
The  Amendment  I  have  to  move  deals 
with  the  question  of  those  ships 
measured  under  the  ItabtUa  decision, 
and  retaining  their  advantage  for  five 
years.  When  I  raised  the  i^ueBtion  in 
Committee  there  was  a  certain  amount 
of  contusion  at  the  moment,  and  I  do  not 
thlok  hon.  Members  quite  understood 
the  point,  and  the  Chairman  ruled  that 
the  point  whM«  it  would  come  was 
passed.  I  therefore  venture  to  repeat 
the  Amendment  now,  which  is  to  make 
the  exemptions  under  the  Iiabtlla  rule 
applicable  to  ships  that  are  re- measured 
before  the  pasaing  of  this  Act.  If  we 
read  a  little  farther  we  find  that  ships 
building  come  under  the  exemption,  or 
if  re-measured  before  March  10,  1889; 
and  I  propose  to  leave  out  this  reference 
to  that  date,  and  make  the  exemptiosB 
applicable  to  ships  building  and  to  be 
registered  before  December  10. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  lines 

land  23,  to  leave  out  the  words  "tenth 
day  of  March  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  eighty-nine,"  in  order  to 
ineert  the  words  "  passing  of  this  Act." 
—{Mr.  CtMrUt  WiUw.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  worda 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
theBilL" 


v 
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-noved :  Olause  3, 
■<\VB  out  from 
luaive. 
'  f  hon. 


{TttuMf*)  Bill. 


93S: 


._J*'  ■  .-hut  out 

■*  ._  ■ 'tltepoaaible 

-  ,"  .  plunder  the  first 

'Si'  y  deduction  from  the 

if^  .  respect   of  overdeclc 

^  .    space,    for   the  simple 

w  the  first  paragraph  of  the 

.sTeats  him  f rom  iaeludin^  that 

.aad  light  and  air  apace  in  the^rots 

jnagB,  and,  therefore,  ha  oan  make 

no  dednotion  in  respect  of  it.    What  is 

tha  poaition  ol  the  owner  of  the  ship  f 

ITadv  th«  Mcond  olans* — there  is  not  a 

■bnd  ot  oonsutenar  in   prjaotpla — he 

fMs  to  ibs  Board  of  Trade,  and,  upon 

patiili^tlngi  ha  oait  dadoot  first  the  over. 

daolk  light  and  air  space  from  the  grata, 

tataaga,  and  than  ha  can  deduot  7  j  per 

flaMnwu  the  natk    I  can  assure  tha 

rigfctL'hon.  Geatlamaa  that  bj  inanipu< 

*~"~t<tf  &»  orer-deek  light   and  air 


differentl;  treated.  There  is  so  defence 
for  such  a  propoaal  as  this.  I  ask  that 
the  second  clause  shall  not  apply,  when 
the  d<  duction  for  propelling  power  space 
would  exceed  50  per  cent  of  the  gross 
tonnage. 

Amendment    proposed,    in    page    2, 
"  20,  at  the  end  of  Clause  2,  to  in- 
■  words 

.T|  not  be  iocluded  in  «□>'  case  in 

'  <n  of  iti  beiDK  incIudiHl,  the  de- 

t>etlmg  power  ipaca  would  ex- 

of  ths  groa  tonnage  ol  tha 

iliu  propolliog  power  ip«ce 

■!  tho  engine  room  would, 

■'isn,  qaality  for  B  deduction 

'.-t   the  grow  tonnage. — (Jfr. 

-; ion  proposed,  "That those  words 
LLioie  inserted." 
''dm  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  I  can  only 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
he  exaggerates  the  possible  effect 
of  this  clause  for  two  reasons.  In 
the  first  place,  the  light  and  air  spaoo 
before  it  is  deducted,  must  be  added  to 
the  gross  tonnage;  and  in  the  second 
place,  the  light  and  air  space  must  ba 
reasonable  in  extent,  and  by  the  rule  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  it  will  be  rendered 
impossible  that  these  exaggerated  de- 
ductions can  be  obtained  as  they  havfr 
been  obtained.  I  think  that  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  if  be  adhsTea  to  his 
view  should  object  to  the  clause  as  a 

Ub.  SEXTON' :  Bo  I  shall. 
*SiB  If.  HICKS  BEACH  :  It  would 
be  osalets  to  oppose  the  clause,  and 
then  to  prevent  its  application  by 
such  an  Amendment  as  that  which  be 
has  moved. 

;  Hoes 


The  Hoosa  divided : — Ayes  72 ; 
U3.~<Div.  List,  No.  2S4.) 

mtitt  mA  ■tiiri  aa  ths  jHglnta  will  be       ^rther  Amendment  proposed,  Clause 
aUMo^Mtua harbour  authorities.    I    ^r  P>&e  3,  h'ne  21,  after  "measuring" 
dtonU-bna  thoaght  that  the  owners  of  I  """^  "  <"  **•  measuring." 
Amendment  agreed  to. 
0»«      I*  I     Clause  6. 
make  «qr  dadu      n     *^^  q.  H.  WILSON :  On  this  clause 
land  airspace,  whilafe'tha  t     ar   _  ,  .         i        ,  .  » 

aofships  wUlbeabletomakaa  \^  ""  *°   Amendment  to  propose.     I 

aiderable  gain  b  .        oi  uus   desire  to  have  tha  words  "  partial    or 

>.leaa»e  uia  r        antira "  insertad.    I  think  it  is  a  quca- 

tiMflB  tha  ndoda  of  Smrayon  of  tbe 
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•SiE  MICHAEL  mCKS   BEACH:' 
Thk  quettiaii  has  been  earefallj  oon- 
ndered,  and  it  was  felt  bj  the  Standing  : 
Committee  that  the  exemptions  ought 
sot  to  be  wider  than  would  be  coTcnred 
by  a  fair  notice  of  the  proposal.    This 
Kll  was  introduced  on    the    10th   of 
Hareh,  18%9,  and  the  introSaction  of* 
the  Bill  was  considered  as  a  fair  notice  . 
Id  all  shipowners  that  it  was  proposed 
to  alter  the  law,  and  therefore  the  Com-  ' 
mittee  held  bj  a  Terj  large  majority  . 
tiiat  the  latent  date  for  the  exemption  ' 
of   ships  already  built    or    measured 
ought  to  be  the  10th  March,  lbh9. 


}BilL 


certain  than  it 


before.    fluitUtt 


♦Sui  D.  CUBRIE  'Perth,  W.^ :  I  shaU 
support  this  Amendment,  as  it  seems 
only  fair  that  shipbuilders  who  have 
commenced  baildiog  before  the  passing 
of  the  Act  should  hsTO  the  benefit  of 
the  exemption. 

*SiB  A.  HOLLIT  (IsliDgtoD,  SO  :  I 
trust  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  will 
accept  this  Amendment,  and  it  seems  to  j 
me  that  all  retrospective  legielation  is 
objectionable,  and  it  would  not  be  equit- 
able under  the  circumstances  to  add  any 
further  term  of  disqualification  to  the 
five  years,  as  the  Bill  does.  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  said 
that  the  introduction  of  the  Bill  was  a 
sufficient  notice ;  but  it  was  not  to  be 
assumed  that  the  Bill  would  pass. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  118 ;  Noes 
56.— (Div.  List,  No.  233.) 

«SiB  M.  H.  BEACH  moved :  Clause  1. 
page  1,  line  27,  after  "  eighty- nine,'' 
insert — 

**  UnleM  in  either  esse  the  ihip  it,  before  the 
expiration  of  the  said  fire  years,  measured  or 
re-measnred  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  this  Act,  and  any  such  ship  may  be  measured 
or  re-measured  at  the  request  of  the  owner." 

Question  proposed,  ''That  these  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  sexton  :  This  is  intended  to 
be  a  very  simple  remedy  of  one  or  two 
obvious  defects  of  the  law  ;  but  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  one  which  will  increase  certain 
difficulties  which  I  have  obsenred  in 
the  Bill  already.  The  Bill  will  make 
the  law  more  complicated,  very  little 
less  unjust,  and  a  good  deal  more  un- 


curious  effect  of  a  Bill  profesong  to 
reform.  Observe  the  working  of  this 
clause,  provided  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  be  added* 
In  the  first  ^ace  the  prindple  is  laid 
down  with  regard  to  akipe  meesnred  hj 
the  10th  Match  that  no  dednction  aheU 
be  allowed  in  respect  of  any  ^eae  not 
first  included  in  the  measniemeBt  of  the 
tonnage.  The  third  paragraph  of  the 
same  danae  says  that  the  same  daaa 
of  ships  measured  by  Ae  10th  Ifaids 
shall  be  exempted  from  the  operaticnt  of 
the  Act  in  five  years.  It  is  veiy  hard  to 
discover  why.  Then  a  farther  pco* 
vision  is  that  the  exemption  just  demded 
shall  not  be  applied  to  any  ahip  where 
the  allowance  exceeds  the  gtom  tonnaspe 
of  the  ship.  The  principle  is  ptacticafly 
defeated  by  the  exemption,  then  the  ex- 
emption is  overridden  by  the  proviso ; 
and,  now,  the  right  hon.  Gaitleman 
wishes  further  to  complicate  the  danae 
by  providing  that  the  exemption  fat 
five  years  shall  not  apply  in  the  ease 
whero  the  shipowner  wiahee  his  ahip  ta 
be  measured. 

«Sm  M.  H.  BEACH :    The  object  of 

the  Amendment  is  to  prevent  ownera 

from  obtaining  re-measurement  under 

the  advantageous  provisions  of  the  Bill, 

and  at    the  same  time  retaining  fhe 

exemption   from   the  first  dause.    It 

would  certainly  be  unfair  to  allow  thali 
in  the  interests  of  the  very  parties  fbr 
whom  the  right  hon.  GtonUeman  has 
addressed  the  House.  This  Amendment 
is  really  in  their  interests,  and  I  oaA 
assuro  him  that  if  it  is  not  passed  it 
will  seriously  injuro  the  JSarboOK 
Authority. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  can  only  sayttaft 
may  be  so,  but  it  only  proves  my  amt* 
ment  that  the  complication  is  snoh  Aai 
the  Bill  is  unintelligible. 


.     ••■! 


Question  put,  and  agreed  to« 

«SiB  M.  H.  BEACH  moved :  Olanae  f, 
page  2,  line  3,  after  "  made,"  addr^' 


.!•  'i 


**  And  the  particalan  relating  to  ths.sl4F!stQ||f 
lage  in  the  reg^ter  book,  and  in  her  oer^fioiH^ 


1 


of  registry,  diall  be  corrected  acoordiojny.**^. 

Question,    <*That    those>  wi9«dfr  b« 
ere  added,"  put,  and  agned  to*. 


9dr  MirehmU  Skiving        {Jjshj  1%  1989} 

*SiB  M.  H.  BBAOH  moved :  Olause  2, 
page  2,  Hnes  5  and  6,  leaye  out  from 
'*  and  "  to  •*  hereof,''  both  inclusive. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  explain  this  Amendment  ? 

.]*^SiB.  M.  H.  BEAOH :  It  is  consequen- 
tial to  the  Amendment  the  House  has 
already  agreed  to  in  the  first  olause. 

Question,  ''  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Ulause,"  put,  and  rejected. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  I  have  already  said 
tho  second  clause  of  this  Bill  repeats  the 
first.    It  is  the  most  peculiar  Bill  that 
ever  came  under  my  observation.  I  will 
explain  how  the  second  clause  repeats 
the  first.     If  such  a  ship  as  the  I$ah$lla 
by  reason  of  deduction  from  propelliog 
space  and  overhead  light  and  air  space 
has  an  allowance  of  50^  or  a  fraction 
above  50  per  cent,  that  ship  is  shut  out 
from  exemption.  It  would  not  be  possible 
for  the  owner  of  that  ship  under  the  first 
olause  to  make  auy  deduction  from  the 
Kross  tonnage  in  respect   of  overdeck 
nght  and    air    space,    for    the  simple 
reason  that  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
olause  prevents  him  from  including  that 
overhead  light  and  air  space  in  the.gro6S 
tonnage,  and,  therefore,  he  can  make 
no  deduction  in  respect  of  it.     What  is 
the  position  of  the  owner  of  the  ship  ? 
Under  the  second  olause-^there  is  not  a 
shred  of  consistency   in   principle*- he 
goes  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  and,  upon 
petitioning,  he  can  deduct  first  the  over, 
deck  light  and  air  space  from  the  groFs 
tonnage,  and  then  he  can  deduct  75  per 
cent  ^m  the  nett.    I  can  assure  the 
right' -hon.  Gentleman  that  by  manipu- 
lation  of  the  over-deck  light   and  air 
space  such  ships  as  the  Angletea  will  be 
a3>le  to  cheat  the  harbour  authorities.    I 
should  have  thought  that  the  owners  of 
ezistipg  ships  would  not  have  claimed 
to  have  separate  treatment.    One  will 
not.  be  allowed  to  make  any  deduction 
of  light  and  air  space,  whilst  the  other 
class  of  ships  will  oe  able  to  make  a  con- 
siderable gain  by  the  operation  of  this 
olanae*    I  cannot  discern  the  shadow  of 
aiseoaoB  why  thetwo  clauses  should  be 


{T0nnag$)  Bill. 
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diSer^tly  treated.  There  juB  no  def$9^tat 
for  su,ch  a  proposal  as  this.  I  ask ,  thfit, 
tbe  second  clause  shall  not  apply,  when 
the  d(  duction  for  propelling  power  space 
would  exceed  50  per  cent  of  the  gross 
tonnage. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2; 
line  20,  at  the  end  of  Clause  2,  to  in- 
sert the  words 

**  And  bhall  aot  be  included  in  any  case  in^ 
which,  by  reason  of  its  beings  included,  the  de>' 
duction  for  propelling  power  space  would  ex* 
ceed  60  per  cent,  of  the  gross  tonnage  of  the 
ship,  or  in  which  the  propelling  power  spi^ce 
below  the  crown  of  the  engine  room  would, 
without  such  addition,  qualify  for  a  deduction 
of  60  per  cent,  of  the  gross  tonnage. — {Mr. 
Sexton,) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 


♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEAOH  :  I  can  only 

assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 

he    exaggerates     the    possible    effect 

of  this    clause  for    two    reasons.    In 

the  first  place,  the  light  and  air  space 

before  it  is  deducted,  must  be  added  to 

the  gross  tonnage;  and  in  the  second 

place,  the  light  and  air  space  must  bo 
reasonable  in  extent,  and  by  the  rule  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  it  will  be  rendered 
impossible  that  these  exaggerated  de- 
ductions can  be  obtained  as  they  have 
been  obtained.  I  think  that  the  right, 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  adheres  to  his 
view  should  object  to  the  clause  as  a 
whole. 

Mb.  sexton  :  So  I  shall. 

♦Sib  M.  HIOKS  BEACH :  It  would 
be  useless  to  oppose  the  clause,  and 
then  to  prevent  its  application  by 
such  an  Amendment  as  that  which  he 
has  moved. 

The  House  divided  :<-*Aye8  72 ;  Noes 
142.— (Div.  list,  No.  284.) 

Further  Amendment  proposed.  Clause 
3,  pa^e  3,  line  21,  after  ''measuring'^ 
insert  "  or  be  measuring." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  5. 
♦Mb.  C.  H.  WILSON  :  On  this  clause 
I  have  an  Amendment  to  propose.  I 
debire  to  have  the  words  "partial  or 
entire  "  inserted.  I  think  it  is  a  ques- 
tion-in  the  minds  of  Surveyors  of  the 
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iriftMt  h*  r*<|»iirrf  to  p«T  5a-  ' 
fiM'l  Unnn^n  if  th«7  wifth^e^  :»> 
Of  fiifiifiMi  th^itutieesof 
iMil,  NiiM  tlinir  waj  to  give  £1* 
lliM  (ii«i|i"ity,  and  they  dcd 
••Itni  tit  Ui#f  Jlornft  Office.  The 
III  III*  tiiilwfXfii  th«  iloine  Office 
riiiil<  niflfiit  li<i|{An  in  March,  1888.  A 
liil^hii  Willi  rwjtoived  by  the  Poet  OBoe 
riMHi  lliH  Homo  Office  eUting  that  the 
rumm  <  Joiiiiniiiiiionefs  would  be  «•• 
luiiiiit  IM  ImiMl  over  on  the  16th  of  thai 
liu.iiltt  lliat  imrtof  the  site  which  wae 
hV  iU»i  Miuw  jiroposed  to  be  appropriated 
\mi  Ollioe.  Another  oonumuii- 
eubaequently  xMeired  fran 
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the  Home  Offioe  conToying  the  whole 
site  with  the  exoeption  of  a  small 
portion*  which  the  bill  proTides  is  to 
be  sold  to  the  Oountv  Oounoil,  with  the 
Tiew  of  making  a  Tiadact  orer  Farring- 
don  Street,  but  that  portion  was  only 
yalaed  at  £  1 , 7  00.  Possession  was  taken 
of  the  site  by  the  Offioe  of  Works  in  the 
month  of  March,  1 888.  Since  that  time 
about  £  14,000  has  been  expended  under 
Votes  of  the  House  upon  buildings — part 
of  the  buildings  which  it  was  proposed 
to  erect.  After  this  had  been  done  there 
appeared  to  be  some  doubt  as  to  the 
legal  title  of  the  Prison  Oommissioners  to 
convey  the  site  to  the  Post  Office  without 
a  sale;  and  therefore  the  Government 
was  advised  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  obtain 
the  sanction  of  Parliament  to  a  trans- 
aoUon  which  had  already  taken  place 
under  the  authority  of  the  Oovemment. 
That  was  the  origin  of  this  Bill,  which  is 
intended  practicidly  to  confirm  the  title 
of  the  Post  Office  to  the  property  which 
was  acquired  by  conveyance  without 
a  sale.  I  may  point  out  if  the  Post 
Office  had  gone  through  the  form  of  a 
sale  it  would  have  been  something  in  the 
nature  of  a  sham.  It  is  thought  that,  in 
the  circumstances,  the  course  that  has 
been  adopted  is  the  simpler  and  the  more 
dignified.  The  property  has  been  valued 
at  £96,000,  or  say  roundly  £100,000. 
The  acquisition  of  it  puts  the  Post  Office 
in  a  position  to  dispose  of  premises  in 
Moorgate  Street,  in  Gloucester  Boad, 
and  at  London  Bridge,  which  up  to  the 
present  have  been  used  either  as  parcels 
depots  or  as  post  office  stores.  The 
values  of  these  properties  are  respec* 
tively  £50.000,  £9,000,  and  £28,000, 
making  a  total  of  £87,000,  which  it  is 
proposed  to  realize  for  the  benefit  of  the 
taxpayers  of  this  country.  But  that  is 
only  part  of  the  economy  which  has  been 
effected.  The  acquisition  of  this  property 
has  also  rendered  it  possible  to  abstain 
from  making  large  additions  to  the  new 
buildings  at  the  General  Post  Office 
which  otherwise  would  have  been 
necessary  for  the  Public  Service :  it  will 
also  be  possible  to  dispense  with  new 
buildings  in  the  East  Central  District ; 
and  in  this  way  it  is  estimated  by  com- 
petent authorities  that  there  will  be  a 
saving  of  not  less  than  £226,000.  There- 
fore by  the  acquisition  of  this  site  the 
country  is  a  gainer  of  upwards  of 
£300,000.    It  will  also  be  possible  to 


give  np  premi«es  at  great  .railway 
stations  rented  at  £3,000  a  year^ 
representing  in  capital  say  £100,000* 
Considerable  saving  will  in  addition  be 
effected  by  transferring  the  factory 
business  to  Coldbath  Fields  from 
Gloucester  Road  ;  but  as  I  am  not  quite 
satisfied  with  the  precise  figures  given 
me  on  this  point,  I  do  not  include  them 
in  my  calculation.  On  the  whole,  the 
acquisition  of  the  site  represents  a 
saving  to  the  country  of  something 
like  £400,000.  For  the  first  time  we 
shall  have  a  central  sorting  office  for 
dealing  with  the  Parcel  Post  work,  and 
anybody  at  all  familiar  with  the  conduct 
of  a  public  office,  and  with  the  trade  of 
a  carrier,  will  realize  the'  immense 
public  convenience  of  getting  together 
the  whole  of  the  work.  The  thre» 
places  at  which  the  work  is  now  carried 
on  are  rented  at  a  very  considerable 
sum,  and  are  rapidly  becoming  inadequate 
for  the  work  we  have  to  do.  It  would, 
no  doubt,  have  been  necessary  in  the 
course  of  a  very  short  time  very  largely 
to  extend  these  offices,  and  to  rent  fresh 
premises  at  a  very  considerable  increased 
expense.  I  may  point  out  that  the 
number  of  parcels  dealt  with  weekly 
previous  to  the  acquisition  of  that  site 
was  139,000.  In  the  okie  year  and  a 
half  which  has  since  elapsed  they  have 
increased  to  215,000,  or  56  per  cent. 
It  has  been  found  possible  to  dispense 
with  that  enlargement  of  the  General 
Post  Office  to  which  I  have  referred. 
In  addition  to  other  Departments,  it  has 
provided  accommodation  for  the  con- 
centration of  the  Store  Department,  and 
it  has  also  enabled  us  to  obtain  a 
sufficient  site  for  a  new  factory  for 
telegraphic  purposes,  the  old  one  ia 
Gloucester  Boad  being  greatly  cramped. 
The  staff  of  the  Mooey  Order  Office,  at 
present  in  course  of  demolition,  will  also 
be  accommodated.  All  these  purposes 
put  together  make  it  necessary  for  the 
Department  to  retain  the  whole  of  the 
site.  Besides  the  ordinary  work  there 
come  times  of  enormous  pressure.  For 
instance,  in  Christmas  week,  an  addition 
of  700,000  parcels  are  dealt  with,  or 
about  four  times  the  number  in  any 
other  week  in  the  year.  In  view  of  the 
growth  of  the  last  year  and  a  half,  it 
would  be  idle  to  suppose  the  Parcel  Post 
business  has  yet  reached  the  highest 
point.    In  all  probability  the  work  will 
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go  OB  ia«rea«A^  |bT  U^H  t&i  twgadi, ;  A>  Gof waiawtto  — t tiatthe  tnpayw 

aadb^fm  2»>  7*^  ^w  P«a*i  •»«   ij  rot  f«erf  or  loMwd  or  deprivBd  of 

more  exteciwi  acwwisisdatLo:!  oar  be   --.   -  -^     .rt-    r    •  i    i.-.    i.    * 

req^^.   Tie  .School  B.,«i  for  I>->iioiL    ^  ^^^^    TH*,?^"^*S  *"  ^  «** 
were  offered  one  sere  of  the  she.  I  =«*  mw^»mm  hgr  tta  Hoom  of  Com- 


Me.    J.    EO VULyDS      'FIzjItttj.  ' 

C*2L  j'ju  iay  wiuu  price  vta  :o    ^^^ai^^^g^^  wliidi  in  Coraier  times 
be  charge.!  for  -Jias  acre  ?  '  V^  defrmjed  bytte  taxpaym  *ll«g« 

la  eovaeetz-JB  with  the  LoMoiinnn^ 

•Mm.  BAIKE^ :  I  beiiere  that  was  »> !  hsve  ben  tfaaefevred  to,  and  aeeepfed 

be  settle*!  bj  arbitration,  an!  that  no    by  the  raSeyaf  eti  of  the  MetropeKi,  I& 

price  was  named.    Now.  Sir,  I  beliere  .  ^wt  if  »•  were  tohaad  oyer  to  the  nto- 

Ihare  made  out  a  good  case,  l»ta  -  J^S^ Jj'bJdS:? ^dS^^ 
the  gronnds  of  eeoaimj  and  efficicaer. !  ^jj^^.^  Ptofiament  has  dkeetfj  od^rttd 
for  the  acqnisztion  of  this  site.  Of  in  the  treotmeat  of  this  qneelioa.  Bot 
course,  I  know  there  are  objections  on  '  ^  ^<1  that  the  ratepajreis  of  the  dislKicI 
the  part  of  s.Daie  Metropolitan  Members  i  "^'^.^^^^f^*^*^^?^ 
and  others.  I  do  not  know  whether  aaj  |  SSd^^Tiatemeiit  on  the  part  S  «S[ 
hon.  Member  thinks  It  should  hare  bean;  cierkenwell  United  Batepajow'  Ro- 
handed  orer  to  the  London  Conn!j  =  tection  Society  to  tfie  effeet  that  their 
Cooncil  without  any  payment  whaterer.  i  »ciety,  as  reflecting  the  opinxflSia  of  the 

r  "Hear,  hear:"  1  lam  glad  to  hare  drawn  '  °»»J^  of  theratepay«sof  ^Puuli, 

'-     ^      '  •  ^    _, .  .     '  are  strongly  mfiToor  of  this  nuiab^ur 

that    cheer,     because    otherwise     the .  ^^ij^^  |g/y,^  ^j^l^lij^,^^  ^  ,  j;^ 

House  might  not  haye  thought  itcredible  department,  in  riew  of  the  grtatfmpatas 
that  there  was  such  an  opinion.  I  j  that  will  thereby  be  given  to  boaineas  a 
would  point  oat  that  this  site  is  the '  the  locality.    Ther  also  slato  that  the 


r,  not  of  the  London  ratepayers 
»ut'of  the  taxpayers  of  the  kingdom, 
and  a  more  flagrant  act  of  robbery  and 


population  of  Clerkenwell  is  steadilT  do- 
creasing,  that  the  trade  of  watfemslrfitg 
is  declining,  and  that  it  la  boeooiag 


spoliation    could     not    be     committed  j  more  difficult  each  year  for  the  pafisK 
•_ ^  ^1.-  ^ *!_-_  ..  •.__:■  ^-' to  support  its  poor.    They  fMhar  s^ 

that  ClerkeuweU  at  pieaont  haa  oma 
spacee  amply  sufficient  fcft  itaro^nro* 
ments,  and  actually  larger  in  extent  tbuM 
those  in  Belgraria,  aM  they  add  ttat 
the  Teetry  on  the  4th  of  thta  liMnfli  esr- 
preesed  riews  in  aocordanee  witfi  thoaa 
held  by  the  Society,  and  deodod  to 
memorialize  the  OoTemmeat  in  fatottip 
thereof,  and  they  most  eamesfly  aatoiaa 
for  the  benefit  of  the  ratepayera,  that 
the  scheme  will  be  earned  throogh  to 
completion.  I  think  that  where  ttua  ia 
the  opinion  of  the  ratepayer^,  it  woall 
indeed  be  Quizotio  on  the  part  of  tto 
London  Council  to  say  that  in  tfao 
intereets  of  the  ratepayers  in  diateat 
parts  of  London,  they  would  add  to  Oo 
Durdens  and  diminish  the!  resouroes  of 
the  striving  population  of  poor  deikt 
well.  I  am  certain  that  if  the  mat 
were  properly  explained  to  the  woAiag 
classes  they  would  sympathixift'with  ^tto 
reasonable  demand  of  the  tat^pajaia  ttf ' 
Clerkenwell,  a  demand  wfam  ia-'OB* 
dorsed  by  no  less  than  36  io  I  il]^ 


against  the  taxpayers  than  to  hand  it 
orer  to  the  London  ratepayers.  The 
then  Prison  Authority  decuned  to  pur- 
chase the  property. 

Ma.  H.  L.  W.  LAW30N(«5t.  Pancras, 
W.) :  They  did  not  decline  to  purchase 
it  as  an  open  space. 

«Ma.  BAIKES :  As  far  as  tho  best 
information  I  can  collect  goes,  they  cer- 
tainly declined  to  purchase  the  property 
at  all.  The  only  price  at  which  the 
Government  could  possibly  hare  parted 
with  it  to  them  would  hare  been  actually 
double  or  more  than  double,  the  amount 
which  would  hare  been  oflTered.  At  the 
time  the  site  was  offered  for  sale  the 
London  County  Council  was  not  in  exist- 
ence, and  if  they  had  been,  being  men 
of  business,  they  would  no  doubt  hare 
declined  to  purchase  it  at  the  price  asked. 
The  Government  are  trustees  of  the  tax- 
payers' property,  and  it  is  the  duty  of 
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Vestry.  I  do  not  think  that  in  the  his- 
tory of  the  Post  Officd  or  of  the  Oovem« 
ment  a  more  advantageous  arrangement 
than  this  has  ever  had  been  made  for 
tbe  Publio  Service,  and  I  think  it  would 
be  difficult  for  any  philanthropist,  how- 
ever amiable,  or  for  any  gentleman  who 
has  run  away  with  an  exaggerated  idea 
of  the  functions  of  that  interesting  new 
body,  the  London  County  Oouncil,  to 
persuade  the  House  to  set  aside  an 
arrangement  which  is  so  much  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Publio  Service  and  so 
greatly  to  the  advantage  of  the  locality 
where  it  is  proposed  to  erect  the  new 
building. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  i2aiib#.) 

Mr.     J.    EOWLANDS:     In  rising 

to  move    that  this    Bill     be  read    a 

second  time  on  this  day  three  months, 

I  shall  try  to  traverse   the  statement 

of  the   case  put  forward  by  the  right 

hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  shall  not  accuse 

him  either  in  speech  or  action  of  being 

a  philanthropist  on  this  subject  of  the 

prison  site  in  Clerkenwell.     I  think  we 

have  just  been  listening  to  one  of  the 

coolest  statements  ever  put  forward  by 

a  Minister  of  the  Oi^own.    It  almost 

resembles  the  statement  of  a  gentleman 

who  has  appropriated  someone  else's 

property  and  who  wishes  to  show  what 

great  advantages  have  accrued  to  him 

from  having  got  that  which  he  never 

purchased.    It  would  have  been  well  if 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  when  he  grew 

eo  eloquent  about  the  interests  of  the 
taxpayers  had  told  the  House  what  the 
taxpayers  ever  paid  for  this  prison  site. 
AHow  me  to  tell  hon.  Members  that  the 
taxpayers  paid  nothing.  By  the  Act  of 
1877,  passed  when  Lord  Cross  was 
Home  Secretary,  and  which  was  one  of 
the  most  oonfiacatory  Acts  ever  passed, 
the  whole  of  the  prisons  were  taken  over 
bodily  for  purposes  of  administration. 
The  whole  case  of  the  Government  is 
that  either  through  negligence  or  wil- 
fully, they  commenced  operations  on  the 
aite  of  Coldbath  Fields  Prison  in  contra- 
vention of  the  Act  of  1877.  I  say  that 
under  that  Act  the  "  surplus  if  any  " 


alluded  to  in  one  of  the  clauses  is  to  got 
not  to  the  taxpayers  of  the  country 
but  to  the  ratepayers  of  the  county*; 
If  that  be  so,  it  must  at  once  be 
admitted  that  if  the  prisons  are 
disused,  the  ratepayers  have  some  claim 
to  them.  The  Government  think  it  a 
very  good  thing  to  annex  this  site  for  a 
very  wealthy  department,  and  thus  to 
allow  the  people  of  London  to  provide 
them  with  a  site.  No  doubt  it  would  be 
an  advantage  to  have  the  several  de- 
partments referred  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  concentrated  in  one  place, 
but  as  they  already  have  valuable 
property  in  the  City*  and  elsewhere, 
which  it  is  proposed  to  give  up,  they 
could  afford  out  of  the  proceeds  of  the 
property  to  purchase  a  new  site  where 
they  require  it.  The  Ratepayers'  Asso-' 
elation  of  Clerkenwell,  whose  memorial 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to, ' 
say  that  the  population  of  Clerkenwell 
is  decreasing.  During  the  last  few 
years,  however,  a  number  of  huge 
blocks  of  model  dwellings  have  been 
erected  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the' 
prison.  Clerkenwell  is,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  one  of  the  most  densely  populated 
parts  of  London.  It  contains  340  acres, 
and  its  inhabitants  number  no  less  than 
70,000.  As  to  the  open  spaces,  there 
are  two  small  squares,  comprising  about 
2  acres  in  all,  on  the  estate  of  the  Mar** 
quess  of  Northampton .  There  are  other 
squares  in  ClerkenwelU  but  not  one  of 
them  is  at  the  disposal  of  the  general 
population.  The  Vestry,  in  their  Cir- 
cular, speak  of  the  New  River  Head  as 
an  open  space — a  reservoir  surrounded' 
by  a  high  wall  about  15  or  20  feet  high ! 
Ihat  is  the  sort  of  argument  that  has 
been  ptt  into  the  hands  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers. I  am  not  ashamed  to  be  called  a 
philanthropist  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  am  not  aware  that  it  is  a  term  of 
opprobium,  but  if  so,  I  am  quite  willing 
to  bear  it.  I  feel  that  the  work  I  am 
carrying  out  is  that  of  which  no  one 
need  be  ashamed.  There  is  a  history 
cotinected  with  these  prison  sites.  In 
1883,  when  the  *' Bitter  Cry  of  Outcast 
London  "  startled  the  humanity  of  Lon- 
don, a  Royal  Commission  was  appointed 
to  investigate  the  question  of  the 
housing  of  the  working  classes.  That 
Commission  sat  for  somewhere  about 
three  years.  It  was  decidedly  a  strong 
Commission.    It  contained  some  of  the 
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hTKAM  TRAWLiyO  (IRELAND)  BILL 

(No.  335). 

Considered  in  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  J,  Rowland* 
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PRIVATE      BILLS     (ALTERATION     OF 
MEMORANDUM  OF  ASSOCIATION.) 

Message  from  the  GommonB  that  they 
have  appointed  a  Select  Committee  of 
five  Members  to  join  with  the  Committee 
appointed  by  this  House 

'*to  consider  and  report  under  what  circum- 
Btances,  or  upon  what  conditions,  if  any,  private 
Bills  altering  the  terma  of  the  memoranaum  of 
association  of  companies  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
pass.'* 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  (TONNAGE)  BILL 

Brought  from  the  Commons.;  read 
1* ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  to  be  read  2*  on 
Thursday  next.— (2%^  Lord  Balfour). 
(No.  174.) 

HERRING  FISHERIES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL 

(No.  149.) 

Keturned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
amendment  agpreed  to. 

I  NDUSTRIAL  SCHOOLS  BILL.    (No.  154.) 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put    into  Committee    (on    He-commit- 
ment) read. 

EarlBROWNLOW  :  My  Lords,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  considered 
their  position  in  regard  to  this  measure, 
and  in  view  of  the  state  of  business  in 
another  place,  I  think  I  should  only  be 
putting  your  Lordships  to  useless  and 
unnecessary  trouble  if  I  ac^ed  the  House 
to  further  consider  this  Bill.  I  beg, 
therefore,  to  withdraw  the  Bill  from  the 
consideration  of  the  House,  and  I  pro« 
pose  as  early  as  possible  next  Sesnon 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  aiib* 
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ject.  As  originally  introduced,  the  Bill 
had  in  it  a  clause  dealing  with  juvenile 
offenders,  and  the  Standina^  Committee 
are  of  opinion  that  that  subject  hardly 
comes  within  the  scope  of  this  Bill.  I 
have,  therefore,  promised  to  take  it  out 
of  the  Bill,  and  to  introduce  a  separate 
Bill  dealing  with  the  subject-matter  of  the 
clause.  That  promise  I  have  carried  out 
in  the  Jurenile  Offenders  Bill,  which  now 
stands  on  the  Paper  for  Second  Reading. 
Lord  NORTON :  I  hope  that  the 
Amendments  which'  have  been  made  by 
the  Standing  Committee,  and  which  are 
embodied  in  the  reprint  of  the  Bill,  will 
be  adopted  in  the  Bill  which  the  noble 
Lord  has  now  suggested  is  likely  to  be 
brought  forward  at  the  commencement 
of  next  Session;  and  that'  all  the 
Amendments  still  standing  on  the  Paper 
which  are  considered  to  be  of  very  g^eat 
importance  by  those  who  take  an  interest 
in  the  subject  will  be  considered  by  the 
Government  in  framing  the  new  mea- 
sure. 

Order  discharged ;  and  Bill  (by  leay 
of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

CRUELTY  TO  CHILDREN  (PREVENTION 
BILL  (No.  160). 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing  read. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  My  Lords,  I 
am  quite  sure  the  object  of  this  measure 
will  enlist  the  sympathies  of  your  Lord- 
ships, even  if  there  should  be  some 
differences  of  opinion  on  points  of  detail. 
It  aims  at  securing  to  young  and  help- 
less children  protection  from  cruelty, 
and  extending  to  them  more  effectually 
than  hiUierto  the  guardian  arm  of  the 
law.  The  Bill  proposes,  in  the  first  place, 
to  make  it  a  punishable  offence  to  ill- 
treat  a  chUd,  either  actiyely  or  by 
ni^ect ;  to  extend,  in  short,  to  children 
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that  protection   which  has  long  been 
afforded  to  animal«.     Although  hitherto 
it  has  been  an  otfence  to  work  a  horse 
when   its   condition  makes   that    work 
torture  to  the  animal^  it  has  been  no 
offence  t<)  treat  a  child  in  that  way.  My 
Jjorda,  I  think  that  there  will  not  be  much 
difference  of  opinion  upon  that  provision, 
but  that  your  Lordships  will  consider  it 
is  Tery  unsatisfactory  that  the  law  should 
be  in  that  condition.  I  confess  the  more 
I  haTe  looked  into  this  matter  the  more 
I  have  been  astonii>heii  an«l  alarmed  at 
the  amount  of  cruelty  practised  in  this 
country.      If  any  noble  Lords  should 
have  doubts  upon  the  subject,  I  would 
ask  them  to  read  the  Report  of  a  few 
years'  work  only  of  the  Society  for  the 
PreTention  of  Cruelty  to  Children,  and 
tbey  will  find   enough  there  to  show, 
even  if  they  discard  everything  which 
has  not  sto:>d  the  test  of   a  Court  of 
Justice,  that  there  is  an  evil  existing 
which  urgently  calls  for  a  remedy.     3Iy 
Lords,  the  first  section  of  the  Bill  deals 
with   offences  of   this    description    by 
rendering  offer ders  liable  to  fine  or  im- 
prisonment for  a  short  term.     It  deals 
also  specially  with  that  class  of  cases — 
unhappily,  too  frequent— where  those 
who  ill  treat  the  children  have  a  pecu- 
niary interest  in  their  death.  There  are 
many    cases    where    those    who    have 
charge  of  children  are  only  too  glad  if 
anything    happens   to   them   likely  to 
injure  their  health  and  endanger  or  put 
an  end  to  their  lives.     Of  course,  it  is 
very  often  extremely  difficult  and  even 
impossible  to  prove  that  such  has  been 
the  object,  and  yet  one  may  entertain 
the  conviction  beyond  a  doubt  that,  if 
it  had  not  been  for  the  pecuniary  interest 
which  persTins  had  in  a  child's  death,  the 
care  bestowed  upon  it  would  have  been 
greater  and  its  treatment  more  humane.  I 
My  Lords,  the  Bill  proposes  to  deal  with  | 
that   class   of  cases   in   this  way — that  : 
where  it  is  proved  that  the  person  ill-  | 
treating  a  child  had  a  pecaniary  interest  j 
in  its  death  a  more  severe  sentence  may  ) 
be  passed  and  the  fine  increased  to  £200. 
1  cannot  doubt  that  your  Lordships  will 
think  that  is  a  just  and  right  provision. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  cruelty  prevails 
to  a  very  considerable  extent  in  cases 
where  the  child  is  entitled  to  property 
which    will    come    to    the    parent    or 
guardian  on  its  death,  and  that  there 
are  many  cafes  wheie  the  motive  for 
want  of  care  is  to  be  found  in  the  fact 
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that  the  child's  life  has  been  inaozed- 
That,  my  Lords,  has  been  done  to  & 
very  great  extent   in   this    conntrj.     I 
think  the  distinction    which,   this   BID 
draws  between  Ihe  punishment  infficted 
upon  those  who  have  such,  a  motive  and 
those  who  have  not  is  one  which.  I  need 
not  justify  to   the   Hooae.      The   next 
provision  of  the  Bill  deals  with,  the  cue 
of   children    begging    in    the    atroeta. 
Hitherto   a  child  who  bega   has  heeo 
treated  as  having  committed  an  offence  ; 
but  the  person  who  sent  the  ehUd  inti> 
the   streets    to    beg,   and    who    wooU 
punish  it  for  not  begging,  haa  entirelT 
escaped   liability,    sithongh    goienJIy 
such  person  was  more  to  blame  th«n  the 
child.     The  Bill   proposes   to   infliet  & 
penalty  upon  those  who  aend  ^^didren 
out   to    beg.      The  next   provision    to 
which  I  will  call  attention  relates  t» 
children  who  are  selling,  singing,  piny-* 
ing.  or  performing  for  profit.     It 
hibits  such  employment    between 
hours  of  8  p.m.  and  5  a.m.  in  the 
and  between  10  p.m.  and  6  a.ni.  in 
summer.  This  is  not  an  enactment 
is  without  precedent.     It  is  nirendj 
be  found  in  some  local  Acts*  and 
of   the    most   important  towns  i 
country    have    made    bje-lnws 
Street  Traffic  Acts   containing 
provisions,  which  have  been  fonnd  to  b# 
effectual  and  free  from   any  inji 
This  Bill  proposes  to  make  the 
general  and  to  enable  it  to  be 
Mv  Lords,  so  far  I  think  I  have 
the  ground  which  in  the  other  Hi 
left  substantially  free  from  eontrovcny. 
I  now  come  to  a  provision  which  in  aosa* 
measure  has  been  made  the  snhject  of 
hostile  attack,  and  that  is  the  ptori  * 
that  children  under  10    yesm  of 
shall  not  be  caused  or  procnrad  to 
employed  in  any  street  or  in  any] 
licensed   for    the    sale  of  inl 
liquor  or  places  licensed  lor  pnblie 
tainments.     One  part  of  that 
haa  not  met,  even  from  those  "who 
oppoeed  to  it,  with  anything  like  ^ 
opposition,  because  I  think  that 
those  who  desire  its  modifiention 
that  the  provision  on^t  to 
as  it  relates  to  selling  or  ] 
poblic  houses  and  in  the 
objection  taken  has  been  to 
the  enactment  to  plaeei 
puUic      entertainmeBts. 
theiniorey      considering     tho 
srea  of  eppositionp  that  ia  i 
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which      would      be      moat      properly 
dealt     with    in    Committee.         Under 
these  circumstances,  I  shall  not  detain 
your  Lordships  upon  the  matter  now  at 
length ;  but  it  is  only  fair  to  those  who 
have  strongly  opposed  the  provision  in 
the   respect    which    I   have   mentioned 
that  I  should  state  the  view8  which  I 
entertain,  and  which  I  ask  the  House 
to  adopt  upon  the  subject.     I  think  it 
right,    therefore,    that   I   should   make 
allusion  to  the  objections  which   have 
been  raised.     It  must  be  remembered 
that  in   thus   prohibiting  the  employ- 
ment of  children  under  10  years  of  a^e 
in    theatres  and  other  places  of  public 
entertainment,  no  invidious  distinction 
has  been  made   between   theatres  and 
other  places  licensed   for  public  enter- 
tainments.     The    law    has    long  pro- 
hibited the  employment  of  children  of 
tender  years  in  factories,  and  there  ex  • 
ist  similar  restrictions  with  regard  to 
agricultural    employments.     Therefore 
the  clause  only  extends  to  theatres,  a 
form   of  legislation   which   Parliament 
has  thought  proper  to  apply  already  in 
many  cases.     The  question  which  your 
Lordships    will    have    to    consider    is 
whether,  looking  at  it  broadly  and  as 
a  whole,  the  employment  of  children  of 
tender  years  in  places  of  public  enter- 
tainment is  calculated  to  secure  or  to 
injure  their  physical  and  mental  well- 
being.     I  say  this,  because  it  must  be 
remembered  that  this  is  a  general  enact- 
ment. It  does  not  deal  with  one  particular 
kind    of    pla^e    of  entertainment.      It 
deals  with  all,  and  the  question  must  be 
looked  at  as  it  will  affect  children  of 
tender  years  who  may  be  found  there. 
It  is  no  answer  to  the  arguments  used 
in  support  of  such  a  prohibition  to  say 
that  there  may   be   a   class  of  public 
entertainments,   even   if  that  could  be 
edtablished,  in  which  children  can  be 
suitably  employed,  for  your  Lordships 
must  look  at  the  matter  as  a  whole,  and 
consider  what  is  the  result  of  children  of 
tender  age  being  employed  in  places  of 
public    entertainment    throughout   the 
country.     My  Lords,  it  has  been  said 
that  there  are   many   theatres   where 
children  are  well  oared  for,  and  guarded 
from  anything  that   is  likely   to  hurt 
them ;  but  even  if  that  be  so,  in  eon- 
sidering  this  clause  yon  must  ccmnder 
not  what  might  be  eetablisfaed  ma  re^f^rdji 
a  partieQiar  theidre,  but  yon  mvat  «oii- 
fiider  the  case  idtk  regard  to  all  plaeettrf 


public  entertainment  (which  are  of  much 
wider  extent  throughout  the  country  than 
theatres)  as  a  whole ;  and  I  cannot  help 
thinking   that   if  the   matter  be   thus 
regarded  it  will  be  found  there  is  not 
that  security  for  the  well-being  of  chil- 
dren of  tender  years  when  so  employed 
which  we  should  all  desire  should  be 
extended  to  them,  though  no  doubt  there 
are    places    of     public     entertainment 
throughout  different  parts  of  the  country, 
and  the  Metropolis, 'too,  where  I  imagine 
they  would  be  carefully  guarded  and 
shielded    from   harm.     Of   course,  the 
line  as  to  age  must  be  drawn   some- 
where ;  we  are  not  Mealing  simply  with 
children  on  the  verge  of  10,  the  provi- 
sion is  equally  applicable  to  all  children 
of  tender  years.     In  the  case  of  acro- 
batic performances  and  performances  of 
that  description,  children  of  tender  age 
ought  not  to  be  allowed  so  to  perform. 
But,  my  Lords,  is  that  the  only  case  in 
which  we  can  feel  justified  in  saying 
that  in  places  of  public  entertainment  in 
this  country  children  of   tender  years 
require  the  protection  which  this  provi- 
sion seeks  to  extend  to  them  ?     I  am 
told  that  in  many  oases  they  are  detained 
in  the  theatres  to  a  very  late  hour  at 
night ;  that  sometimes  for  weeks  during 
the  time   of  rehearsals  they  will  find 
their   way  home  at  2  o'clock  in    the 
morning;  and  when  we  consider  that 
this  may  be  applicable  to  children,  five, 
six,  and  seven   years  of  age,  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  we  have  no  sufiicient 
security  to  justify  us  in  saying  that  at 
all  tiroes,  and  in  all  cases,  the  well-being 
of   the  children  is  cared  for.     I,  there- 
fore, make  answer  to  those  who  allege 
that  in  particular  instances  the  children 
would  not  be  injured  that  we  must  deal 
with  the  matter  as  a  whole,  and  that  it 
is  incumbent  upon  those  who   seek  to 
make  objection  to  show,  dealing  with 
these  pieces  of  public  entertainment  aa 
a  whole,  that  children  of  tender  years 
should  be  allowed  to  be  employed  there. 
My  Lords,  it  may  be  urged  against  this 
provision  by  some  that,  so  far  from  the 
children  suffering  from   such  employ-' 
ment,  they  rather  enjoy  taking  part  in 
dramatic    performances.     I    will    oiily 
observe  that   many  children  would  b^- 
delighted  to  stay  up  night  after  night ' 
entertaining  themselves  in  a  way  wlucH ' 
would  be  injnrioni  to  their  health,  a}id' 
wMch  we  aholild  nol^l^kof  p6rmittiti|^<^ 
for  a  momoBi.    I  think  what  the  oHH- 
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dree  ^L«niA»e:Tec  voiad 
cauzio:  Ih;  xi.frC€  &  test  fur 
TLcz.  it  ic  Bttid  iLat  xxif*  proTiam  viH 
preraiitc^iidnrL  frosLeBrcixii^  muiA€T.ai]id 
that  i:  i«  Lard  to  pretest  txiem  eaniiuif 
mtAter  vhiui  add^  to  xLeir  x&a'.«rial  com- 
f  urt  a&d  to  tLe  vt-II  bfdxxg  of  iMmwilTS 
end  of  tue  liOUbe^iolde  in  iriaci.  uicT-Irred. 
TLat.  XLT  Lordfi.  ie  az:  olnffcdoxi  whicL 
atrkee  at  tli«  rxit  of  aU  tui«  le^fdaiiozi. 
I:  i«  ae  inie  with  regard  to  iacAonr  and 
agrit-iiltural  eiL][>iOTmeiAt.  azid  is  Kf^ttxsr 
^MiJb^^  vLenr  d*e«r  i»  proribhaon.  ac  it  is 
to  tLiif  partii'ular  case,  aiid  Icariiot  tLiiik 
tLat  i(-  an  ar^naoent  vLicL  oiig^t  t:i  be 
T2(rld«d  to.  ThefL  dt  LcTds.  it  ie  ar^ed 
tLat  acton  tL^naeirefi  w'Zl  mffer  as 
regards  8Uow«  in  tLcur  profeBedixn  from 
«utL  a  prohibition.  I  fail  to  aee  iLe 
eridenoe  that  it  is  efisential  to  cncDeBB 
in  tLe  tLe&tiical  prof€«Blon  that  a  child 
should  b^gin  to  l^iara  it  before  attaining 
10}  €9ars  of  age.  I  hare  nerer  heard 
cr  r^ad  of  anj  eridence  in  support  of 
that  argument,  or  shoving  that  that  is 
likelr  to  be  the  case.  I  belieTe  that  in 
Pranoe,  where  the  dramatic  ait  is  snp- 
p'jsed  to  stand  at  least  on  a  lerel  vith 
H«  p/sition  in  this  oountrr,  the  emplor- 
oaeitt  of  children  in  it  does  not  exift  to 
anj  such  extent  as  vith  us,  and  I  do 
not  know  that  it  is  at  a^l  essential 
ii/r  children  under  10.  Ca*>e8  hare 
been  cited  where  actors  and  actresses 
hef^hii  at  a  Terj  earlj  age ;  but  instances 
to  t^ie  contrary  hare  also  been  cited  where 
tbey  did  not  commence  at  a  tender  age. 
Th<frefore,  it  is  no  more  proof  that  some 
actors  and  actresses  who  hare  been 
soccesfrful  LaTe  succeeded  because  they 
began  th^^ir  work  on  the  stage  before 
they  were  10  years  of  age  than  that 
others  have  been  successful  because  they 
began  their  work  there  at  a  later  period. 
My  I>ird8,  I  do  not  myself  lay  any 
groat  stross  upon  the  moral  effect  upon 
the  children.  I  cannot  regard  the 
danger  to  morals  as  at  all  greater 
between  the  ages  of  8  and  10  than  it  ia 
between  1 0  and  12.  I  think  the  danger 
to  morals  would  be  just  as  great  at  the 
one  Tieriod  as  at  the  other,  and  that  it 
would  be  rather  a  weak  argument  to 
make  a  distinction  in  that  respect.  But 
I  do  lay  stross  upon  this — that  the  deli- 
cate organization  and  nervous  sensibility 
of  children  of  tender  years  cannot  safely 
be  subjected  to  the  unnatural  conditiona 
which  a  theatrical  traininp^  imposes  cm 
tbam,    the  effects  of  which  may  not 

Lord  Hwrichitt 


thttuiaulf  at  Ab  Ium^  bat 
do  gnat  barmiB  afterjam. 
ThBK  fifaas  nay  not  be  hnmaiBatf^ 
Tis^e.  but  iSkCT  win  aot  fnl  to  Aam 
xhemiBBlTfls  in  lafisr  lifa.     Mj  I^ads, 
theae  are  the  reaBOBB  wh j,  aa  far  aa  I 
aiL    comoBsikBd,    I    Acnld   pra|KMe   to 
adbare  to  l3ie  oanchiBaB  at  wliini  tna 
House  of  GaoBmaais  baa  anired,  wbidk 
has  been  twioe  aSmwd  by  tba   aame 
majarixTcfl?.    M j  Loada,  I  bata  bow 
deali  with  the  main  pTtynsaas  of  uie 
Bill,  and  I  need  anhr  detain  job  with  a 
word    or    two    on   tbe    AmeodmeiitB 
adopted  in  the  other  Hoaae^  with  wbich 
I  a^  hope   that  your  Liardabijpa  will 
agree,  one  of  whicb  is  of  great  nnpcait- 
anoe.    It  gires  power  to  the  Oooit  to 
'  deprire    of    the    guardiaasbip    of   bia 
■  chndren  any  parent  who  bas  been  bogm 
eorr  to   their    iU-treatment  under   the 
'  earlier  prorisiafns  of  the  BilL    I  tbink, 
'  my  Lords,  that  is  likely   to  prove  an 
I  extremely  useful  proTiaon,  and  it  awaufl 
to  me  an  enunentij  just  one.    A  paiant 
who  thus  treata  a  (duld  shows  bimsrif  or 
herself  to  be  unfit  for   guardianship, 
ani  it  is  in  the  public  interest  ttiat  tba 
\  child  should  be  romored  from  aocb  a 
!  parent.    I  do  not  think  jour  Lordships 
:  will  oonnder  that  is  an  improper  inter- 
ference with  the  parental  right.    Your 
{  Lordships  will  see  that  the  BOl  cawJnllj 
!  reserves  intact  the  power  whidi  icatsm 
j  a  parent    or    guardian   to    ad  mini  star 
punishment  to  a  child.    In  that  loapact 
the  law  is  not  interfered  with  by  this 
Bill.     There  is  one  other  important  pro- 
Tision,  and  that  is  for  power  to  tako  the 
evidence  of  children  of  tender  jaaiSi 
although  not  given  on  oath,  if  it  is  eor- 
roborated  by   other  testimonj.    Tbair 
evidence  would  not  be  sufficient  alono 
to  secure  a  conviction.    This  provision 
had  been  found  to  work  eztremdj  well 
in  an  Act  of  a  different  character  relat- 
ing to  offences  against  children,  psasad 
three  or  four  years  ago.    Your  Lord* 
ships   will   understand   that  in  manj 
cases,  unless  the  evidence  of  the  cbildien 
themselves  is  to  be  received,  althongb 
thev  may  not  know  the  nature  of  an 
oath,  the  offender,  often  a  verypjievooa 
offender,    would    escape    punishmant. 
My  Lends,  I  earnestly  bope^  the  Houaa 
wul  give  its  favourable  consideration  to 
this  Bill,    because   I  believe   it    will 
diminish  thearea  of  child-suffering,  bring 
within  the  reach  of  j  usftieo  maqy  a  crasl 
torturer  of  defanceless  childiaBi  aad 
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oonfer  happiness  on  many  a  life  bejond 
what  woiud  otherwise  be  attainable.  I 
therefore  move  the  Second  Beading  of 
theBiU. 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
r."—{Thd  Lord  Bersehdl.) 

Thb  Earl  of  DUNB  A  YEN :  I  entirely 
agree  with  every  word  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  has  said.     No  one  can  feel 
more  strongly  than  myself  the  baseness 
of  parents,  or  other  persons,  who  would 
be  guilty  of  offences  uf  this  character, 
such  as  we  constantly  meet  with,  for  the 
sake  of  pecuniary  advantage  to  them- 
selves ;  and  nobody  can  reprobate  more 
strongly  than  I  do  those  parents,  unfor- 
tunately   too    numerous,     who    prefer 
living  in   idleness  on   their   children's 
earnings    to    exerting    themselves    for 
the    maintenance    of    their    children. 
But  the  Bill  confers  large  powers  on  the 
police  and  on  magistrates,  which,  before 
it  becomes  law,  ought  to  be  carefully 
scrutinized  by  noble  Lords  who  possess 
higher  authority  on  legal  matters  than 
I  can  pretend  to.     A  g^eat  deal  may 
turr,  for  instance,  on  the  legal  meaning 
of  the  word  '*  neglect."     I  do  not  know 
what  its  exact  legal  meaning  may  be, 
but  if  it  is  the  same  as  its  ordinary 
raeaniDg,  there  can  be  no  doubt  that 
the  powers  conferred  on  the  Executive 
by   this    Bill    might   be   very   grossly 
abused.     However,  my  Lords,   what  I 
wish  principally  to  speak  about  is  Sub- 
section 3  of  the  second  clause,  which 
prohibits  children  under  10  years  of  age 
from  being  allowed  to  do  various  things. 
I  do  not  propose  to  enter  now  at  any 
length  upon  the  question  of  the  appli- 
cation of  that  sub- section  generally  to 
theatres  and  similar  places  of  entertain- 
ment.    That,  as  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  has  said,  is  a  matter  for  Committee. 
I  am  not  in  a  position  to  go  into  the 
matter  at  all  to-night,  because  I  did  not 
anticipate  having  an  opportunity  to  say 
anything  at  all  on  the  subject  until  the 
Bill  came  before    Committee.     But  I 
object  to  the  prohibition  against  the 
employment  of  children  at  theatres  on 
two  grounds — first,  because  it  is  not  a 
question  which  should  be  dealt  with  in 
a  Bill  for  the  prevention  of  cruelty  to 
children.    There  is  not  a    particle  of 
evidence  that  there  has  ever  been  any 
cruelty  inflicted  on  children  employed  in 
theatzee.    It  is  another  question  alto- 
gether whether  children  should  be  al- 


lowed to  be  employed  in  that  way ;  but 
if  there  is  to  be  any  legislative  interfer* 
enoe,  it  ought  to  be  in  the  form  of  an 
amendment  to  the  Factory  Acts,  or  some 
legislation  of  that  character.     I  wish  to 
impress  very  strongly  upon  your  Lord* 
shipa  that  to  deal  with  that  matter  by 
a  side  issue  in  a  Bill  for  preventing 
cruelty  to  children,  would  be  doing  gross 
injustice,  and  that  a  prohibition  of  this 
kind  involves  gross  calumny  on  those 
who  employ  these  children.     It  should 
not  be  introduced  into  a  Bill  of  this 
kind ;  and  whatever  may  be  the  opinion 
entertained  as  to  the  desirability  or  not 
of  so  employing  children,  I  trust  the 
matter  will  not  be  dealt  with  in  this 
Bill.     Next,  my  Lords,  I  object  to  the 
noble  and  learned  Iiord*s  statement  that 
although  in  some  theatres  the  children 
are  well  cared  for  it  is  not  so  in  others. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  has  not 
produced  a  shred  of  fact  in  support  of 
this  allegation ;  and  in  the  absence  of 
evidence  we  are  entitled  to  assume  that 
no  such  theatres  exist.     I  am  strongly 
of  opinion  that  if  children  are  prevented 
from  playing  in  theatres  hardship  and 
injustice  will  be  inflicted,  alike  upon  the 
children    who    play    and    upon    their 
parents  and  friends.     If  I  had  known 
that  I  should  have  the  opportunity  of 
dealing  with  this  subject  to-night,   I 
should  have  been  prepaid  to  place  before 
the  House  overwhelming  proof  that  these 
children  were  enormously  benefited,  both 
morally  and  physically,  by  the  training 
which  they  receive.     It  is  very  easy  to 
see  why  they  must  be  greatly  benefited 
by  such  employment;  because,  putting 
it  on  the  lowest  ground  of  all,  it  must  be 
admitted  that  where  a  child  is  worth  a 
considerable  sum  at  a  theatre  the  parents 
will  take  more  pains  to  keep  the  child 
in  health  and  strength.  And  the  parents 
are,  of  course,  better  enabled  to  do  that,  so 
that  the  children    are  clearly  in  every 
way   benefited  by   being   employed  at 
theatres.     Now,  my  Lords,  it  has  been 
stated  that  their  morals  are  affected  by 
such  employment.     I  will  not  discuss 
the  question  whether  the  theatrical  pro- 
fession is  moro  or  less  moral  than  others. 
Prubably  they  are  all  much  about  the 
same.     But  I  am  sure  that  the  danger 
of  demoralization  is  less  in  the  case  of  a 
person  entering  the  profession   at   au 
early  age  than  in  the  case  of  those  who 
begin  their  theatrical  career  later  in  life. 
If  there  is  immorality,  I  believe  it  will 
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d^pre^,  offend  the  dramatic  pro- 
fetnon.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the 
theatre  at  this  date  is  rery  different  from 
what  it  used  to  be,  and  I  should  be 
very  sorry  to  bear  any  aspersion  cast 
npon  the  morality  of  those  connected 
with  it.  I  think  it  as  well  to  state 
here,  as  some  appear  to  be  under  the 
impression  that  those  who  started  this 
Bill  have  in  some  way  aspersed  the 
theatrical  profession,  that  the  evidence 
of  Board  School  teachers  slows  that  the 
education  of  children  employed  in 
theatres  practically  ceases  concurrently 
with  their  being  engaged.  I  will  read 
a  letter  from  a  lady  whoee  name  I  need 
not  mention,  who  has  taken  a  leading 
part  in  tLis  matter.     She  says — 

'*  I  do  not  charge  th«  mana^n  of  theatres 
with  tr'^tindf  the  children  with  what  irt  ordi- 
narily called  crnelty :  it  ia  simply  a  mi^repre- 
aentation  to  pretend  that  I  do  so :  hut  that  such 
early  employment  i.-*  highly  injurious  to  the 
children  I  think  ia  beyond  all  doubt.*' 

The  noble  Earl  opposite,  who  .<ttated  that 
he  wa4  going  to  move  an  Amendment 
when  this  Bill  comes  into  Committee, 
found  fault  with  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord    who    brought  forward   the  Bill 
because  he  did  not  produce  evidenca.     I 
W0i«ld,  in  reply,  poict  out  that  the  noble 
Earl  himself  did  not  bring  forward  any 
evidence  up^m  his  aide  of  the  question. 
Board    Hchool   teachers,    I   think  jour 
Lordships  will  allow,  are  perhaps   the 
most    competent    persons    to    give   an 
opinion  whether  these  children  are  being 
properly  educated  or  not.     I  am  aware 
that  the    managers   of   many  theatres 
have  done  their  best  to  establish  excel- 
lent schof^lA  for  the  children,  but  the 
fjuefttion   remains    "  Can  the  children 
profit  by  them  ?  "     It  resolves  it.<>elf  into 
a   matter  of  physical  strength.       Can 
children  who  are  kept  up  till  2,   3,  or 
perhaps  4  in  the  morning,  possiibly  be 
capable   of    doing   their   lessons  after- 
wards ?     I  am  perfectly  certain  my  own 
children  would  not  be  able  to  do  it.  and 
if  f  o  I  ujfty,  I   think,   ar^ue  that  these 
children  of  poor  people,  allowed  to  keep 
thefie  late  hourjtat  night  and  early  hours 
of  the  morning,  would  not  be  abln»  to 
work  n';xt  day  »m  they  ought  to  do  in  the 
ad  vail  CO  of  their  education.      Evidence 
lian  aUo  been   taken  iu   the  matter   by 
another  class  uf  persons  who  are  also 
very  (•■>iiip*-ttiit  to  give  an  opinion,  I 
moan  the  School  Board  ofRcers,  whose 
duty  it  i.i  to  bring  the  children  into  the 
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schoola,  and  who  s»  wA 
with  the  cizcamataiieea  of  tiko 
who  place  their  children,  in. 
and  they  state  that,  as  a  mmtter  of  fiwt» 
in  nine  cases  oat  of  ten  one  or  odior  of 
the  parents  ia  in  the  hnbit  of  drill kfw^ 
They  assert  that  thaee  ehildzea  are  not 
simply  sent  to  the  theatres  bocewee  tiia&r 
parents  ara  poor  or  uanble  to  onxa  n 
livelihood  themMhnB%  but  bccsane  tbe 
parents  desire  to  live  apoa.  the  wagw 
earned    by  their   childzen,    doin^    no- 
thing tiiemseives.      Another  fact  whick 
cannot    be  controverted   ia   tl&et   some 
of    the   children  after  tliey   leave  the 
theatres    have    to    go   lon^   distaaeea. 
Some      of     the      children      live      (ar 
from  the  tkeatree,  and  returning  home 
by   train   at    2   or  3   in    the    monung 
they  often  can  hardly  hold  their  heads 
up   from   exhaustion.     Some  of    tho^ 
have  been  known  to  say  that  thej  were 
dreadfully  frightened  at  having  to  g» 
through  the  streets  so  late  at  ni^^  ;  and 
that  they  could  not  ran  home  qaicklj,  they 
were  too  tired.     My  Lords,  if  oar  owa 
children  are  tired  after  beia^  ap  late  ai 
night,  and  unable  to  do  their  work  nest 
day,  or  enjoy  themselveey  is  it  not  iikaly 
that  children  who  are  badly   fed,  and 
have  nut  tLe  vitality  of  the  npper  and 
middle  claases,  should  suffer  to  a  mnd^ 
greater  extent  ?    The  two  gronnda  on 
which  I  base  my  support  of  the  daaae 
under  disciission  are  thoee  of  ednratioB 
and  health,  and  I  think  I  have  afaovn 
your  Lorddhips  that,  at  all  eventa  aa  re- 
gards health,  there  can  be  no  qaotion 
that  the  children  suifer.     Then  how  ia 
it    as    regards   edncation?     We    have 
heard  what  the  evidence  is  that  ia  given 
in    this  matter  by    the  School  Board 
officers.     We  also  know  that  in  1887 
the    Chairman    of   the    School   Board 
stated    there     were     25,000     children 
who  had  escaped  through  the  meaheaof 
the  educational   ne%   and  evaded  the 
schools ;  and  I  think  we  maj  fairlj  aay 
that  the  children  who  are  emplojed  at 
places  of  public  entertainment  in  aome 
measure  go  to  make  up  that  number  of 
2o,0i/0.     We  all  know  that  aa  edaeation 
increases    fro    crime    diminiahea.      We 
know  that  in   1869  there  were  11,000 
children    committed;     in    18e6     thaie 
were  only  5,000  committed.     We  maj, 
therefore,  feel  confident  that  the 
we  can   educate    the  children 
Board  Schools,  especially  if  W4  _ 
I  hope  we  shall  get,  a  system  of  pli^a* 
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cal  educaiioii  thovougUj  esiabliehed, 
the  more  the  children  will  improve  both 
morally  and  physically. 
♦LoBD  FITZGERALD :  My  Lords,  I 
have  only  a  few  remarks  to  make  with 
regard  to  the  severity  of  some  of  the 
punishments  which  it  would  be  possible 
to  impose  according  to  the  Bill  in  its 
present  form.  I  entirely  approve  of  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  but  I  think  certain 
safeguards  should  be  introduced  in  Com- 
mittee. With  regard  to  tbe  first  part 
of  the  Bill  as  to  so  neglectiog  a  child 
as  to  injure  its  health,  the  party  con- 
victed will  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanour, 
and  will  be  subject  to  imprisonment  not 
exceeding  two  }  ears  and  a  fine  of  £  1 00. 
Imprisonment  for  two  years  is  a 
very  serious  thing  indeed.  I  have 
heard  from  an  experienced  person 
that .  he  had  never  known  a  man 
to  emerge  from  that  imprisonment  (if 
carried  out  on  the  separate  system)  other- 
wise than  shattered  both  in  bod  j and  mind . 
If  the  offence  is  that  of  conspiracy  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  some  pecuniary 
benefit,  it  is  a  defect  in  this  Bill  that 
the  only  additional  punishment  is  an 
additional  fine  to  the  extent  of  £100. 
Your  Lordships  will  find  that  a  power  is 
given  to  Courts  of  Summary  Jurisdic- 
tion to  sentence  summarily  to  three 
months'  imprisonment  with  hird  libour 
and  a  fine  of  £50— this  is  contrary  to 
the  spirit  of  English  law.  Again, 
you  will  find  that  any  constable  may 
arrest,  or  take  into  custody  without 
a  warraiit,  any  person  who,  in  his 
view,  has  committed  an  offence  under 
this  Act.  That  might  be  applied  to 
managers  of  theatres,  where  children  ap- 
parently within  the  limit  were  employed. 
A  constable  would  be  authorized  to  take 
the  manager  into  custody,  and  he  would 
be  taken  before  a  Magistrate.  Section  4, 
again,  is  very  important,  and  though  I 
do  not  object  to  its  principle,  I  think  it 
would  require  to  be  amended  and  greatly 
safeguarded.  Suppose  a  person  is  com- 
mitted fur  an  alleged  offence,  under 
this  Act  any  person  is  authorized  to 
immediately  bring  the  case  before  a 
Court  of  Summary  Jurisdii  tion,  and 
though  there  has  been  no  conviction, 
yet  it  the  Court  is  satisfied  it  is 
qualified  to  act  in  the  matter,  and  may 
order  the  child  to  be  taken  out  of  the 
custody  of  the  father  and  committed  to 
the  charge  of  a  stranger.  That  sec- 
tion may  be  very  good  in  principle,  but 


it  doee  require  to  be  very  much  revised* 
Another  point  is  that,  upon  information, 
a  search  warrant  may  be  issued  and  any 
house  broken  into  at  night  in  order  to 
see  whether  any  offence  against  the  Act 
is  being  committed  there.  I  entirely  sup* 
port  the  broad  principle  of  this  BiU, 
but  I  think  objection  might  properly 
be  raised  upon  various  points  in  Com* 
mittee. 

Lord  CLIFFOED  op  CHUDLEIQH  : 
My  Lords,  I  only  wish  to  eay  one  or  two 
words  in  support  of  what  has  fallen 
from  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who 
has  just  sat  down  with  regard  to  Qauee 
4  as  to  taking  away,  in  the  first  place, 
from  a  parent  the  custody  of  a  child. 
In  the  second  place,  that  child  may  be 
handed  over  to  the  guardianship  of  a 
perfect  stranger,  and  not  only  to  a  rela* 
tion  of  the  child.  There  is  no  provision  > 
made  for  any  control  whatever  over 
what  happens  to  that  child  when  once, 
it  is  taken  from  its  parents  and  handed 
over  to  a  perfect  stranger.  There  should,  I 
think,  also  be  provision  made  for  giving  a 
greater  locus  standi  to  the  relations  of  a 
child  in  bringing  the  matter  into  Court 
under  that  portion  o(  the  clause  which, 
says  that  the  Court  may  vary  or  revoke 
an  order.  The  proper  person  to  have 
the  custody  of  the  child  may  be 
absent  or  away  at  the  time  the  matter 
is  brought  before  the  Court  in  t&e  first 
instance,  and  it  might  be  very  difficult 
then  to  get  the  proper  person  appointed. 
I  hope,  therefore,  in  going  through 
Committee  such  safeguards  as  may  be 
necessary  will  be  added  to  the  measure. 

LohD  HERSCHELL:  My  Lords,  I 
have  only  to  thank  noble  Ijords  who 
have  suggested  Amendments.  I  quite 
agree  with  the  criticism  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  on  the  clause  which  refers 
to  the  handing  over  of  a  child  to  the 
guardianship  of  another  person.  I  will 
endeavour  to  make  the  matter  plain  in 
Committee. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  I  only 
debire  to  say  a  few  words.  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  some  sort  of  arrange- 
ment  might  be  made  whereby  the  gene- 
rality of  the  provisions  which  have  been 
so  much  debated  might  be  limited  in 
some  way  by  ecabling  a  competent 
authority  to  give  a  license  to  parents  fov 
tlie  employment  of  their  children,  and 
to  entrust  the  persons  employing  them 
with  their  care,  in  exceptional  circum- 
stances. Some  arrangement  of  this  kind. 
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I  think,  might  reconcile  opposite  views 
upon  the  subject.  With  regard  to  the 
clause  which  makes  it  a  higher  offence, 
punishable  with  a  heavier  penalty,  if  the 
person  committing  the  offence  was  sup- 
posed to  be  influenced  by  any  pecuniary 
interest  in  a  child's  death,  I  am  of 
opinion  that  the  section  either  goes  too 
far  or  not  far  enough.  In  the  one  case 
the  offence  might  be  murder,  and  ought 
to  be  treated  as  such ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  it  might  be  an  accidental  circum- 
fltance  unconnected  with  cruelty,  and  in 
that  case  the  clause  goes  too  far.  It  comes 
to  this — that  if  you  have  a  suspicion  of 
foul  play  not  sufficient  to  justify  you  in 
treating  it  as  an  offence,  you  shall  treat 
it  as  though  that  offence  had  been  com- 
mitted  although  you  have  no  proof.  It 
seems  to  me  that  you  would  be  adminis- 
tering the  law  on  false  principles,  and 
that  the  clause  ought  to  receive  careful 
attention. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  I 
think  we  are  all  agreed  that  the  Bill 
ought  to  be  read  a  second  time.  I 
should  like  to  say  that  I  should  rather 
reg^t  the  compromise  suggested  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack. 
I  am  not  an  admirer  of  too  much  inter- 
ference between  employers  and  em- 
ployed, or  between  parents  and  children. 
On  the  other  hand;  I  have  always  been 
a  great  admirer  of  theatres,  particularly 
in  later  days.  I  believe  that  theatrical 
representations  may  be  made  of  very 
great  use  in  elevating  the  taste  and 
improving  the  morals  of  those  who  visit 
them.  But,  my  Lords,  I  think  too  much 
iJB  done  towards*  making  a  tabula  ra$a  by 
the  Bill  before  us.  The  truth  is  that 
every  single  argument  used  by  the  noble 
Earl  against  the  provisions  which  pro- 
hibit the  employment  of  children  in 
theatres  is  applicable,  though  in  a  much 
stronger  degree,  to  principles  which, 
rightly  or  wrongly.  Parliament  has 
adopted  in  the  past.  The  same  objec- 
tions were  raised  when  the  employment 
of  children  in  factories,  agriculture, 
mines,  and  other  industries  was  pro- 
hibited. It  was  then  plausibly  argued 
that  the  prohibition  would  injure  the 
employer  and  the  employed.  I  do  not 
believe  that  a  young  person  becomes 
a  better  actor  because  he  was  employed 
before  the  age  of  10  years.  The  evi- 
dence is  all  the  other  way.  What  I  feel 
is  that,  having  committed  ourselves  to 
the    principle    of    restricting  juvenile 
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labour,  and  afterthaf  principle  has  been* 
universally  adopted  by  pablio  opinioit 
as  a  proper  restriction,  it  is  too  late  to^ 
say  we  will  ifiake  a  ooneessicm  aaA, 
legalize  the  employment  of  those  vsrf 
young  children  in  theatres.  With' 
regard  to  the  question  of  craeltj,  I  will! 
go  so  far  as  to  say  that  if  any  of  yoor* 
Lordships  sent  your  children  ont  night 
after  night  in  all  weathers  into  the 
heated  atmosphere  of  a  theatre  to  take 
part  in  a  performance  which  mast  be 
exciting  to  them,  after  which  they  would 
have  to  find  their  way  home,  or  even  if 
they  were  kept  up  night  after  night  in 
their  own  comfortable  drawing  rooms 
till  11  or  12  o'clock,  that  would  be  very 
great  cruelty  to  them,  and  still  greater 
must  be  the  cruelty  in  the  case  of  these 
poor  children. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  BiU  read  2*,  and 
referred  to  the  Standing  Oommittee  for 
Bills  relating  to  Law,  &c. 

RESERVE  OF  HORSES  FOR  THE  ARUY. 

QX7ESTI0NS — OBSERTATIOXS. 

♦Lord  SANDHURST :  My  Lords,  I 
rise  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Goremment' 
whether  they  can  give  a  dear  definition 
of  the  term  '*  emergency,"  under  vrhidh 
registered  horses  may  be  requisitioned 
for  Government  service  ?  OonsideraUe 
doubt  exists  as  to  the  oircumstaness- 
under  which  these  horses  could  he  called 
out — whether  only  in  time  of  anticipated 
invasion,  or  whenever  the  Reserves  were- 
called  out,  or  on  the  oocasion  of  any- 
small  war  in  a  remote  part  of  tiisf 
Empire;  and  it  would,  I  think,  give 
general  satisfaction  if  the  Govemmsiit 
could  say  whether  the  scheme  had  been 
generally  successful. 

*rHE  UNDER  SEORETABT  or 
STATE  FOR  WAR  (Lord  Hasbis)  ? 
My  Lords,  I  can  hardly  undertake 
to  give  a  general  definition  of  the 
term  '*  emergency,  "|  but  I  hope 
to  be  able  to  give  such  a  definitioa: 
as  will  satisfy  those  gentlemen  who^- 
I  have  no  doubt,  have  interested  the 
noble  Lord  in  this  subject.  BeCofS 
doing  so,  I  will  give  the  noble  Lord  the 
information  he  asks  for.  Yonr  Lofd* 
ships  may  remember  that  in  theautuflBOS 
of  1887  I  intimated  that  the  Ootstb* 
ment  proposed  to  invite  owners  of  horses 
to  register  them  for  military  piirposos, 
and  1  had  the  temerity  to  prophesy  that 
as  volunteering  had  proved  so  sui 
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forsoldiers  I  saw  no  reason  why  it  shoald 
Bot  be  as  successful  for  horses.  The 
event  has  justified  my  prophesy.  Last 
year  we  obtained  Treasury  sanction  for 
7,000  horses,  and  this  year  we  have 
obtained  Treasury  sanction  for  a  further 
7,000.  That  first  number  of  7,000  had 
been  examined  and  passed  by  the  Deputy 
Inspectors  of  Remounts,  and  had  been 
registered,  and  of  the  second  7,000  we 
have  now  examined  and  passed  2,500,  so 
that  we  have  now  9,500  horses  com- 
pletely  registered.  Of  the  first  7,000, 
6,000  were  draught  and  1,000  riding 
horses.  It  is,  I  suppose,  with  special 
reference  to  the  riding  horses  that  the 
noble  Lord  puts  the  question  to  me. 
The  large  majority  of  the  owners  of 
these  horses  came  forward  again  this 
year  to  register.  It  is  obvious  that  the 
amount  of  the  fee  can  be  no  object  to 
them,  and  that  they  come  forward 
purely  from  patriotio  motived  to  assist 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  In  addition 
to  the  horses  already  mentioned,  500 
hunters,  belonging  to  masters  of 
hounds,  have  been  registered.  Although 
out  of  those  previously  mentioned 
nearly  the  >necessary  proportion  oi 
riding  horses  could  be  obtained,  the 
Gknrernment  are  exceedingly  anxious 
to  obtain  the  further  co-operation  of 
masters  of  hounds,  so  that  they  may,  if 
possible,  be  able  to  rely,  on  horses  of 
the  class  of  hunt- servants'  horses.  Out 
of  300  masters  of  hounds  who  have  been 
applied  to  100  answers  have  been 
obtained,  of  which  over  60  are  favour- 
able. Obviously  as  I  have  said  the  fees 
are  too  snail  to  be  of  any  importance  to 
those  gentlemen,  who  have  registered 
from  purely  patriotic  motives.  Many 
who  have  not  registered  have  very 
reasonably  pointed  out  that  the  term 
<<  emergency ''  is  very  indefinite,  and 
have  asked  the  Government  to  state  how 
they  propose  to  construe  it.  With  a 
view  to  meet  that  most  reasonable  re- 
quest I  have  consulted  with  the  Quarter- 
master General,  and  we  propose  to  con- 
strue the  term  in  the  following  way  : — 
«<  Emergency  ^*  will  be  interpreted  as  an 
occasion  when — 

"The  Reservea  are  called  out^for'permanent 
service  by  proclamation  of  Her  Majesty  in 
Council,  the  occaBion  being  first  communicated 
to  Parliament,  if  Parliament  be  then  sitting,  or 
declared  in  ('ouncil  and  notified  by  proclama- 
tion if  Parliament  be  not  then  sitting.'* 

This  the  Government  hope  will  meet 


the  objections  which  have  been  faiaed* 
That  there  may  be  no  misunderstanding 
in  the  future  owing  to  changes  <4 
Government  or  high  ofiicials,  I  propose 
to  put  a  footnote  on  the  form  of  4gree{ 
ment  for  registering  horses,  setting  oat 
the  definition  of  the  term  *'  emergency  " 
which  I  have  just  read.  Your  Lordship 
will,  however,  clearly  understand  that  it 
is  confined  and  applicable  only  to  the 
registration  of  horses  and  obtains  it^ 
binding  eflFect  from  the  voluntary  accept- 
ance  of  the  definition  by  the  parties  to 
the  agreement.  It  does  not  profess  to 
nor  could  itdefine  the  term  "  emergency" 
as  employed  in  the  Militia,  Beserve^ 
Yeomanry,  and  Volunteer  Acts.  The 
definition  of  the  term  there  must  remaiti 
with  Her  Majesty  in  Council,  but  as  far 
as  the  registration  of  horses  is  eoncemed 
we  are  prepared  to  put  that  on  the  forms 
of  agreement.  The  Gt>vemment  hope 
that  will  meet  the  views  of  owners  of 
horses  and  masters  of  hounds,  and  that 
we  shall  obtain  an  increased  number  of 
horses  from  them. 

TheEarlopKIMBERLEY:  Probably 
the  noble  Lord  remembers  that  tho  last 
time  the  Beserves  were  called  out  was  in 
1883,  when  there  was  a  fear  of  war,  and 
it  was  for  the  purpose  of  service  in 
India.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
noble  Lord's  definition  applies  to  India*. 
At  that  time  25,000  of  the  Keservet 
were  called  out. 

♦Lord  HAERIS  :  We  are  at  present 
in  the  position  that  we  were  successful 
in  obtaining  horses  last  year,  without 
any  condition  of  emergency.  We  have 
also,  as  I  have  explained,  obtained  this 
year  a  second  7,000  horses,  and  we  hope 
that  this  definition  will  satisfy  the 
owners. 

TRANSPORT  FOR  AUXILIARY  FORCES. 

♦Lord  TRUEO:  My  Lords,  I  had 
given  notice  to  call  attention  to  recent 
War  Office  Circulars  relating  to  trans-* 
port  for  the  Auxiliary  Forces,  and  te 
ask  a  question.  I  came  prepared  to* 
night  to  put  that  question,  but  I  believe 
I  am  right  in  saying  that  there  will  be 
no  objection  to  their  being  given,  and 
I  will  therefore  simply  move  if  I  am 
not  out  of  order  that  those  Circulars  be 
laid  upon  the  Table. 

♦Lord  HARRIS  :  I  am  afraid  I  must 
ask  the  noble  Lord  to  point  out  what 
the  circumstances  are  to  which  he 
alludes.    I  suggest  that  the  noble  Lord 
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ment)  (according  to  order)  i  Bill  re- 
ported without  amendment ;  and  to  be 
read  S'  To-morrow. 
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House  Rdjournod  a 


Seven  o'eloclt' 
s  quarter  pnat 
Ten  o'clock. 


nOTJSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Monday,  22nd  Juljf,  1889. 


EAST  INDIA  [ASSAM  COOLIES). 

AddrcBS  for — 

"CopiM  ot  Government  of  Tndin  Despatch, 
bted  the  22nd  day  of  June  1SP9.  i^ith  itainclo- 
aurcE,  including  Reports  by  Mr.  Tucter  ;  and 
ofUemorial  of  the  Indian  Aaeociatian  of  Cal- 
cntta,  dated  the  12th  d&v  of  April  18SS   (: 

■  ■  •     ■         Am'     l(p(ii™     >J 


PRIVATE    BILLS     (ALTEHATION    OF 
MEMORANDUM  OF  ASSOCIATION.) 
Lords    tfeBBBge     [16th    July]    con- 
sidered. 

Ordered,  Tirnt  a  Select  Committee  of  Fire 
Meratierv  be  appointed  to  jdid  with  the  Com- 
mittee appointed  by  the  Uouge  of  Lords,  as 
mentioned  in  their  Lordships'  ilessage  of  the 
16th  day  of  this  instant  July,  to  consider  and 
report  under  vhat  circnm stances,  or  upoD  vhat 
conditions,  if  any,  Private  Bills  alteriDg-  the 
terms  of  the  UemoranduTn  of  Association  of 
Companiei,  ought  to  Ira  allowed  to  pass. 

Ordored,  That  Mr.  Courtney,  Mr.  Bristove, 
Ur.  Haldane,  Mr.  Raikea,  and  Sir  Horace 
Darey  be  Members  of  the  Committee. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quorum. 

Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the 
Lords  to  acquaint  their  Lordships  that  this 
House,  having  considered  their  Lordships' 
Messa^,  has  appointed  a  Select  Committee  of 
Five  Members  to  join  with  the  Committee 
appointed  by  the  House  of  Lords,  as  men- 
tioned in  their  Lordships'  AleasaRe  of  Tuesday 
the  IGth  day  of  this  instant  July  to  consider 
and  report  under  what  circumstances,  or  upon 
what  condlticns,  if  any,  Private  Bilk  altering 
the  terms  of  the  Memorandum  of  Association 
of  Companies,  ought  to  be  allowed  to  pass. — 
(Sir  Boraet  Sttty). 


QUS8TI0NS. 


COMMUTATION  OP  PENSIONS. 
I  bag  to  uk  the  Swretuy  of  Stated 


War  whether  lie  can  now  infoim  th* 
Houae  of  his  decision  as  to  the  fatim 
rates  of  the  oommutation  of  pensiom 
to  non-commiaeioned  officers  and  pri- 
vates ? 

*TnB  SECEETAET  op  STATE  wr 
WAR  (Ut.  E.  Staithofe,  Lincoliuhirs, 
Homcastle] :  I  am  sorr;  that  I  cannot 
^re  the  hoa.  Oentleman  tho  informa- 
tion for  which  he  asks.  There  haa 
been  some  delay  in  the  matter  owin; 
to  our  baving  to  wut  for  a  Treasuj 
decision,  which  is,  I  believe,  kept  back 
for  a  Report  from  the  Pensions  Comma- 
tation  Board.  I  regret  the  delay,  and  I 
will  do  my  best  to  give  an  earlj  answsr' 
to  the  qiiestion. 

THE  INTERNATIONAL  UARITIHB 
CONFERENCE. 

Mr.  OHANNINO  (Nortbampton- 
ahire.E.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Seo- 
retary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  the  programme  agreed  upon 
by  the  American  delegates  to  the  Intar- 
national  Maritime  Conferenoe,  and 
submitted  by  them  on  3rd  April  to 
Mr.  Blaine,  was  oommnnioated  Dj  tlia 
United  States  Government  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  the  same  fonn 
or  with  any  modifications;  and,  if  the 
latter,  what  were  the  modificalions; 
whether  the  programme,  as  drawn  up 
by  the  American  delegates,  inolndedtw 
following  subjects:  signals  by  lights  (v 
by  sound  to  iadioate  the  ooonaa  a( 
veesele  at  night  and  during  foga  aad 
thick  weather,  and  steering  and  sailing 
rules ;  regulations  to  determine  the  as^ 
worthiness  of  vessels ;  uniform  maziioavi 
load-line  ;  regulations  as  to  the  deaigia 
tion  and  marking  of  vessels;  aariBi;  oC 
life  and  property  from  eliipwreiifc  at  at 
and  by  operations  from  shore;  tests  f 
sight  and  colour  blindness; 
BteamerB  or  frequented  routes,  to  p 
collision  and  to  protect  fifibermen ;  n 
signals-for  communicating  in* 
at  sea;  warningBtiJapproociiin^ 
reporting  and  removiog  Atngi 
wrecks  ;  uniform  method  of  e: 
information  as  to  dangers  to  navigatlovl 
changee  in  lights,  huoye,  Ac;  uaile 
system  of  colouring  and  numbac 
buoys ;  the  cstabli^ment  of 
manent  iDternatioDalMaritimeO 
noa;aQd,  whether  •^"  *'tib]  f 
as  agreed  upon  1  Hot  1 
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these   BubjecU  or  odI;  some  ot  them ;  I     Thx   CHANOBLLOB    of   thb  ] 
a|id,  in  the  latter  case,  which  subjects  '  CHEQUER  (Ur.  CkiBonEN,  St.  Oeorge's. 


constitute  the  final  programme  ? 


Hanover   Square) :    My   attention   had 


*Thb      under     secretary     of    »ot  been  caUed  to  this  subject  until  the 


STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Si 
James  Ferodsson,  Manchester,  N.E.)  : 
The  programme  was  oommunicated  to 
Her  Majeaty'a  Qoveroment  in  the  form 
submitted  on  April  3  and  without  modi- 
fioatioup.  The  thirteen  general  diTisions 
under  which  the  programi 


hon.  Member's  queettion  was  put  down, 
and  it  is  much  too  vast  to  .be  dealt  with- 
oEFhand.  The  hon.  Member's  question 
is  not  quite  correct  in  its  reference  to 
the  Bank  of  England.  The  Bank  has 
not  "intimated  its  intention  to  raiaa 
ibjection "    to    the    issue  of    Cash 


comprise  the  subject*  mentioned  in  the  Credit  Certificates,  but  has  simply  said 
question.  No  final  programme  ha*  as  t***'-  "  while  decliniug  to  commititself " 
yet  been  af^eed  upon  between  the  two    on  the  question,  "it  would  not  willingly 


QoTernmentB. 


con siderat ions  of  its  a 


Mr.  CHANNING  :  Is  an  agreement    '?  *V  ^"J  "^  *^^  proposal  whi 
liV=i»  .,.  >,«  .„;™^  =f  «t  »  ™»n,,.t,l<.  I  clearly    shown    to    be    for   the 


hich  was 


likely  to  be  arrived  at  at  a  reasonable 
time,  so  as  to  enable  the  Conference  to 
be  held  this  year? 
*Sm  J.  FERCnSSON  :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  stated  their  views  to 
the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
but  they  have  not  received  a  reply. 
Therefore,  it  is  impossible  for  me  to 
answer  the  hon.  Gentleman's  question, 
hilt  there  is  no  reason  to  believe  that  the 
Conference  will  not  be  held  this  year. 

PEOPLE'S  BANKS. 
Mr.'  JAMES  MACLEAN  (Oldham): 
I  beg  to    ask    the   Chancellor    of  the 
Exchequer    if  his   attention    has  been 
called  tn  the  fact  that  it  has  been  con- 
templated   by  Mr.    A.   Egmont  Hake, 
Chairman  of  the  Free  Trade  in  Capital 
League,  to  introduce  into  Great  Bntain 
and  Ireland  a  Bystem  of  people's  bi 
based  on  that  Shulze  Delitzseh  principle    present  time 
which  has  proved  so  beneficial  to  the 
working  classes  in  Germany  and  Italy ; 
the  Intention  being  to  make 


clearly  shown  to  be  for  the  public 
j  advantage."  But,  plainly,  this  is  not 
merely  a  question  between  the  pro- 
moters of  the  present  scheme  and  the 
Bank.  It  vitally  affoots  onr  whole 
system  of  paper  currency,  and  cannot 
be  decided  without  the  most  careful 
examination  of  its  bearing  on  the 
eeourity  of  that  aystem. 

CYPRUS. 

CoLOWBL  BEIDGEMAN  (Bolton):  I 

b^  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 

Juei  what  is  the  amount  of  the  aum 
erived  from  the  revenues  of  Cyprus 
which  is  applied  to  the  payment  of 
interest  on  the  Turkish  Loan  of  1855, 
guaranteed  by  England  and  France,  and 
for  which  Turkey  is  in  default ;  and,  if 
Capital  i,g  can  inform  the  House  how  the  surplus 
"""■"  '  of  the  so-called  Turkish  Tribute  has 
been  applied,  year  by  year,  up  to  the 


Mb.  GOSOHEN  :  Out  of  the  Turkieh 
Tribute  annually  payable   by  Cyprus,  . 
new  medium  of  exchange  to  be  called    about  £82,000  is  stopped  on  its  way  to 
Cash  Credit  OertiSoates ;    and  that  the     "      "  '  ' 

Bank  of  England,  which  has  been 
approached  on  the  subject,  has  intimated 
its  intention  to  raise  no  objection  to  the 
new  medium  of  exchange ;  and,  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  having 
regard  to  the  great  advantages  these 
new  people's  banks  are  expected  to 
confer  on  the  working  classes  of  this 
country,  will  raise  any  objection  to  the 
use  of  the  proposed  Cash  Credit  Certifi- 
cates if  their  tenor  be  simply  "The 
People's  Bank  of  grant  yon  a  Cash 

Credit  of  £  ,"  and  if  their  atca- 
lation  be  strictly  limited  to  the  locality 
of  the  bank  from  whioh  they  are 
ieaoed  F 


the  Porte  in  order  to  make  good  the 
interest  on  the  Turkish  Guaranteed  Loan 
of  1855,  whioh  is  charged  on  the  whole ' 
revenues  of  the  Ottoman  Empire.  -The  . 
difference  between  that  sum  and  tha  ■ 
total  amount  payable  by  Cyprus  has 
been  partly  applied  in  payineni  of  the 
Synge  and  Sntar  ransoms,  and  tho 
balance  due  to  Turkey,  amounting  up 
to  date  to  about  £55,000,  has  been 
retained  by  Her  Hajestjr's  Government 
for  the  purpose  of  building  up  a  sinkinr 
fund  in  respect  of  which  the  Turkiu 
Government  is  in  default.  The  Turkish  ' 
Government  lot  in  default  aa  to  the 
atakinff  fund  of  Ae  kxtul  of  IBSfi  fti  weU 
aa-ts  the  tntarwt. 
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Mr.  LEIQHTON  (Shropshire,  Oswes- 
try): Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
say  when  the  Tribute  was  first  applied 
to  the  payment  of  interest  on  the  loan. 

Mr.  GOSOHBN  :  I  think  it  was  in 
the  year  1 882. 

NAVAL  DEFENCES. 

Sir  EDWARD  REED  (Cardiff):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty whether,  before  the  present  Session 
closes,  he  will  inform  the  House,  by 
means  of  a  printed  Return,  or  otherwise, 
what  progress  has  been  made  with  the 
work  authorized  by  the  Naval  Defence 
Act,  and,  more  particularly,  to  what 
extent  orders  for  new  ships  and  machi- 
nery have  been  given ;  where  they  have 
been  placed ;  and  what  have  been  the 
financial  liabilities  incurred  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middle- 
sex, Ealing) :  Under  a  clause  in  the 
Naval  Defence  Act  a  Return  has  to  be 
given  within  a  fixed  period  of  the  com- 
pletion of  each  contract  made  under  the 
Act  for  hulls  or  machinery  or  guns.  It 
is,  however,  not  advisable  to  publish 
any  such  Return  until  all  the  vessels  of  a 
particular  type  for  which  tenders 
have  been  invited  have  been  allocated 
to  the  different  parties  tendering.  It 
may,  however,  interest  the  House  to 
know  what  progress  has  already  been 
made  in  the  contemplated  programme 
for  the  year  1889-90  under  the  Naval 
Defence  Act.  Fifty-two  ships  had  to  be 
commenced — 20  in  the  dockyards,  82  in 
private  yards.  Arrangements  for  the 
20  in  the  dockyards  have  been  so  far 
advanced  that  18  have  already  been 
commenced.  Of  the  32  for  private 
yards  16  second-class  cmiserB  out  of  17 
have  been  actually  placed,  and  the 
tenders  for  five  first-class  cruisers  have 
been  invited.  We  hope  by  the  month 
of  September  to  have  placed  the  whole 
of  the  remainder. 

THE    MUZZLING    ORDER. 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretaiy  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  there  is  any 
Local  Authority  in  the  Metropolis  to 
act  under  the  Muzsling  Order  issued  by 
the  Privy  Council ;  ana,  if  not^  whether 
the  Commissioner  of  Police  will  cany  it 
out  on  his  own  reepon«btlity  ? 

Tn  6ECRBIAKT  of  STATE  fob 
nx     HOME    DEPARTMENT    (Mr. 


Matthkws,  Birmingham,  E.)  :  Uhde 
Section  4 1  of  the  Animals  Diseases  Aett 
1 878y  and  Section  40  of  the  Loeal  Gtnreni- 
ment  Act,  1888,  the  London  Oonnty 
Council  are  the  Local  Authority  in  the 
Metropolis  by  whom  and  at  whose  ex- 
pense the  Muzzling  Order  issued  by  the 
i^rivy  Council  has  to  be  exeeatad  and 
enforced. 

Mb.  LAWSON  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  not  answered  the  second 
part  of  the  question. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  The  second  psrt 
of  the  question  is  asked  only  in  the 
event  of  there  being  no  Local  Aathority. 

Mb.  N0RRI4  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Limehouse) :  May  I  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  if  he  is  able  to  stats 
the  area  comprised  nnder  the  Privy 
Council  Order  as  to  the  muzzling  of  dogS| 
and  if  within  that  area  the  pmios  have 
authority  to  capture  or  destroy  straj 
dogs;  and,  whetner  it  is  contemplated 
to  issue  a  General  Order  for  the  whole 
country  ? 

Mr.  LAWSON :  Under  whose  ntho- 
ri ty  are  the  police  acting? 
♦The  FIRST  LORD  of  thb  TBSA- 
SURT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Skith,  Strand. 
Westminster)  :  The  Order  of  the  Friij 
Council  applies  to  the  City  of  Loailom 
and  to  the  district  of  the  Metiopulitin 
Police.  The  police  have  power  nnoer  the 
Order  t3  seize  and  detain  stray  doss;  bat 
the  power  to  destroy  (which  is  unasr  the 
Metropolitan  Streets  Act,  1S67, 
under  the  Order  in  Council) 
only  to  the  County  of  London. 
not  contemplated  at  present  to 
General  Order  for  the  whole 


Ik  is 


IRELAND— FAIR  RENTS  DT 
MOHILL  UXION. 


Mb,  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  &): 
to  ask  the  Solicitor  General  lor 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  altlnwgh 
tenants  of  Aughamore,  County 
on  the  estate  of  Colonel  Forbias, 
notice  to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed,  b 
her  18S7,  only  one  of  thess 
been  listed  for  hearing  at  As 
coming  Commiasian  Court  aft 
and,  what  is  the   reason   for 
postponing  the  hesring  of  An 
tenant's   case,  in   whidi 
believed  to  be  vety  ezoessKve  T  * 

The   SOLICITOR   GENBKAI. 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddb, 
of  Dnblin):   The  Lend  ^ 
rsport  that  there  are  141 
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^MKting  from  the  TTnion  of  Mohill. 
Thew  inotuds  all  originating  notice* 
receired  at  their  office  between  Septem^ 
ber  29  and  October  26,  1867.  The  two 
originating  aotices  in  the  caae  ofthi 
tenant  Robert  Notley,  to  which  the 
Commiuioners  presume  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber refers,  were  not  received  until  after 
the  lattecdate,  and  coutd  not,  therefore, 
be  listed. 

THE  BELFAST  NATIONAL  SCHOOLS. 
Mr.  PINKEETON  (Galway) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
if  he  would  state  how  many  new  teachers 
have  been  appointe'l  in  the  National 
Schools  of  Belfast  within  the  past  fire 
years;  how  many  of  these  have  been 
pnpil  teachers  in  the  Belfast  Model 
School ;  what  was  the  cost  to  the  State 

Eir  child  in  aTerage  attendance  in  the 
slfast  Modnl  School  for  the  year  ending 
31et  March,  ltl89,  ezdusive  of  resnit 
fees ;  what  was  the  corresponding 
average  amount  in  the  other  NationiS 
Schools  of  Belfast;  and,  ia  which  Parlia- 
mentary  Divieion  of  Belfast  is  the  Model 
School? 

Ma.  MADDEN :  The  National 
Education  Commiaeioners  report  that  the 
particulars  required  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber eould  not  be  given  until  the  schools, 
mostof  which  are  at  present  closed  for 
vacation,  re-open ;  and  until  the  Inspec- 
tors have  completed  the  pressing  busi- 
ness on  which  they  are  now  engaged  in 
regard  to  the  annual  examination  of 
teachers  and  monitors.  The  Commis- 
sioners further  point  out  that  it  would 
take  some  considerable  time  to  oolleot 
the  information,  and  that,  under  any  cir- 
cumstances, its  proposed  form  in  respect 
to  the  exclusion  of  results'  fees  from  the 
calculation  should  be  amended.  The 
Model  School  is  situated  in  the  Parlia- 
mentary Division  of  West  Belfast, 

DERBY  GAOL. 
Me.  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  thecaseofa  man  named  Corr, 
who,  while  exercising  in  the  exercise 
yard  in  Derry  Gaol  on  9th  July,  was 
struck  down  and  subsequently  died  from 
the  effects  of  sunstroke ;  whether  this 
yard  and  the  exercising  yards  in  other 
prisons  are  wholly  exposed  and  without 
protection  either  from  heat  or  rain ; 
whether  the  want  of  a  sheltered  exer- 
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oiae  yard  diaorganisea  all  the  arrange- 

ments  as  to  the  hours  of  exercise  by 
compelling  prisoners  in  inelement 
weather  to  exercise  not  continuously 
or  at  stated  periods  but  in  the  inter- 
vals between  showers;  and,  whether 
he  will  direct  the  Prisons  Board  to 
take  steps  for  erecting  sheds  in  prison 
exercise  yards  by  which  the  prisoners 
may  be  protected  from  the  effects  of 
heat  and  rain,  and  the  arrangements 
of  the  prison  carried  out  with  greater 
efficiency  and  regularity  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  General  Frisona 
Board  report  that  the  facts  are  substan- 
tially as  stated  in  the  first  two  para- 
graphs. No  material  disorganization, 
such  as  that  suggested  in  the  third  para- 
graph of  this  question,  arising  from  the 
want  of  a  sheltered  exercise  yard,  has 
ever  been  brought  to  the  notice  of  the 
Board,  and  they  believe  that  the  Go- 
vernors of  Prisons  experience  no  practi- 
cal difficulty  in  making  such  arrange- 
ments in  this  respect  as  oircumstanoea 
from  time  to  time  call  for.  The  Board 
are  of  opinion  that  serious  objeotione 
exist  against  the  erection  of  sheds  ad- 
joining the  prison  walls. 

THE  QOVERNOE  OF  IPSWICH  QAOU 
Mr.  PICKERSGILL  ( Betbnal  Green, 
S.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  tha  Seoretai^  to 
the  Treasury  what  amount  (if  any}  it  is 
intended  to  pay  out  of  public  money  in 
respect  of  the  costs  of  defending  an 
action  brought  against  the  Governor  of 
Ipswich  Gaol  for  indignities  inflicted 
upon  an  untried  prisoner,  in  which 
action,  at  Suffolk  Assixes  on  the  12th. 
instant,  the  jury  awarded  the  plaintiff 
£75  damages  7 

Thx  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  No 
application  has  yet  been  received  by  the 
Treasury  for  the  payment  of  any  money 
in  respect  of  ihe  oosta  referred  to  in  the 
hon.  Member's  question. 

THE  BURIAL  BY  MISTAKE. 
Me.  PICKEE8GILL:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  he  has  inquired 
into  the  ciroametances  under  which,  on 
the  11th  instant,  aoofBn  bearing  on  its 
face  the  name  of  Emma  Toop  was 
buried  by  the  authorities  of  the  tlford 
Cemetery  under  an  order  for  the  inter- 
ment of  the  body  of  Emily  Prestos ; 
2  N 
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and.  in  pnitienliir,  whether  it  ia  correct* 
me  alleged,  that  the  name  on  the  coffin 
wae  altered  at  the  cemetery  to  correa- 
pond  with  the  name  in  the  interment 
order ;  and,  if  ao,  bj  whom  waa  anch 
alteration  made ;  and  what  action  doea 
he  propoae  to  take  in  the  matter  ? 

Kb.  MATTHEWS  :  The  circnm- 
atancea  under  which  this  unfortanate 
miatake  occurred  haTe  been  already 
explained  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Preaident  of  the  Local  Goremment 
Board.  I  hare  made  inquiry  into  the 
allegation  that  the  name  on  the  coffin 
waa  altered  at  the  cemetery,  and  I  am 
informed  that  thia  ia  not  correct.  I 
hare  iwued  a  licenae  for  the  removal  of 
the  body. 

THE  NAVAL  MANCEUVRES. 

Mb.  GOURLEY  CSanderland) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 1 
ralty  if  it  is  correct,  as  reported  in  the 
public  journal",  that  great  difficulty  is 
experienced  io  manning  the  ships  de- 
tailed for  the  Naval  MancBUvre?,  and 
that,  in  consequence  of  the  scarcity  of 
Officers,  Commanders  will  have  to  serve 
as  Lieutenants,  and  Warrant  Officers  take 
command  of  torpedo  boats ;  and,  whe- 
ther any,  and  what  number  of,  men 
belonging  to  the  First  and  Second  Class 
Naval  Reserves,  apart  from  the  Coast- 
guard Reserves,  are  to  be  employed  in 
the  Manoeuvres  ? 

T^RD  Q.  HAMILTON :  It  is  not  the 
case  that  great  difficulty  has  been  ex- 
perienced in  manning  the  ships  detailed 
for  the  Naval  Manoeuvres.  The  com- 
plement of  every  ship  is  complete 
without  the  Reserves  being  called  upon. 
A  certain  number  of  pensioners,  princi- 
pall}'  stokers  and  domestics,  about  150 
in  all,  have  been  entered  to  take  the 
place  of  men  belonging  to  harbour 
ships.  In  the  larger  cruisers  Com- 
manders have  been  appointed  instead 
of  Lieutenants  as  senior  executive 
officers,  and  some  of  the  torpedo 
boats  have  been  advisedly  placed 
in  the  charge  of  Warrant  Officers.  Such 
arrangements  have  always  been  con- 
templated in  the  event  of  war.  21 
officers  of  the  Royal  Naval  Reserve  will 
be  employed  during  the  Manoeuvres; 
but  none  of  the  men  will  be  called  up. 
This  can  only  be  done  by  Royal  Pro- 
clamation,  which  the  present  circum- 
stances do  not  render  it  necessary  or 

Mr*  Ptckersgill 


deairable  to  iaaua,  aa  it  m^taSIm 
cosiTeaienea  upon  the  ahipfn^ 
of  the  conntiy. 
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TELEGRAPHIC    COMXirSICATIOS 

CARDIFF. 
Sia  EDWARD  SEED:    I  beg  to 
aak  the  Poatmaatar  Gaoenl  whether  ka 
haa  received  aay  iafarmatinn  firom  liie 
telegraph  anthoritiea  at  Cardiff    with 
reference  to  a  aeriona   block  of  trmffie 
and    oonaeqnent    delay  in  taiegimphie 
communicati<HiBp  which  oaeaiied  in  that 
town  a  few  waeka  ago;  whetlier  heia 
aware  that  an  applicatioa  for  aeonaider- 
able  nnnrber  of  extra  appointnieBt^  ta 
cope  with  the  aevare  strain   npoai  the 
telegraphic  ayatem  of  Cardiff^  wee  en- 
tirely  Ignored   by    the    aurfeycir    of 
the  district,  resulting   in  eonaidermUe 
inconvenience   to   the   ata^  and  eon* 
polling    the     anperintendeat%    enper* 
risers,  and  test  derks  to  nndertake  in- 
strument duties,  to  the  negleet  of  their 
own  duties  and  the  proper  anporriMon 
of  the  office ;  and,  whether  payment  Ibr 
the  extra  time  performed  by  membere 
of  the  ataff  during  preaanre  haa  bom 
allowed? 

«the   postmaster   general 

(Mr.  Baikes,  XTniyeraity  of  Oamhridge): 
I  received  information  that  on  a  reeent 
occasion,  when  the  newapapera  in  Ger- 
diff  reoeired  telegraphic  jreporta  of  an 
exceptional  number  of  qMeohea  and 
eventa  of  public  intereat  in  Tariona 
parte  of  the  country,  them  waa  delagr 
becauae  the  wires  and  inatromenta  ware 
not  aufficient  to  cope  with  the  extra* 
ordinary  amount  of  work  whieh  waa 
thrown  upon  them  :at  a  partionlar 
period  of  the  day ;  and  I  am  having 
inquiry  made  with  a  view  to  dariae 
means  of  obviating  such  delay  on  any 
future  similar  occasion.  It  ia  not  the 
case  that  an  application  for  additional : 
force  was  ignored  by  the  surveyor.  On 
the  contrary,  additional  force  waa  on 
his  recommendation  authorized  aereral 
weeka  ago.  I  am  aaanred  that  it  ia 
not  the  case  that  the  superviaing  offloen 
have  had  to  neglect  their  proper  dntiea 
in  order  to  work  the  inatmmenta.  Tha^y 
sometimes  give  a  few  minutea  a  day  to 
instrument  work,  but  thia  moat  be  tiMi 
case  in  many  Telegraph  Officea.  Tha 
Regulations  provide  that  tel^gtaphiali 
ahfdl  be  paid  for  extra  duty,  and  I  ham  . 
no  reason  to  auppoae  that  thej  hain 
been  neglected  at  OardifL 
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SCHOOL  FEES. 

Mb.   THOMAS   EI.LIS  (Merioneth- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Premdent 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion whether  he  is  aware  that  the  reso- 
lution of  the  Managers  of  the  Church  of 
England  school  at  Cynwyd,  raising  the 
echool  fees  for  children  of  parents  who 
refused    to    pay  roluntary  rates,   was 
passed  on  4th  April,  1887,  and  put  into 
operation  by  the  exclusion  of  60  chil- 
dren on  30th  May,  1887;  whether  the 
first  intimation  received  by  the  parents 
that  the  resolution  had  been  rescinded 
was  in  a  letter   from    the    Education 
Department  dated  7th  February,  1888  ; 
whether,  deducting  from  the  193  chil- 
dren of  school  age  in  the  parish  24  chil- 
dren who  now  attend  a  suitable  school 
outside  the  parish,  and  the  usual  per- 
centage   of    12^   per  cent,   there  still 
remain  148  children  in  the  parish  to  be 
provided  for ;  whether  the  accommoda- 
tion in  the  Church  of  England  school  is 
135  ;    and,     whether     the     Education 
Department  has  always   acted  on  the 
principle  that  a  Church    of   England 
school  is  a  suitable  school  for  a  parish  ? 

♦The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  thb 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent. 
Dartford) :  The  resolution  put  into 
operation  on  the  30th  May,  1887,  was 
rescinded  on  the  30th  June  following ; 
no  information  as  to  either  was  received 
by  the  Education  Department  till  months 
afterwards,  but  there  is  no  reason  to 
believe  that  the  later  resolution  was  not 
as  well  known  in  the  district  as  the 
earlier  one.  The  parents  received  no 
intimation  on  the  subject  from  the 
Department.  The  School  Board  have 
admitted  in  writing  that  there  is  no 
deficiency  of  accommodation,  and  the 
hon.  Member's  figures  do  not  allow  for 
all  the  space  available  outside  the 
parish.  According  to  the  Statute  every 
public  elementary  school  is  ipso  facto 
suitable,  and  this  principle  has  always 
been  acted  upon  by  the  Department. 

BALLOON  AND  PARACHUTE 
EXHIBITIONS. 
Mb.  LAWSON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  is  aware  that  at  the 
inquest  held  at  Manchester  on  18th 
July,  on  the  body  of  the  man  Lennox, 
the  Coroner  expressed  his  opinion  that 
there  ought  to  be  some  legislative  re« 


striotion  on  balloon  and  ^  paraohute 
asoents  made,  not  in  the  interests  of 
science,  but  in  order  to  make  money ; 
whether  the  jury  recommended  an 
application  to  him  "  in  order  that  such 
displays  of  ballooning  by  persons  of 
insufficient  knowledge  should  be  pre- 
vented;*' and,  whether  any  memorial  has 
been  forwarded  to  him? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  According  to  the 
newspaper  report  of  the  inquest  which 
has  been  sent  to  me  by  the  Coroner,  the 
Coroner  did  not  express  an  opinion  on 
the  subject,  but  left  it  to  the  jury  to  say 
whether  there  should  be  some  legislative 
restriction.  I  have  received  a  recom- 
mendation of  the  jury  that  *'  something 
should  be  done  to  prevent  such  displays 
of  ballooning  on  the  pare  of  persons 
without  sufficient  knowledge."  In  this 
case  the  Coroner  was  of  opinion  that  the 
parachutist  was  justiBed  in  believing 
that  the  deceased  had  sufficient  know- 
ledge to  act  as  assistant. 

THE  ;SCOTCH    LOCAL    GOVERNMENT 

BILL. 
Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  when 
the  Minute  of  the  Scotch  Education 
Department,  referred  to  in  Clause  19, 
Sub-section  (4).  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment f  Scotland)  Bill,  will  be  submitted 
to  Parliament,  or  its  provisions  explained 
to  this  House? 

♦The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
P.  B.  RoBEBTSON,  Bute):  The  Minute 
referred  to  will,  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  be  submitted  to 
Parliament  as  soon  as  may  be  after  the 
Bill  becomes  law.  The  intention  of  the 
Government  with  regard  to  its  pro- 
visions has  been  explained  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary;  but 
we  shall  be  glad  to  give  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber further  information  in  regard  to 
any  points  on  which  he  desires  it. 

THE  MILITLA.. 
Mb.  COBB :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether  Warrant 
and  Non-Commissioned  Officers,  serving 
on  Line  engagements  with  the  perma- 
nent staff  of  the  Militia,  lose  their 
seniority  by  so  doing  ? 
♦Mb.  E.  STANHOPE :  No,  Sir. 

FOYNES  HARBOUU. 
Mb.  O'KEEFFE  (Limeriok) :  I  beg  to 
ask   the  Chief  Secretaiy  to  the   Lord 
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/^rp/^vir.ti'.iv"!  Vj  J^ii;//jwtt<L%  O^rerii- 

vcr/  kbti'j'U  t),«*  th<:  Hill  kh',uJd  Ure 
l>t)>yjfhJt  J*w  tijj*  HfAti'jii,  «ti4  tl;»:j  regret 
t»j*t  U*Mi.'-t[^<MiU«v>lriri?lL'!  BilJ 
f'/rw«r4  hi  nil  ««rll«r  'Ut«.  If  t>i<:  tute 
**f  )>iiiiiri<;itii  lfct«r  '/h  jy«niiit4,  th*  fi'ivhra- 
Vi-.ti*.  W'juJ'I  (,o  v*ry  (jlaij  if  lh«  II'>u6« 
»'»ii!'J  nW'iw  kt  I':«i!t  till  tiv^/iwl  reaiiDj; 
of  tFii  (Sill,  ■!/>  «M  U>  aHirm  tli<9  firinuiJe 
of  llio  Ojrm'ituli'/iikl  ch&Dg<r,  olth'iugh 
ftt  lliii  [.<!ri'«l  of  tfi«  fi^Wiion  it  would 
not  1.1  t('m»il.lo  (ij  tftk^  any  further 
nt«g<,  of  thi  ISill, 

'JMK  criAS.VKL  TUNNKL  IfILL 
Mil.  MA0M;UK  fl-ncashiM,  8.E.. 
Ktnrtford^:  I  t*<.(f  t(*  ask  the  Pint  Lord 
of  tho  TrauMUry  wh'ither  he  can  consont 
til  ifivo  Mil  evenin);  for  the  conei deration 
of  thn  HM»)nd  Iteadiuff  of  the  Channel 
TiinncIDill? 

•Mil.  W.  n.  SMITH :  I  am  aonr  to 
tell  my  hrm.  Friend  that  the  time  of  the 
lIouHo  in  so  much  taken  up  by  Oorem- 
mout  roouarea  thati  am  afraid  it  irillsot 
2£r.  OfSufft 


•MtWH-SUITH: 

•M  (r/T^To^ziVT.^  mn  qmi^  anic  of  4a 
gnat  \svnw.  lakm  by  th«  eonatfj  i> 
tAchcio^  edocalsoii  aad  t&a  praang 
importacce  of  dealisy  vith  iL  As 
''ioTenis:ent  hare  been  engaged  in  tha 
paift  few  days  in  endeaToaring  to  Sal 
some  Eolation  of  the  difficulty  vUA 
EMrroundB  the  qaeationin  regaid  to  ala- 
mentary  ichoola,  but,  I  reeraC  to  aaj, 
without  success.     We  theraora  p 


'.1  introdnce  a  measnra  noaling 
with  the  higher  branch  of  tha  anbjat^ 

Mb.  a.  ACLi>'D :  I  b^  ti  pm 
notice  that  in  csnseqaanoB  oi  the  com- 
plete  breakdown  of  the  aflbrta  <rf  tba 
QoremmeDt  to  deal  with  flt* 
in     connection     with    the 

schools,  which  the  Goremmant  dec 

to  bo  arrant  three  yeaia  ago,  I  will 
at  tha  earliest  opportunity  next  Seanon 
more  that,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Honas, 
it  is  only  by  the  aniTeml  establish' 
ment  of  School  Boards  in  Enslaad  and 
Wales  that  we  can  hope  to  obtain  in  a 
thoroughly  satisfactory  form  a  ■  ' 
of  technical  education  for  the  i 
classes  of  this  conntry. 

Mb.  MTJNDELLA  (Sheffield,  BilgU- 
aide)  :  Will  the  measure  which  wa  hart 
been  told    is  to  be  intndooad  Itjik* 
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deferrod     until    next 


GoTornment 
Sewiou  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  hope  to  in- 
troduce 0.  short  Bill  this  Session. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  Tben  are  we  to 
uaderstand  that  the  Measure  wbicli  the 
OoTerament  are  to  lotrjduce  will  deal 
only  irith  the  hif;her  branch  of  the 
queation  of  technical  education,  and 
not  at  all  with  the  lower  branches  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  If  the  right 
hon.  Qaotleman  will  wait  until  he  sees 
the  Bill,  it  will  probably  be  more  satis- 
factory than  he  appears  to  anticipate. 

haqazine  rifles. 
Sir  SAMUEL  WILSON  (Porte- 
iDOUlh) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  how  many  of  the  new 
magazine  rifles  have  been  finished,  and 
where  they  are  being  manufactured  ; 
has  it  been  decided  to  convert  any  of 
those  cow  in  use  to  the  magazine  prin- 
ciple ;  what  number  per  month  of  the 
magazine  rifle  are  being  turned  out, 
and  will  he  eipedite  their  construction 
by  callinfc  for  tenders  ;  will  a  snpply  be 
forwarded  to  our  troops  on  the  Nile  as 
eoon  as  they  are  ready;  and  is  the 
manufacture  of  the  new  ammunition  in 

:  About  500  of 
the  magazine  rifles  have  been  issued 
from  the  Ordnance  factories  tor  eiperi- 
mental  purposes.  A  very  large  number 
«f  parb).  not  yet  put  together  into  com- 
plete rifles,  have  also  been  made.  They 
are  being  minufactured  by  the  Qovem- 
ment  at  Eufield  and  at  Birmingham, 
and  by  two  private  firms  in  London  and 
Birmingham.  It  is  not  proposed  to  con- 
vert rifles  now  in  use  to  tae  magazine 
principle;  butif  from  wear  theyrequire 
new  barrels  they  will  be  supplied  with 
barrels  carrying  the  smallbore  ammu- 
ottion.  The  troops  now  on  the  Nile 
will  receive  their  rifles  in  their  tarn. 
The  manufacture  of  the  new  ammunition 
IB  proceeding. 

IRELAND  — EVICTIONS     ON   "THE 
OLPHBBT  ESTATE. 

Mk.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.): 
I  bag  1 1  ask  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  if  lie  can  state  how  many  evic- 
tions have  Hiken  place  on  the  Olphert 
estate  since  the  adoption  of  the  Flan  of 
Campaign  by  the  tenants  ;  how  many  of 
the  evictions  wore  on  holdings  occupied 
by  lub  or  under  tenants;  on  how  many 
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of  the  holdings  had  judicial  renti  been 
fixed;  and,  how  many  of  those  evicted 
had  served  orin^nating  notices  to  have  a 
fair  rentfijedf 

Mb.  MADDEN :  It  appears  that  57  ' : 
evictions  have  taken  place  on  the  Olphert 
estate  since  the  adoption  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  by  the  tenants.  Nine  ol 
these  evictions  were  from  holdings  in 
occupation  of  sub- ten  ants.  Judicial 
rents  had  been  fixed  on  42  of  these  hold- 
ings. Five  of  those  evicted,  and  whose 
rents  had  not  been  fixed  judicially,  had 
served  originating  notices,  and  in 
another  case  an  application  to  fix  a 
judicial  rent  which  had  been  made  was 
dismissed  by  the  Sub-Commissioners. 

COLDBATfl  FIELDS  PRISON. 

Eari.  COMPTON  (York,  W.H.,  Bams- 
ley):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  what  was 
at  the  time  of  the  paasiog  of  "  The  Pri- 
sons Act,  1X77,"  the  number  of  prisoners 
in  Coldbath  Fields  Prison  for  whom  th« 
Justices  of  Middlesex  were  responsible, 
and  for  whom  cell  aocommodation  was 
provided ;  and,  whether  any  and  what 
sum  became  payable  or  was  secured  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  by  the  Justices 
of  Middlesex,  under  the  provisions  of 
Section  34  of  that  Act,  as  a  debt  to  the 
Crown,  in  consequence  of  the  Justices 
declining  to  accept  the  offer  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  of  the  re-conveyanoe 
of  Coldbath  Fields  and  Clerkenw^l 
Prisons? 

Ma.  MATTHEWS  :  The  number  of 
prisoners  belonging  to  the  Middlesex 
Justices  for  whom  cell  nccommodation 
was  provided  at  Coldbath  Fields  was 
l.Sfia.  The  statutory  price  for  the  re-con- 
vayance  of  this  pri^un  t>^  the  Justices 
was  therefore  £lSe,960.  As  the  Justices- 
declined  to  accept  the  re-conveyance  of 
the  prison,  no  sum  became  payable  by 
them  or  was  secured  by  the  Secretary 
of  State. 

THE  ENGLISH  UNIVEBSITIT 
.  COLLEGES. 

Mr.  HUNDELLA(8hefflold,  Bnght- 
side] ;  I  beg  to  ask  when  the  schema 
for  the  allocation  of  annual  grants  to 
the  University  Colleges  of  England  will 
be  in  the  hands  of  Members  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  The  Papers  bearing 
on  the  allocation  of  the  grant  to  UaU 
versity    Colleges   were   presented    on  ~ 
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Frid&y,  and  I  bope  thcjr  will  b»  in  the 
Imda  of  Vemb«n  immedUtelj. 

ABHT    AOCOCTBEMENTS. 

CoLoxn.  BLTTNDELL  'Laneaahire. 
8.W..  Ince):  I  Iwfr  to  ask  the  Financial  ' 
BecntMTj  to  the  War  OtBoa  whether  he  ' 
ii  oonectlj  reported  oa  having  stated  on 
Friday  laat,  in  reply  to  the  Eon.  Mem-  I 
ber  for  Preston  (Ur.  Hanborj^,  that  a  i 
■et  of  acooutrementa  has  bean  sapplied 
to  the  War  Office  by  Mesfrs.  Bou  and 
Co.  on  Colonel  Slade'a  contract  after 
Colonel  Slade  had  promised  not  to  eni' 
ploy  that  firm,  because  I  have  had  a 
letter  from  Coloael  Slads  denying  that 
he  had  giren  anyench  promise? 

Mb.  BBODfiICK:  The  Report  is 
correct.  Colonel  Slade,  who  was  abioad 
at  the  time,  haring  preriously  notified 
at  the  War  Office  that  any  communica- 
tions respecting  this  contract  should  be 
addressed  to  Colonel  Wallace,  the  latter 
was  informed,  on  receipt  of  the  sample 
get  of  accoutrements  marked  with 
Messrs.  Boss's  name,  that  UassTS.  Boss 
could  not  be  allowed  to  make  the  ac- 
coutrements, and  was  requested  to  carry 
out  the  Becretary  of  State's  wishes  on 
behalf  of  Colonel  Slade.  Colonel 
Wallace  replied  that  a  mistake  bad 
happened,  a  recurrence  of  which  he 
would  take  steps  to  prereot.  Although 
the  stepa  taken  proved  ineffectual,  it  is 
dear  that  they  were  recognized  as  coming 
bom  Colonel  Slade,  as  will  be  seen  by 
reference  to  Mr.  Tomlin'a  evidence 
before  the  Lordu'  Committee  in  March 
of  the  present  year. 

TUE  SODDAN. 
SiEW.BAHTTEIX)T(Bu8eeT,N.W.): 
I  wish  to  aak  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  he  has  received  any  news 
from  Egypt  beyond  that  stated  in  the 
newspapers ;  what  namber  of  English 
troops  have  been  sent  to  the  front ;  and 
whether  any  more  reiaforcemente  will 
be  sent  to  Egjpt? 

*Mm.  E.  STANHOPE:  I  am  sorry 
that  my  bon.  Friend  did  not  give  me 
even  two  minutes'  notice  of  this  ques* 
tion.  I  do  not  think  I  have  received 
any  information  during  the  past  two 
days  that  would  be  of  any  particular 
interest  to  the  House.  Matters  con- 
tinue at  the  front  very  muth  as  they 
were.  There  is  no  present  intention  to 
send  out  any  more  troops  either  from 
Malta  or  tliis  countty. 
Mr.  JacttOH 
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PUBLIC  BUSISBSS. 
Mr.  CHILDEBS  (Xdinbi 
Will  tha  Fiitt  Loid  of  du  ! 
tell  the  Hooae  vhaa  Bapplf  «ill  b* 

taken  T 

•Hk.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  k^s  tint  it 
Till  be  poasibla  to  proeMd  wiUl  th» 
Oivil  Service  Estimates  on  nunadajaad 
?riday ;  bnt,  ■•  the  iWht  hoa.  Owitla- 
3ian  known,  X  am  oUigod  to  exaraaa 
aome  reserve  with  ngaid  to  partienlar 
dates.  It  Konld  not  be  tail  to  proeMd 
vith  the  Iruh  Estimates  witlwnt  noticv  ; 
but  I  hope  that  they  will  be  zvocbed 
on  Monday  next. 

Ba.  FABQUQAESOX  (Abeideni- 
iihire,  W.):  Is  it  intended  to  proceed 
loday  with  the  Lunacy  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill  7 

Mn.  SEXTON  (BeUast) :  What  coniw 
do  the  OoTemmeot  impaae  to  take  ia 
regard  to  the  Light  Bailwaja  (Iiel>ad> 

Bill? 

•Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  beUere  tltat 

it  is  the  intention  of  my  right  ham, 
Friend  to  refer  the  light  Bailways  (b^ 
land)  Bill,  to  the  Grand  Committee  on 
Trade.  As  to  the  Lunacy  Acts  Amosd- 
ment  Bill  if  there  is  no  oppositioa  to  it 
after  12  o'clock  I  shall  be  glad  to  take 
it  to-night.  Aa  it  has  auesdy  been 
carefully  considered  I  presome  thnt 
there  will  be  little  opposition  to  it. 

Dr.  FARQUHAR80N :  There  an  a. 
considerable  namber  of  Amsadment* 
down  npon  the  Paper. 

Mr.  BBADLAUOH  :  And  two  of  th» 
Amendments,  although  not  in  the  natme 
of  opposition  to  the  Bill,  will  inTOlT» 
some  discussion. 

«Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Then,  under 
those  circumstances,  the  Bill  will  sot 
be  taken  to  night. 

Sta  Q.  TBEVELYAN  (Qlatoow^ 
Bridgeton):  When    is    it  intendaa    t» 

Siroceed  with  the  Sunday  Cloung  BQl 
or  Ireland  ? 

*Ur.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  am  unable  to- 
say  at  the  present  moment ;  but  I  wiU 
give  the  earliest  possible  intimation  at 
the  day. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  H.  Oabdrzk  (Fsfii, 
Sa&on  Walden), 
*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said :  TboOStlua 
Bill  wilt  be  proceeded  with  to*monov; 
but  I  am  unable  to  fix  it  as  the  flnik 
Order.  '■ 
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COMMISSARY  WORK  IN  LiLNARK- 

SHIRB. 

Mb.  OUNINQHAMB  GRAHAM 
(Lanarkshire,  N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Lord  Advocate  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  fact  that,  on  the 
death  of  Mr.  Donald,  the  late  Oom- 
missary  Olerk  of  Lanarkshire,  in  1887, 
the  commissary  work  devolved  on  the 
district  deputes,  but  no  increase  of 
salary  was  given  to  the  district  deputes 
until  Ist  April,  1889,  and  that  increase 
of  salary  was  then  given  by  the  Sheriff 
Olerk  not  out  of  the  £850  added  to  his 
emoluments  for  commissary  work,  but 
out  of  money  rendered  available  for 
distribution,  as  at  March,  1889,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  removal  of  Mr.  Wilson, 
one  of  the  deputes  at  Glasgow,  to  the 
office  of  Procurator  Fiscal  at  Hamilton ; 
whether  the  additional  clerk  sent  to 
Hamilton  at  a  salary  of  £60  was  sent 
in  direct  response  to  the  request  of  a 
deputation  of  the  Hamilton  CV)urt  Pro- 
curators, who  complained  of  the  under- 
manned condition  of  the  Hamilton 
Office ;  and,  if  he  can  explain  the 
reasons  for  which  Mr.  Wood,  chief  of 
the  Process  Boom  in  Glasgow,  was  pro- 
moted to  the  deputeship  rendered  vacant 
by  the  removal  of  Mr.  Wilson,  and  the 
Sheriff  Olerk  promoted  his  own  son  to 
Mr.  Wood's  place  as  chief  of  the  Pro- 
cess Hoom  over  the  heads  of  other 
clerks  of  longer  service  ? 

♦Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  As  I 
previously  informed  the  hon.  Member, 
the  great  bulk  of  the  commissary  work 
is  done  in  Glasgow.  The  £850  addition 
to  the  allowance  the  Sheriff  Olerk  got 
for  deputes  and  clerks  was  made  in  re- 
spect of  the  increase  in  the  Sheriff 
Olerk's  ordinary  work,  and  also  iu  re- 
spect of  the  new  commissary  work. 
From  a  statement  made  by  the  previous 
commissary  officials,  it  was  believed 
that  the  commissary  business  in  the 
districts  would  be  small,  but  after  it 
was  tested  additions  were  made  to  the 
salaries  of  the  deputes.  The  additional 
clerk  was  sent  to  Hamilton  at  the  re- 
quest of  a  deputation  of  Hamilton  Pro- 
curators. Neither  the  district  depute 
nor  any  of  the  officials  had  made  any 
complaint.  Mr.  Wood  was  appointed 
as  the  best  qualified  and  having  the  best 
claim.  He  has  been  connected  with  the 
offioe  for  1 9  years.  The  Sheriff  Olerk's 
son  was  removed  to  the  Process  Boom 


without  any  addition  being  made  to  his 
salary,  which  is  £60  less  than  that  of 
his  predecessor,  the  money  thus  saved 
being  distributed  amongst  the  staff. 
This  post  at  the  reduced  sal  ary  would 
have  Deen  the  reverse  of  promotion  to 
the  clerks  of  longer  service. 


HERRING  FISHBRY  ^SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

(No.  224.) 

Lords  Amendment  to  be  considered 
forthwith ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

NEW  MEMBERS  SWORN. 

John  Lloyd  Morgan,  esquire,  for 
Oounty  Oarmarthen  (Western  Division). 

Elmund  Boulnois,  esouire,  for  Bo- 
rough of  Marylebone  (Eastern  Divi- 
sion). 

GRANTS  TO  MEMBERS  OF  THE  ROYAL 

FAMILY. 

Power  given  to  the  Select  Oommittee 
to  report  observations. 

Beport,  with  Minutes  of  Proceedings 
and  an  Appendix,  brought  up,  and 
read. 

Beport  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  271.] 

Minutes  of  Proceedines,  with  an  Ap« 
pendiz,  to  be  printed.     [No.  271.] 

MOTION'. 


PRINCE  ALBERT  VICTOR  OF  WALES 
AND  PRINCESS  LOUISE  VICTORIA 
OP  WALES. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  will,  upon  Wednes- 
day next,  resolve  itself  into  a  Oommittee 
to  take  into  consideration  Her  Majesty's 
Most  Gracious  Messages  of  2nd  July."—* 
(Mr.  William  Henry  Smith,) 

Mb.  L  ABOUOHEBE  (Northampton) : 
Of  course  I  have  no  wish  to  go  into  the 
merits  of  the  question  at  present,  but  I 
propose,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
does  move  that  you,  8ir,  leave  the  Ohair, 
to  oppose  that  Motion.  At  the  same 
time  I  do  think  that  Wednesday  is  a 
liitle  too  early.  We  have  only  reported 
to- day,  and,  perhaps,  with  great  push- 
ing it  may  be  possible  to  get  the  Beport 
and  Appendices  in  the  hands  of  Members 
on  Wednesday  morning,  but  not  before, 
I  apprehend.  [Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  dis- 
sented.]    Wei),    if   in   the  hands   of 
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Members,  they  will  not  be  in  the  news- 
papers and  before  the  country  before 
Wednesday.  [  Cries  of  "  Oh!"]  What 
am  I  to  understand  by  the  attitude  of 
hon.  Members  opposite  ?  Do  they  wish 
to  push  this  matter  on  before  the  country 
has  had  an  opportunity  of  understanding 
it  ?  I  was  in  hope^  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  going  to  make  this  Beso- 
lution  on  a  later  day  than  Wednesday. 
But,  as  he  does  not  appear  to  intend 
doing  80,  I  beg  to  move  that  Monday 
next  be  substituted  for  Wednesday. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  *•  Wednesday,"  and  insert  the 
words  **JMonday  next," — (^9ir,  Lahou^ 
eherej) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word 
*  Wednesday '  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  In  naming 
Wednesday  I  thought  I  had  endeavoured 
to  meet  the  views  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
and  hia  friends.  It  must  be  understood 
that  this  is  but  the  initial  stage  of  a  mea- 
sure which  will  have  to  pass  through,  first 
of  all,  a  Committee  of  this  House,  a  Report 
of  this  House,  Second  Heading,  Com- 
mittee stage,  and  Third  Heading  in 
this  House.  Therefore,  opportunities 
will  be  aiTorded  to  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
several  days  for  the  consideration  of 
this  proposal.  I  therefore  hope  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  will  see  that  the  gen- 
eral convenience  of  the  House  is  ad- 
vanced by  considering  the  matter  as 
soon  as  reasonably  can  be  arranged. 
The  Papers  will  be  circulated  to-morrow, 
and  every  exertion  will  be  made  to 
furnish  them  to  Members  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment.  I  hope  hon.  Gentle- 
men will  be  as  well  able  to  discuss  the 
principles  involved  in  the  report  on 
Wednesday  as  on  a  later  day.  I  cer- 
tainly could  not  accept  postponement 
of  the  discussion  until  Monday. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh.  Mi4 
Lothian) :  I  am  very  glad  to  hoar  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  has  a 
confident  expectation  that  the  Papers, 
including  the  Hepjrt  of  the  Committee, 
and  the  Papers  handed  in  as  Appendices, 
will  be  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  to- 
morrow. It  ^ould  be  hardly  well  to 
invite  the  House  to  consider  on  Wed- 
nesday at  12  o'clock  Papers  only  re- 
ceived at  10  o'clock.  But,  assuming 
that  they  are  circulated  to-morrow,  I 
hope  the  House  will  be  disposed  to  take 

Jfr.  Lahouchere 


tlie  Motion  on  Wednesday.  Partlj  from 
the  nature  of  the  subject,  partly  from 
the  character  of  the  reference  which 
has  been  made  to  the  House,  and  which 
has  now  been  before  the  public  for  ten 
days  or  more,  and  partly  from  the  date 
at  which  we  have  arrived  in  the  Seaaon, 
it  is  very  desirable  that  we  should 
proceed  with  this  matter  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment,  even  if  it  were  only 
that  hon.  Members  might  be  sure  that 
they  would  have  every  reasonable  and 
fair  opportunity  of  discussing  the  ques- 
tion. It  is  not  like  a  matter  where  the 
information  is  very  oocult.  It  is  easily 
brought  into  view ;  and  I  do  not  think 
that  it  has  ever  been  a  praotioe  of  the 
House  to  require  in  questions  of  this 
kind  the  intervention  of  any  long  in- 
terval before  proceeding.  On  the 
assumption  that  we  have  the  Papers  to- 
morrow, I  hope  that  the  House  may  be 
disposed  to  agree  to  the  Motion. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  Of  oonrse,  I 
do  not  know  what  the  contents  of  the 
Report  may  be,  but,  assuming  that  the 
Reportcontains  some  reference  to  matters 
which  have  been  already  raised  in  debate 
as,  for  example,  the  saving  on  the  Oivil 
List  clauses,  it  will  reqmre  some  few 
hours  for  Members  who  have  not  had 
the  advantage  of  the  disonssion  in  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  various  pre- 
cedents. And,  of  course,  if  we  get  the 
Papers  even  the  first  thing  to-morrow 
morning  that  will  not  be  easy.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  have  evidently  not 
followed  the  precedents  in  these  matters 
as  closely  as  I  have.  To  carelessly  go 
through  the  Papers  will  only  prolong  &e 
Debate,  and,  perhaps,  raise  questions 
which  might  be  avoided.  Unless  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  perfectly  sure 
that  the  Report  and  Appendices  will  be 
in  the  hands  of  Hon.  Members  to- 
morrow, I  hope  he  will  postpone  the 
date. 

Mr.  storey  (Sunderland):  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  far  from 
tryiog  to   meet  the  views  of  the  hon. 


that  my  hon.  Friend  named  Mondw, 
but  I  am  referring  to  what  passed  m 
the  Committee,  when  the  hon.  Ghuitle- 
man  proposed  Thursday. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  :  I  wish  to  w- 
plain.  I  cannot  refer  to  what  passed  fai 
the  Committee  because  it  ii  not 
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Hy  hoQ.  Friend  asked  me  when  I  should 
like  to  take  this  discussion,  and  I  then 
stated  that  I  was  in  hopes,  from  what 
had  fallen  unofficially  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  that  he  would  assent  to  take 
the  discussion  on  Thursday.  If  he  will 
agree  to  Thursday  then  I  think  that  in 
this  part  of  the  House  we  are  perfectly 
ready  to  accept  the  motion. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  If  that  is  the 
case  I  readily  agree  to  Thursday. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  amended,  by  leaving  out 
the  word  *'  Wednesday,"  and  inserting 
the  word  *«  Thursday." 

Resolved,  That  this  House  will,  upon 
Thursday  next,  resolve  itself  into  a 
Committee  to  take  into  consideration 
Her  Majesty's  Most  Gracious  Messages 
of  2nd  July. 


BANN   DRAINAGE  BILL.    (No.    257.) 

Beported  from  the  Select  Committee, 
with  Minutes  of  Evidence. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  272.] 

Bill  re-committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  for  Thursday,  and  to 
be  printed.     [Bill  344.] 

CLERICAL    DISABILITIES    ACT,  1870. 

Address  for — 

*'  Return  of  all  persons  admitted  to  the 
office  of  Priest  or  Deacon  in  the  Church 
of  England,  who,  havintr  under  the  provisions 
of  *  Ihe  Clerical  Duabilities  Act«  1870/ 
executed  Deeds  of  Relinquishment  of  the  office 
of  Priest  or  Deacon  (as  the  case  may  be)  have, 
in  the  years  1884  to  1888,  inclusive,  caused  the 
same  to  bo  enrolled  in  the  High  Court;*' 
'*  And,  of  the  number  of  Deeds  which  have 
been  recorded  in  the  same  period  in  the  Diocesan 
Registries  in  the  Dioceses  of  England  and 
Wales  under  the  provisions  of  *'lhe  Clerical 
Disabilities  Act,  1870  '  (in  continuation  of  Par- 
liamentary Paper,  No.  260,  of  Session  1884)." 
—  (Mr^JohnTattMt,) 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled, 
''An  Act  to  declare  the  boundaries  of 
the  Province  of  Ontario,  in  the  Domi- 
nion of  Canada.''  |~Canada  (Ontario 
Boundary)  Bill — Lords.] 

YORKSHIRE   PROVIDENT  INSUKANCE 

COMPANY. 

■  Order  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Beport  of  the  Select  Oommittee  read. 


♦Mr.  SPEAKER:    This  Report beingf 
on  a  question  of  privilege,  it  is  properly 

fut  as  the  first  Oraer  of  the  Day.  But 
find  that  the  House  ordered  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Oommittee  to  be  printed, 
and  clearly  that  Order  ought  to  hare 
been  complied  with.  The  Report  of  the 
proceedings  not  being  now  before  the 
House,  it  should  be  considered  to- 
morrow. 

Consideration     of     Report    deferred 
until  Tuesday. 

ORDERS  OF  TEE  DAY. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL     (No.  334). 

Order  for  consideration  of  Bill,  as 
amended,  read. 

♦Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.): 
I  beg  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  recom- 
mitted, and — 

**  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
that  they  have  power  to  make  provision  to  enable 
County  Councils  to  pay  the  Returning  Officer's 
expenses  at  any  Parliamentary  election  which 
may  have  taken  place  in  the  county  within  the 
financial  year  out  of  the  Probate  Duty  Fund.'* 

It  will  be  recollected  that,  during  the 
past  four  >ear8,  attempts  have  been 
made  to  legislate  upon  this  subject. 
A  Bill  was  passed  in  1886,  but  rejected 
by  the  House  of  Lords.  Last  year 
a  memorial  was  submitted  to  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  signed 
by  a  majority  of  the  Scotch  Members, 
urging  upon  the  Government  the  pro- 
priety of  dealing  with  the  matter. 
Although  the  Session  was  protracted, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  unable  to 
afford  an  opportunity  for  discussing  the 
question.  I  think  it  is  essential,  if 
we  are  to  hare  popular  representation, 
that  the  proposal  contained  in  this  in- 
struction to  the  Oommittee  should  be 
passed  into  law.  It  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  payment  of  Members  of 
Parliament  or  the  payment  of  their 
election  expenses.  The  expenses 
referred  to  in  the  Instruction  are  simply 
those  over  which  the  candidate  has  no 
control  whatever.  At  present,  before 
a  candidate  can  be  nominated,  he  has  to 
give  security  for  his  share  of  expenses 
varying  from  £500  to  £700.  I  am 
aware  that  an  objection  may  be 
taken  to  the  provision  we  propose  to 
insert  in  this  Bill  because  the  measure 
itself  only  applies  to  county  constituen* 
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dea,      and      leaves      the      boroughs 
untouched.        I     submit      that     the 
boiough  constituencies  are  on  a  different 
platform,  having  a  municipal  org^aniza- 
tion  within  a  limited  area  with  ezpensea 
oonsiderably  lighter  than  those  which 
are  incurred  in  county  elections.    But 
we  are  now  establishing  County  Councils, 
and  we  must   provide  the  machinery 
necessary  for  conducting  the  elections ; 
and  all  I   ask  is  that  the  machinery 
provided  shall  be  permanent '  and  shall 
be  applicable  to  Parliamentary  as  well 
as  County  Council  elections.    No  doubt 
the  existing  system  in  regard  to  the 
payment  of  the  statutory  expenses  of 
elections  was  introduced  in  the  interests 
of  the  monied  classes.     My  contention 
is,  that  such  expenses  ought  not  to  be 
thrown    upon    the   candidate.      If  we 
are  to  return  to  this    House   working 
class  representatives,   it  is    absolutely 
essential   that  this  bar  should  be  re- 
moved. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  re-committed  in 
respect  of  a  new  clause, — (Returning 
Officers'  expenses  at  Parliamentary 
elections, ") — {Mr,  Esslemont.) 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
P.  B.  HoBBRTsoy,  Bute):  No  doubt 
the  question  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  is  very  important,  and  of 
general  interest ;  but,  having  regard  to 
the  interests  which  the  hon.  Member 
has  in  view,  I  doubt  whether  this  is  the 
appropriate  occasion  for  the  discussion. 
The  House  is  now  dealing  with  the 
Local  Government  of  counties  and  their 
rating,  and  the  hon.  Member  proposes 
that  a  provision  for  the  payment  of  ex- 
penses, not  for  County  elections,  but  for 
Parliamentary  elections,  shall  be  in- 
serted in  the  Bill.  Almost  any  desirable 
public  or  Imperial  object  could  be 
brought  with  as  much  reason  within  the 
four  corners  of  the  Bill.  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member,  especially  at  this  period  in  the 
progress  of  the  Bill,  and  the  stage  of 
the  Session  at  which  we  have  now 
arrived,  will  re-consider  the  expediency 
of  moving  this  Instruction,  and  whether 
it  may  not  be  better  to  reserve  the 
consideration  of  the  subject  for  an  op- 
portunity when  it  can  be  considered  on 
its  own  merits. 

Sin  G.  TREVELYAN  (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :  I  think  there  is  a  great 
deal  of  force  in  what  the  right  hon. 

Mr*  EtiUmwt 


Gentleman  has  just  said.     It    would 
be  difficult  to  introduce  a  oomplieated 
and  important  dause  in  the  Bill  at  this 
stage  under  which  alone  the  system  in 
Scotland  is  to  be  ohaneed.    None  the 
less,  however,  my  hon.  lUend  is  right 
in  using  this  opportunity  to  brine  the 
question  under  tne  notice  of  the  House. 
I  hope  my  hon.  Friend  will  withdraw 
the  Instruction,  and  that  the  Gkyvara* 
ment  will  consider  themselves  under  a 
renewed  obligation  to    meet    what   is 
undoubtedly    the    wish    of   the    great 
majority  of  the  Scottish  Members.  Next 
Session  the  Government  will  be  without 
excuse  in  not  introducing  a  Bill,  which 
would  pass  through  the   House  very 
easily,  considering  chat  the  feeling  in 
Scotland  would  be  entirelv  in  its  favour. 
♦Mr.  ESSLEMONT:  I  will  not  press 
the    Amendment,  but  I  thought  it  de- 
sirable to  bring  it  forward,  seeing  that 
the  question  has  now    been  removed 
from  the  possibility  of  being  discussed 
for  three  years  in  succession. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

A  clause  (Annual  Budgets  of  District 
Committee, ) — (  Mr.  Raihhan$, )  — brought 
up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^^That  the  clause    be  read  a  second 

time." 

Mr.  RATHBONE  (Carnarvonshire) : 
I  trust  that  the  Qovemment  will  find 
themselves  able  to  accept  this  Amend- 
ment, which  simply  deals  with  the  local 
expenditure.  I  believe  that  the  people 
of  Scotland  will  not  loug  remain  satis- 
fied with  the  multiplication  of  spending 
bodies,  but  will  seek  to  concentrate  «U 
of  them  in  one  central  authority.  I  do 
not  see  why  our  Scotch  friendsi  who  are 
50  years  in  advance  of  England  in 
almost  everything  else,  should  be  one 
year  behind  us  in  this  matter.  I  hope, 
therefore,  the  Q-overnment  may  see  their 
way  to  the  acceptance  of  this  proposal. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  Any 
suggestion  coming  from  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  deserves  the  utmost 
respect ;  but  although  I  entirely  sym- 
pathize with  the  object  the  hon.  Member 
has  in  view,  I  think  he  can  hardly 
have  borne  in  mind  the  fact  that  we  are 
not  setting  up  a  fully  organised  end 
complete  District  Council,  but  merely-  a 
District  Council  for   limited   purpoeskr 
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onlji  and  one  which  does  not  call  for 
sucm  an  elaborate  system  as  is  provided 
by  the  clause  he  has  proposed.  I  may 
remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  we 
haye  had  some  experience  under  the 
English  Act,  and  the  result  has  been  to 
show  that  there  is  no  necessity  for  so  ela- 
borate an  organization  as  is  demanded 
by  this  clause.  Moreover,  I  tbiuk  it 
is  not  desirable,  unless  for  very  cogent 
reasons,  to  cramp  the  action  of  the 
District  Committees  by  dictating  to  them 
the  exact  methods  they  should  adopt. 
Looking  at  the  somewhat  narrow  scope 
given  to  these  Councils  in  matters  of 
finance  this  provision  does  not  strike  me 
as  being  needed,  and  on  this  ground, 
without  in  any  way  desiring  to  diminish 
the  importance  of  the  matter,  I  am  un- 
able to-  accept  the  clause. 

Me.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Hollox) ;  I  think  there  is  a  good  deal  in 
this  clause ;  because  it  will  be  seen  that 
the  District  Committees  have  large 
powers,  and  will  have  to  discharge 
separate  functions  with  regard  to  three 
important  matters — namely,  the  general 
council  rate,  parochial  roads,  and  the 
public  health,  all  of  which  will  necessitate 
a  large  amount  of  taxation.  The  Boad 
Trustees  have  had  to  make  up  a  budget 
of  their  own,  and  that  is  sent  in  to  the 
General  County  Board.  I  think  that  in 
view  of  all  these  matters  it  would  be 
found  desirable  to  admit  this  clause. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

New  Clause  (Highways,  counties  of 
Aberdeen  and  Banff,) — {Afr,  l^ff») — 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  have 
no  objection  to  the  clause. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Clause  added. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College 
Division) :  I  have  now  to  move  the 
clause  I  have  put  on  the  Paper  in  refer- 
ence to  the  payment  of  fees  in  certain 
cases  by  the  bchool  Boards.  This  pro- 
vision was  struck  out  in  Committee ; 
but  its  only  effect  would  be  to  leave 
matters  as  they  are  under  the  existing 
Education  Act.  By  an  Amendment 
inserted  at  the  very  last  stage  in  Com- 
mittee un  this  BiU,  two  sections  were 


inserted,  the  first  of  which  deals  with 
the  obL'gation  of  the  School  Boards  to 
charge  sdiool  fees,  sabject  to  certain 
exceptions.  Section  69  of  the  Sootoh 
Education  Act  imposes  on  parents 
the  duty  of  providing  elementary 
education  for  their  children,  and 
goes  on  to  say  that  where  the 
parent  is,  in  consequence  of  poverty, 
unable  to  pay  the  fees  for  reading, 
writing,  and  arithmetic,  it  shall  be 
his  duty  to  go  to  the  Parochial  Board 
and  ask  Uiat  Board  to  pay,  this  provi* 
sion  being  made  applicaole  to  the  oas» 
of  blind  children,  ^nd  it  is  also  provided 
that  the  Board  shall  pay  the  fees  in  any 
State-aided  school  the  parent  may 
choose.  Now,  the  Amendment  which  was 
inserted  in  the  Bill  repealing  this  pro- 
vision was,  I  believe,  inserted  without  a 
full  appreciation  of  its  effect,  which  was 
to  relieve  the  parent  of  the  duty  of  pro- 
viding education  for  his  children  where 
unable  to  do  so  by  reason  of  his  poverty. 
Take  the  case  of  a  widow,  with  a  large 
family.  She  is  at  present  enabled  to  go 
to  the  Parochial  Board  and  get  them  to 
pay  the  children's  fees  in  any  Board 
School  or  Denominational  School  she 
may  select  in  her  own  district,  and 
under  the  clause  inserted  in  the  Bill  a» 
amended  in  Committee,  that  widow  would 
be  entirely  cut  off  from  this  assistance. 
The  principle  of  my  Amendment  is  to 
leave  the  existing  arrangement  undis* 
turbed,  an  arrangement  by  which  pay- 
ment from  the  rates  v  only  to  be  given 
in  those  cases  where  the  stipulations  set 
forth  in  the  Scotch  Education  Act  are 
complied  with.  I  maintain  that  it  would 
be  entirely  overturning  that  principle  if 
we  were,  by  Section  86  inserted  in  this 
Bill,  and  under  the  circumstances  I  have 
stated,  to  repeal  this  provision  of  the 
Scotch  Education  Act.  It  is  quite  im- 
possible to  say  that  the  voluntary  schools 
shall  provide  these  fees;  and  by  the 
general  admission  of  all  parties  the 
Parochial  Board  is  not  tbe  body  that 
should  be  called  upon  to  fulfil  the  obli- 
gations required  in  these  matters.  The 
duty  will  develve  upon  the  School  Board 
instead  of  the  Parochial  Board  to  pay 
the  fees  of  poor  persons.  The  result 
will  be  that,  where  fees  are  charged 
by  School  Boards,  they  will  simply  have 
to  pay  them  with  one  hand  and  collect 
them  with  the  other,  or,  in  other  words, 
remit  the  fees.  If  a  parent  sends  his 
children  to  a  voluntary  school,    as  at 
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An  hoo.  Mbxbib  :  A  quarter. 

De.  CAMERON:  Mj  hoo.'  Friend 
says  a  penny  per  quarter.  I  was  not 
aware  that  the  Scotch  Education  Depart- 
ment had  oyer  sanctioned  that  low  pay- 
ment, but  I  do  know  that  in  many 
instances  the  total  fees  in  certain  dis- 
tricts have  been  under  £2  or  £3  a  year, 
and  in  one  case  they  were  as  low  as  1  Ss. ; 
fK>  that  it  is  evident  that  in  a  large 
number  of  parishes  the  fees  are  less 
than  12s.  per  year  per  child.  If  the 
average  all  over  Scotland  is  12s.,  it  is 
clear  that  in  many  cases  the  fees  must 
be  considerably  above  that  sum.  If  you 
then  distribute  on  the  basis  of  the 
average  attendance,  the  result  will  be 
that  in  those  parishes  where  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  very  little  expense  is 
incurred  in  the  shape  of  fees,  and  a 
great  deal  in  the  shape  of  rates,  you 
will  be  allotting  more  than  is  required, 
and  the  rates  will  be  relieved ;  while  in 
districts  where  the  education  charges 
are  defrayed  to  a  large  extent  by  fees 
and  to  a  smaller  extent  by  rates,  the 
result  would  be  even  if  you  were  to 
give  the  full  amount  of  128.  per  scholar, 
you  would  not  make  up  the  deficiency 
in  the  foes,  and  you  would  inflict  con- 
eiderable  hardship  by  compelling  the 
School  Board  to  put  on  an  additional 
rate.  Now,  I  wish  to  propose  that 
where  you  apply  this  grant  to  the 
payment  of  fees,  it  shall  be  coupled 
with  a  condition  that  the  schools  in 
receipt  of  the  g^ant  shall  give  free 
education.  In  the  district  of  Govan, 
where  the  fees  are  exceptionally  high,  it 
will  be  necessary,  under  the  proposal  of 
the  Government,  still  to  charge  the  fees, 
unless  you  couple  with  the  giving  of  this 
grant  the  condition  that  free  education 
in  the  rompulsory  standards  shall  be 
given.  When  I  brought  up  this  matter 
before,  it  was  not  discussed,  and  the 
Lord  Advocate  replied  to  me  that  it 
raised  the  question  of  graded  schools. 
It  does  not.  I  do  not  wish  to  raise  that 
matter  at  all.  I  do  not  propose  to  pre- 
vent any  School  Boards  charging  fees 
in  any  school  it  likes.  All  I  suggest 
is  that  in  those  schools  to  which  the 
grant  is  made,  the  education  in  the  com- 
pulsory standards  shall  be  free.  I  do 
not  care  for  graded  schools.  I  think 
they  are  snobbish;  but  if  electors 
ohoose  to  empower  their  School  Boards 
to  have  graded  schools,  I  do  not  see  why 
we  should  interfere  with  them,  and  if 


the  Boards  prefer  to  establish  ■ohoolsin 
which  a  charge  of  ninepenoe  a  week 
can  be  made,  there  is  no  reason  why  we 
should  prevent  it.  We  can  Tsry  wdl 
allow  the  ratepayers  to  manage  their 
own  business  in  this  rcspoct.  Bat  if 
the  School  Boards  choose  to  keep  up 
their  fees,  I  do  not  see  why  they  shoola 
participate  in  this  grant  of  £246»000. 
We  want  this  money  to  be  given  in 
Scotland  in  order  to  secure  free  educa- 
tion, and  if  you  attach  to  the  grant  the 
condition  I  suggest,  the  result  will  be 
that  the  School  Boards  and  the  School 
Managers  will  have  to  consider  whether 
or  not  it  is  worth  their  while  in  order 
to  get  the  g^ant  to  make  education  free 
in  the  compulsory  standards. 

Clause  (Provision  as  to  probate  duty 
grant  for  relief  from  payment  of  school 
feep,) — (7>r.Ca«i«r(m,]h— brought  up,  and 
read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  the  Clause   be  read    a    seoond 

time." 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  object 
to  the  Amendment  and  cannot  accept  it. 
There  are  schools  conducted  by  the 
managers  in  which  the  parents  are  able 
and  willing  to  pay  fees,  and  in  which  it 
would  be  absurd  if  fees  were  not  paid 
by  the  parents,  and  if  this  clause  were 
inserted  the  managers  would  have  to 
close  such  schools,  in  which  most  nseful 
work  is  being  done,  and  the  receipts  of 
which  are  often  of  great  service  in  carry- 
ing on  the  ordinary  public  elementary 
schools,  or  they  would  have  to  foreeo 
their  right  to  a  grant  in  aid  under  the 
provisions  of  this  Act.  I  protest  against 
depriving  them  of  that  source  of  revenue. 
I  think  that  would  be  very  undesirable. 
The  money  will,  I  can  assure  the  House, 
be  administered  by  the  Scotch  Education 
Department  with  perfect  bona  fid$&  and 
with  the  object  of  securing  as  many  free 
places  as  possible.  More  than  that  it  ia 
manifest  we  cannot  do.  The  House, 
indeed,  has  not  imposed  any  further 
duty  on  us.  I  do  not  think  the  House 
will  desire  that  more  shall  be  said  at  this 
time.  A  great  deal  of  interesting  detail 
will  require  consideration ^  and  the  vary- 
ing circumstances  of  the  School  Bouos 
throughout  the  country  will  require  an 
immense  amount  of  application  in  deal- 
ing with  them.  At  present  it  mnst  be 
remembered  certain  fees  are  abea^y 
paid  to  the  schools  by  the  Parodhiiil 
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Boards.  I  think  I  consult  the  wishes  of 
the  House  when  I  do  not  prosecute  this 
subject  further,  but  from  no  reticence  on 
the  part  of  the  Qoyemment,  but  really  be- 
cause it  is  rather  a  matter  which  should 
be  maturely  considered  in  detail  and 
after  the  scheme  is  set  in  motion. 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.):  I 
trust  my  hon.  Friend  will  not  press 
this  clause  to  a  DiTision,  because 
although  I  entirely  sympathize  with 
the  object  he  has  in  yiew,  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  answer  at  all 
to  the  concluding  remarks  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Lord  AdTocate. 
It  is  provided  by  the  Bill  that  this 
money  shall  be  dealt  with  by  a  Minute 
of  the  Scotch  Education  Department, 
and  when  that  Minute  is  presented 
would  undoubtedly  be  the  proper  occa- 
sion on  which  to  raise  such  a  question 
as  that  which  my  hon.  Friend  raises. 
My  hon.  Friend  has  said  that  if  we  part 
with  the  Bill  we  lose  all  power  to  influ- 
ence the  decision  of  the  Scotch  Educa- 
tion Department ;  but  in  considering 
what  the  Scotch  Education  Department 
will  do  wi  th  this  money,  we  cannot  entirely 
ignore  the  manner  and  spirit  in  which 
the  Qovemment  have  acted  with  refer- 
ence to  the  opinions  of  the  great 
majority  of  Scotch  Members  on  this  sub- 
ject. I  am  bound  to  say  the  Qovern- 
ment  have  made  a  concession  to  the 
overwhelming  opinion,  no  doubt,  of 
Scotland.  They  might  have  made  that 
concession  in  a  niggardly  and  grudgipg 
epiri^  but  they  have  acted  very  hand- 
somely in  the  arrangements  made  with 
reference  to  the  funds  at  their  disposal ; 
and  I  think,  having  regard  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  Government  have 
hitherto  met  Scotch  Members,  we  may 
well  leave  this  subject  for  discussion 
until  the  Minute  of  the  Education 
Department  is  before  the  House.  I 
almost  think  that,  under  the  circum- 
stances, it  savours  of  ungraciousness  to 
anticipate  at  the  present  moment  the 
opinion  which  the  Scotch  Education 
Department  will  ultimately  have  to  put 
before  the  House.  Therefore,  while  I 
quite  agree  with  the  spirit  and  scope  of 
the  clause  of  my  hon.  Friend,  I  think  the 
introduction  of  the  clause  is  premature, 
and  I  trust  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  not 
compel  us  to  divide,  because  agreeing 
with  him,  as  I  do,  I  shall  feel  bound  on 
this  occasion  to  support  the  Gorem- 
ment. 


Mb.  W.  p.  SIN(3LAIR  (Falkirk 
Burghs) :  I  am  thankful  to  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Oollege 
Division  of  Glasgow  for  having 
introduced  this  subject,  because  a 
statement  has  in  consequence  been 
drawn  from  the  Government  which 
we  very  much  wanted  by  way  of 
explanation.  But  there  my  thank- 
fulness ends.  If  the  clause  were 
adopted  I  believe  the  results  would  be 
most  disastrous.  It  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary for  the  financial  success  of  this 
scheme  that  the  Government  proposal 
should  stand  as  at  present,  and  that  the 
schools  in  which  fees  may  be  charg^ 
should  remain  in  the  position  the* 
Government  leave  them.  I  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  do  well  to  with- 
draw his  clause. 

Mr.  CALDWELL :  I  hope  my  hon. 
Fnend  will  not  be  deterred  by  the 
probable  result  of  a  Division  from 
g^ing  to  a  Division.  This  is  a  subject 
which  concerns  the  City  of  Glasgow 
more  than  any  other  part  of  Scotland, 
and  it  is  a  subject  the  discussion  of 
which  will  not  rest  here,  but  will  be 
carried  on  by  the  citizens  of  Glasgow. 
The  proposal  of  the  Government  is  that 
there  are  to  be  two  classes  of  schools  in 
Glasgow,  schools  in  which  no  fees  are  to 
be  paid  in  the  compulsory  standards, 
and  alongside  them  fee- paying  schools, 
in  which  no  children  are  to  be  educated 
except  those  who^e  parents  are  able  to 
pay  school  feet.  To  have  two  classes  of 
schools  in  a  community  like  Glasgow 
would  be  to  introduce  the  question  of 
social  distinction,  which  has  never  yet 
been  raised  in  the  case  of  public  aided 
schools  in  Scotland.  If  there  be  one 
thing  more  than  another  upon  which 
this  country  is  intent  it  is  that  if 
Government  assistance  is  given  it  should 
be  g^ven  in  an  open  way,  and  so  that  all 
classes  of  the  community  may  partici* 
pate  in  it.  Hyde  Park  is  open  to  every 
child  of  the  community.  Would  you 
think  of  proposing  that  a  portion  of 
Hyde  Park  should  be  enclosed,  and 
that  only  a  certain  class  of  the  com- 
munity should  be  allowed  to  enter  it  ? 
It  would  not  be  tolerated.  The  prin- 
ciple on  which  the  old  Parochial 
Schools  of  Scotland  was  conducted  was 
that  every  child  in  the  parish  was  upon 
an  equal  footing  at  school.  The  sons  of 
landlords,  tenants,  peasants,  and  the 
poorest  of  the  people  sat  on  the  same 
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form  in  the  class.  Of  social  distinction 
there  was  none,  and  the  result  was  that 
the  poorest  child  bad  the  same  oppor- 
tunity, educationally,  as  the  richest. 
What  was  the  advantage  of  that  system  ? 
It  was  that  the  interest  of  the  higher 
classes  was  concentrated  in  the  success 
of  these  public  schools,  and  that  the 
Scotch  Parochial  Schools  were  the  best 
managed  schools  in  the  world.  You  are 
now  about  to  divide  the  people  of 
Glasgow  into  two  classes,  each  of  which 
is  to  receive  State  aid.  Tbat  is  very 
objectionable.  We  object  to  the  better 
classes  of  society  CDJoying  State  aid  in 
schools  where  they  can  pay  a  certain 
amount  of  school  fees,  and  from  which 
the  general  public  are  to  be  excluded. 
There  is  more  than  a  question  of  senti- 
ment involved  in  this  matter.  There 
are  no  less  than  one  million  pounds  worth 
of  educational  endowments  in  Glasgow. 
These  endowments  are  open  to  the 
children  attending  every  State  -  aided 
school  in  Glasgow.  If  you  have  the 
schools  on  an  equal  footing  every  child 
is  on  an  equal  footing.  If  you 
have  certain  free  schools  which  the 
poorer  children  attend,  and  if,  on  the 
other  hand,  you  have  better  class  schools 
which  the  better  class  children  attend, 
what  will  be  the  result  of  the  competi- 
tion in  the  bursaries  in  the  City  of 
Glasgow  ?  As  a  matter  of  course,  the 
free  school  children  will  not  have  the 
same  chance  as  the  children  of  the 
wealthy  people.  Parents  will  find  that 
the  poor  schools  are  attended  by  the 
riff-raff  of  the  City,  and  that  the  attend- 
ance is  very  irregular.  They  will  very 
probably  find  that  in  the  fee-paying 
schools  the  attendance  is  more  regu- 
lar, that  the  education  is  more 
perfect,  and  that  the  teachers  receive 
better  remuneration.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  parents  would  say — **By 
all  means  we  would  rather  send 
our  children  to  the  select  schools  than  to 
the  free  schools."  We  maintain  that  no 
grant  should  be  paid  in  respect  of  schools 
in  which  fees  are  charged.  It  is  said 
the  money  at  the  disposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  not  sufficient  to  free  all  schools. 
The  very  object  the  Government  have 
in  view  is  lo  curtail  the  money  that 
would  otherwise  ultimately  go  to  the 
schools.  If  you  exclude  from  this  gprant, 
or  I  any  portion  of  it,  all  those  schools 
where  school  fees  are  charged,  neces- 
sarily you  leave  a  lar^e  sum  to  those 
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schools  which  do  notduoge  anyfeea. 
The  Gbvemment  may  oommit  them- 
selves to  the  establuhment  of  free 
education,  and  at  the  same  time  estab- 
lish fee-paying  schools;  but  they  will 
find  that  their  proceeding  will  not  com- 
mend itself  to  the  people  of  Sootland. 
Free  education  must  be  free  all  round ; 
all  classes  of  the  community  must  stand 
on  an  equal  footing  in  all  schools.  In 
the  case  of  the  parish  churches  in  Scot- 
land the  principle  adopted  was  that 
everyone,  rich  and  poor  alike,  might 
attend  the  same  church  and  obtain  the 
same  ministrations,*  and  the  schools  in 
Scotland,  at  the  time  of  the  Beforma- 
tion,  were  established  on  the  principle 
of  perfect  social  equality,  which  was 
continued  down  to  1872,  when  the  Act 
was  passed.  You  are  now  attempting 
to  introduce  a  policy  which  is  opposed 
to  the  feeling  of  Scotland.  In  matters 
of  public  policy,  whether  in  relation  to 
the  Church,  the  School,  or  the  State,  the 
opinions  of  the  Scottish  people  have 
always  been  in  favour  of  peneot  equality 
before  the  law.  I  do  not  agree  that  this 
is  a  question  to  be  dealt  with  in  a  Minute 
by  the  Scotch  Department.  It  ought  to 
be  settied  in  the  Bill  itself.  We  should 
have  it  clearly  laid  down  in  the  Bill  that 
the  money  is  granted  only  to  those 
schools  where  free  education  is  actually 
given,  and  where  all  classes  of  the  com- 
munity are  in  a  position  of  perfect 
equality.  I  hope  my  hon.  Friend  will 
press  the  matter  to  a  Division. 
♦Me.  PROVAND  (Glasgow,  Blaok- 
friars,  &c.) :  No  doubt  the  opinion  in 
Scotland  is  very  much  against  the  pro- 
posal in  the  Bill.  It  is  looked  upon  as 
an  attempt  to  create  classes  withm  the 
masses.  It  is  certain  there  has  alwaya 
been  a  strong  democratic  feeling  among 
the  people  of  Scotland  with  reference  to 
educational  matters.  My  hon. 
the  Member  for  the  College 
(Dr.  Cameron)  has  shown  that  Sootland 
is  to  receive  something  like  £50,000  lew 
than  is  necessary  to  give  free  eduoation. 
My  hon.  Friend  has  shown  that  fees  in 
schools  in  Scotiand  amount  to  about 
£330,000  per  annum.  Even  allowing 
from  this  a  deduction  of,  say,  £30y00(> 
from  the  fees  derived  ^m  the  Otli 
Standard  which  is  not  compulsory,  w» 
have  £300,000  to  provide,  agaiiut 
which  the  Government  only  give 
£246,000.  There  are,  therefnre,  nilly 
£50,000  short  to  meet  tiie  fees  in  mEL 
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the  schools  in  Scotlaod,  and  unless  this 
£«')0,000  caa  in  some  way  be  provided, 
graded  schools  will  be  established,  al- 
though against  the  opinion  of  the 
majority  of  the  Liberal  Scottish  Mem- 
bers in  this  House,  and  against  an 
enormous  preponderance  of  opinion 
throughout  Scotland.  The  Lord  Advo- 
cate has  stated  that  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  College  Division  has 
over-estimated  the  amount  that  will  be 
deficient,  and  said  that  there  would  be 
the  usual  payment  towards  fees  by  the 
Parochial  Boards  to  make  up  this 
amount,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  forgotten  that  the  86 th  clause  in 
the  Bill  abolishes  the  payment  of  school 
fees  by  the  Parochial  Boards.  There 
will,  therefore,  be  nothing  received  to 
make  up  the  deficiency  which  has  been 
pointed  out,  and  the  financial  position 
described  by  my  hon.  Friend  appears  to 
me  to  be  unassailable.  The  figures 
«how  a  deficit  of  something  like  £50,000, 
and  unless  the  Lord  Advocate  can  inform 
us  how  this  is  to  be  provided,  the  School 
Boards,  or  some  of  them,  will  be  com- 
pelled to  establish  graded  schools, 
which  will  certainly  be  very  much 
against  public  sentiment  throughout 
Scotland. 

♦Mr.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  (Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  University) :    It  rather   sur- 
prises me  that  the  three  hon.  Members 
for  Glasgow  who  have  spoken  should 
found    their    opinions    on  the  case  of 
Glasgow.     In  my  opinion,  the  case  of 
Glasgow   is  fatal  to  this  Amendment. 
The    hon.     Member    for    the    College 
Division   (Dr.    Cameron)   said   a  good 
deal    about    this    money  having   been 
given  to  establish  free  education.     I  do 
not  think  that  is   an   accurate  way  of 
stating  the  matter.     A  certain  sum  has 
been  given  to  establish  free  education 
as   far   as  the  money  will  go— which 
is    a    dififtirent    thing.      The    amount 
of    money     has    been     very  consider- 
ably   increased    since    this    Bill    was 
introduced,  and  from  the  very  beginning 
it  was  stated  that  when  once  the  prin- 
ciple of  contributing  towards  the  pay- 
ment of  fees  was  introduced  it  would  be 
a  great  thing  if  the  money  could  be 
80  increased  as  to  cover  the  compulsory 
standards  as  nearlv  as  possible.     This 
can  be  accomplished  now  in  most  cases, 
but  in  some  it  cannot ;  and  one  of  the 
most  notable  cases,  showing  the  insofS.- 
ciency  of  the  money  to  free  the  oompul- 
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sory  standards,  is   in    Glasgow  itself* 
The  School  Board  for  Glasgow  expect 
that  their  portion  of  this  money  will  be 
about  £23,00 ),  but  the  amount  of  fees 
they  now  receive  for  the  Fifth  Standard 
and  all  under  is  nearly  £33,000 ;  so  that, 
with  the  money  they  are  to  receive  from 
the   Probate  Duty  Grant,  they  cannot 
free  thecompulsory  standards ;  but,  with 
such  liberty  as  they  will  have  if  this 
Amendment  is  not  carried,  they  will  be 
able  to  meet  the  case.     Graded  schools 
are  in  existence.      In   Glasgow  itself, 
and  under  the  School  Board,  there  is  a 
system  of  graded   schools,   not  arising 
from  any  d  priori  theory  of  the  School 
Board,  but  from  the  fact  that  different 
kinds  of  schools  are  wanted  in  different 
parts  of  the  city.     They  have  something 
like  five  different  rates  of  school  fees  in 
the  schools   under  their  care.     If  the 
schools  are  all  to  be  of  the  same  grade 
it  will  be  necessary  either  to  raise  the 
grade  of  many  of  them,  giving  a  more  ex- 
pensive class  of  schools,  and  increasing 
the  burden  on   the  rates,  or  to  bring 
down  the  quality  of  certain  schools.     If 
we  do  the  latter,  we  shall  do  a  great 
injustice  to  a  large  number  of  ratepayers 
who  wish  to  have  schools  to  which  they 
can  send  their  children  with  comfort  and 
satisfaction,  and  for  which    they    are 
quite  willing  to  pay  fees.     I  hope  the 
House  will  reject  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.    Friend,   the    result    of  which  if 
carried  would  simply  be  to  reduce  the 
quality  of  the  education  in  Scotland. 
♦Mr.  C.  S.  PARKER  (Perth) :  I  agree 
with  the   hon.  Member  for   Aberdeen 
(Mr.  Hunter),  that  the  hon.  Mover  of 
the  Amendment  would  do  well  to  with- 
draw it,  and  present  it  again  when  the 
House  is  in  possession  of  the  Minute  of 
the     Education     Department.      I    am 
strongly  in  favour  of  leaving  the  Bill  in 
its    present    state.      I  wish    to    know 
whether  the  hon.  Mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment has  placed  himself  in  communica- 
tion with  the  School  Board  for  Glasgow, 
which  sent  a  deputation  here  on  this 
very  question,  and  whether  he  h^s  heard 
the  arguments  of  the  School  Board  on 
the    subject.      The     Glasgow     School 
Board  is  as  much  in  favour  as  anybody 
of   promoting    free    education ;   and  I 
understand  that  their  present  feeling  is 
in  favour  of    doing  so   as  far  as  the 
grant  proposed  will  go.    What  we  want 
is  ^to  have  as  much  money  as  possible 
available  in  that  direction,   but  if   a 
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danse  be  placed  in  the  Bill  absolately  i 
prohibiting  fees,  or  6ning  those  schools  j 
which  chard^e  fees,  moDey  is  withdrawn  | 
which  would  be  yaluable  in  establishing 
free  education.  As  has  be^n  stated 
by  the  h on.  Member  for  the  University 
of  Glasgow  (Mr.  J.  A.  Campbell),  the 
Glasgow  School  Board  have  five  grades 
of  schools,  and  this  policy  has  arisen 
historically  from  the  fact  that  in  dealing 
with  schools  in  different  districts  in  the 
city  they  found  traditional  fees  suited 
to  the  habits  and  resources  of  each 
district,  and  these  were  continued.  You 
have  schools  with  no  fees,  schools  with 
penny  fees,  and  schools  with  higher  fees 
m  Glasgow,  and  if  you  permit  the 
School  Board  of  Glasgow — and  Glasgow 
may  be  taken  as  representing  a  large 
part  of  Scotland— to  have  1 0  or  possibly 
12  schools  charging  fees,  what  they  wish  is 
to  have  their  share  of  the  Probate  Grant 
to  throw  into  a  common  fund  which  the 
Board  administers.  The  fallacy  lies 
in  supposing  you  are  dealing  with  in- 
dividual schools.  You  say  that  individual 
schools  receiving  fees  should  not  receive 
this  money  from  the  Probate  Grant. 
But  you  do  not  make  the  payment  to 
individual  schools,  but  to  the  School 
Board  in  respect  of  certain  schools,  and 
having  made  the  payment  to  the  School 
Board  the  money  goes  into  the  general 
fund,  and  is  available  for  the  financial 
arrangements  of  the  Board  wherever 
the  needs  are  greatest.  In  Glasgow,  as 
has  been  pointed  out,  the  Board  cannot 
make  ends  meet  unless  you  allow  them 
to  have  fees  paid  in  some  schools  and 
also  allow  them  to  draw  a  share  of  the 
Probate  Grant  in  respect  of  children 
in  those  schools,  but  applicable  towards 
free  education  in  other  schools.  The 
hon.  Mem  her  for  the  St.  Hollox  Division 
(Mr.  Caldwell)  says  if  you  allow  the  two 
kinds  of  schools  in  Glasgow,  some  with 
fees  and  some  without,  then  those  chil- 
dren who  come  from  better  families  will 
go  to  the  schools  where  fees  are  charged, 
will  there  get  better  teaching,  will  be  bet- 
ter qualified  for  competition,  and  so  they 
will  get  hold  of  the  best  endowments. 
He  admits,  however,  that  these  chil- 
dren of  the  better  class  do  this  at 
present,  so  that  at  any  rate  things  will 
be  no  worse.  But  surely  there  is  a 
simple  mode  of  preventing  any  in- 
justice that  might  so  arise.  The  edu- 
cational endowments  in  Glasgow  aere 
under  four  different  bodies  who  have 
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the  administration  of  them,  at  vaj 
rate  there  are  four  funds  to  administer; 
well,  then,  in  order  that  thoTery  jjoamk 
shall  not  be  deprived  of  adTantages 
from  the  endowments,  it  is  qoite  opai 
to  those  who  have  the  management  of 
the  endowments  to  say  that  thej  will 
confine  certain  endowments  to  i 
certain  class  of  soboola,  to  emj  fbr 
instance,  that  no  children  shall  compete 
whose  school  fees  are  aboTO  a  cettaia 
amount.  Or  you  might  eren  say  that  ia 
some  cases  there  shall  be  no  oompetU 
tion  by  children  from  schools  where  say 
fees  are  charged.  The  diflereacs 
between  schools  where  fees  aze  paid 
and  those  where  there  are  no  ftes 
may  be  taken  roughly  as  representiBg 
a  difference  in  the  means  of  Ae 
parents,  and  it  will  be  open  to  thoae 
who  have  the  administration  of  the  ea* 
dowment  funds  to  exclude  from  oom- 
petition  the  children  attending  the 
higher  schools.  But  this  case  of 
Glasgow  is  only  one  illustration  of  flie 
broad  principle  which  I  have  begged  hon. 
Members  to  consider  in  reference  to 
the  question  of  free  education.  Thsie 
are  three  great  sources  of  support  for 
education,  the  rates,  the  tues.  and 
the  large  sum  which  hitherto  has  heoa 
contributed  by  parents  in  the  shape  of 
fees,  and  I  cannot  see  why  in  deferenosf 
to  the  abstract  principle  of  free  educa- 
tion we  should  unwisely  and  unneces- 
sarily throw  away  the  whole  of  die 
income  we  are  getting  from  fees.  Be- 
lieve those  who  cannot  pay  fees,  have 
schools  that  may  be  attended  without 
payment  of  fees,  but  where  parents  aie 
anxious  and  willing  to  pay  keep  that 
source  of  income  open  for  the  present. 
If  you  do  not,  you  will  find  when  jou 
come  to  meet  the  gpreat  needs  of  the. 
future,  technical  schools,  evening  aduxda, 
higher  schools,  the  strengthening  of  the 
teaching  staff,  and  so  on,  that  you  aie 
short  of  funds.  You  must  come  again 
to  ratepayers  and  taxpayers  fiir 
assistance,  and  ratepayers  and  tas* 
payers  may  refuse  that  assistaaoi^ 
and  desirable  reforms  will  be  poit- 
poned  because  the  State  has  inter- 
vened between  parents,  who  surelT  are' 
the  natural  persons  to  have  the  lioer^ 
of  paying  fees  for  their  children's  eda(M^ 
tion  if  they  like,  and  the  managers  of 
schools,  and  says  if  you  haye  anytUag 
to  do  with  public  schools  you  must  Mqf^ 
no  fees  for  your  children's  eduoraoik' 
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Am  to  the  traditional  cnBtom  in  Snotland, 
it  IB  quite  tiue  that  in  old  times  the 
children  of  the  rich  and  poor  often  sat 
in  the  same  school,  but  it  in  not  trae  that 
the;  ircre  on  the  game  footing  as 
regards  fee*.  Those  who  could  afford 
itpHidfeen.  nometiTneii  hifjh  fees;  and 
those  who  could  not  were  admitted  tree. 
In  the  counliy  schools  and  in  small 
towns  this  may  still  continue,  but  in 
large  towns  it  will  be  found  that  those 
who  can  afford  to  pa;  very  liberal  fees 
will  send  thair  children  to  one  school, 
and  others  who  cannot  afford  fees  will 
send  their  children  where  there  are  no 
fees  at  all. 
•Mr.  ESSLEMONT:  Perhaps  I  may 
be  allowed  a  word  of  explanation  in  re- 
gard to  my  vote.  I  diaai^ed  with  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Uembjr  for  the  College 
Division  on  bis  last  Amendment  and 
voted  against  him,  bntaocording  to  the 
statement  he  has  made  now  and  the 
Amendment  before  ns,  1  understand 
what  he  means  is  this — that  we  shall 
not  have  in  the  same  schools  the  grada- 
tion of  fee  paying  and  non-paying 
pDptls.  If  my  hon.  Friend  wishes  to  con- 
fine his  Amendment  to  the  same  school,  I 
would  agree  with  him.  If  that  is  the 
meaning  of  his  Amendment,  then  I 
can  Huppott  it ;  I  wish  now  to 
say  that  I  am  able  to  vote  with  him.  I 
am  sorry  that  he  did  not  support  a 
principle  more  important,  whereby  the 
sum  would  have  been  made  sufficient 
not  to  give  to  Btateaided-aohools 
bat  only  public  schools  any  grant 
whatever.  Oa  that  principle  my 
hon.  Friend  parted  from  me  and 
left  me  standing  alone.  I  hope, 
however,  my  hon.  Friend  will  return  to 
that  some  day,  and  in  the  meantime  if 
my  hon.  Friend  means  th^re  shall  not  be 
a  gradation  in  the  same  school  whereby 
a  division  shall  be  made  between  paying 
and  non-paying  pupils  I  shall  support 
the  Amendment. 

The  House  divided  :— Ayea  98  ;  Noes 
218.— (Div.  List,  No.  -236.) 

Ma  McDonald  CAMERON  { Wick, 
&0.) :  I  believe  this  clause,  notice  of 
which  stands  in  my  name,  the  payment 
of  the  travelling  expenses  of  Counoillors, 
would  make  a  pecuniary  charge,  and 
that  it  is  therefore  not  competent  for  me 
to  move  it.  I  ouly  rise  tu  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  if  he  is  disposed  to  aooept,  and 
has  prevailed  with  his  colleagaea  to  ' 
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duoe  them  to  accept,  something  in  the 
nature  of  this  clause. 

Mr..  J.  P.  B.  BOBERTSON  ;  I  am^ 
not  in  favour  of  the  clause  aa  it  atanda. 

Ms.  McDonald  CAMERON:  But 
will  the  ritfht  hog.  and  learned  Qentle* 
man  say  what  moJifiaation  of  the  clause 
he  would  be  disposed  to  favour  ? 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  BOBERTSON:  I  am^ 
sorry  to  say  the  su|^eBtion  I  mode  did 
not  meet  with  aooeptanoe.  My  sugges- 
tion was  that  in  exceptional  cases  pay-' 
ment  might  be  made  towards  travelling 
expenses  of  Coanty  Conuoillors,  but  the 
information  I  gathered  satisfied  me  thab 
I  wsB  not  likely  to  receive  support  to  my- 
proposal.  '. 

Ms.  CALDWELL :  I  rise  to  move- 
the  Amendment,  of  which  I  have  given 
notice,  the  insertion  of  a  new  oTansa 
having  reference  to  the  application  of 
the  Act  to  the  County  of  Stirling.  The 
Qoverament  have  aooepted  and  added  to 
the  Bill  an  Amendment  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dumbarton  (Sir 
Archibald  Orr  Ewing),  which  has  for  its 
object  the  taking  out  of  the  County  of 
Stirling  certain  parishes  and  bringing 
them  into  the  County  of  Dumbarton,  ana 
the  effect  will  be  the  unsettling  of  the 
boundary  of  Stirling  aa  fixed  by  the 
Boads  and  Bridgea  Act.  The  object 
of  my  new  clause  is,  considering  that 
you  are  going  to  take  out  of  the  county 
of  btirling  certain  parishes  which 
origi  Daily  belonged  to  Dumbarton, and  to 
restore  to  them  to  Dumbarton,  my  object 
is  to  restore  to  Stirling  parishes  from 
Dumbarton  and  Perth  that  originally 
lormed  part  of  Stirling.  It  is  a  simple 
question.  If  the  Lord  Advocate  is 
going  to  disturb  the  existing  bonndariea 
of  counties  in  the  inter  est  of  Dumbarton, 
then  he  should  equally  have  regard  to 
Stirling,  and  set  the  boundaries  of  that 
county  right.  This  new  clause  would 
not  be  needed  if  the  Lord  Advocate 
would  agree  to  strike  out  Clause  40, 
which  diflturbe  the  present  arrangement 
for  the  County  of  Stirling,  but  if  that 
atrangement  is  to  be  destroyed  then  it 
is  necHMary  that  the  oonnty  should  be 
restored  to  the  position  it  occupied 
before  the  paosing  of  the  Boads  and 
Hri.dges  AL-t,  and  this  I  propose  by  the 
clause  I  now  move. 

New  Clause  (Application  of  Act  to 
ooonlj  of  Stirling.)— ("r-  C«M«<«,)— 
broughl  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 
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,  Db.  GLAHK:  If  yoa  leave  out 
.''eighty- one,"  how  will  yon  determine 
the  population  ? 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  E0BERT80N :  We 
put  in  the  clause  words  which  carry  tbe 
7,000,  then  we  have  the  interpretation 
clause  proyiding  that  the  words  shall  be 
held  to  mean  what  appears  under  the 
Oensus  of  1881,  or  a  number,  if  greater 
than  that,  which  shall  be  established  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  within  10  days  of  the  passing 
of  the  Act. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  '  eighty- 
one  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause,"  put,  and 
negatived. 

Question,  '*  That  the  words  '  which 
contains '  be  there  inserted,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  Clause  8,  page 
2,  line  32,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  or 
with  which  it  has  the  largest  common 
boundary,"  and  insert  the  words 
**  which  contains  the  largest  number  of 
the    electora  of    such    burgh," — {Mr. 

.  CaUwelly) 

'—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
'  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Ma.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  do 
not  know  which  •should  be  selected  as 
the  better  criterion  for  determining  this 
question,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  to  take 

;  tbe  course  suggested  by  the  right  hon. 

.  Qentleman  would  lead  to  great  confusion 
as  we  are    accustomed    to    the    other 

.  method  under  the  Scotch  Roads  and 
Bridges  Act,  and  some  other  Scotch 
Statutes. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  moved,  Clause  8,  page  2, 
line  39,  after  **  year,"  insert  *•  in  which 
the  election  of  a  County  Council  is 
appointed  to  take  place."— (Ifr.  J.  P, 
B.  Robertson,) 

Mb.  CALDWELL :  The  next  Amend- 
ment is  to  make  the  clause  cleur,  as  it  is 
very  confused  as  it  stands.  The  clause 
says  the  term  of  office  for  a  County 
Councillor  for  a  burgh  shall  be  three 
years,  but  in  the  case  of  the  first  elec- 
tion it  can  only  be  something  over  two 
.  years.  The  first  election  is  to  take 
place  in  February,  and  it  will  end  two 
years  the  November  following.  But  the 
Bill  says    it  shall  be  for  three  years, 


which  will  make  the  period  of  ibs 
appointment  of  a  County  CoonciUornui 
different  to  the  period  of  the  appoint- 
ment  of  a  Councillor  for  a  burgh.  The 
object  of  the  Amendment  is  to  proTide 
that  the  term  of  office  of  a  Connty 
Councillor  for  a  burgh  shall  be  the  same 
as  the  term  of  office  of  a  Councillor  for 
an  electoral  division  of  a  county,  and 
the  appointment  of  a  County  Counoillor 
for  a  burgh  shall  ran  from  the  day  of 
the  triennial  County  Council  election 
next  ensuing  his  election.  Without  this 
Amendment  there  would  be  two  periods 
of  election.  Its  meaning  ia  that  though 
you  appoint  your  burgh  members  lor 
the  County  Council  in  November,  jet 
the  appointment  is  to  run  from  the  tri- 
ennial election  of  the  rest  of  the  Coanty 
Councillors.  It  is  a  drafting  Amend- 
ment to  make  the  Clause  dear  and 
intelligible.  Complaints  are  frequently 
made  that  Acts  of  Parliament  are  passed 
in  an  unintelligible  form,  and  that  is  a 
thing  I  wish  to  correct  here.  Of  course 
if  the  Lord  Advocate  does  not  aooept  the 
Amendment  it  is  no  affair  of  mine. 

Amendment  moved,  Clause  8,  page  2, 
line  41,  after  "  bei,''  insert — 

<<The  same  as  tbe  term  of  office  of  a  Co«n- 
cilloT  for  an  electoral  dinrion  of  a  county,  and 
the  appointment  of  a  Coanty  Councillor  tor  a 
burgh  run  date  from  the  day  of  the  triennial 
County  Council  election  next  eaiaing  his  fac- 
tion."—(ifr.  CaldwelL) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'' 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  HOBERTSON  :  I  am 
ready  to  accept  Amendments  to  improre 
the  drafting  of  the  Bill,  but  I  oannot 
accept  this,  which  would  add  to  the 
labours  of  the  House  and  onlv  lead  to 
obscurity.  All  this  is  cleared  up  by 
Section  30,  which  deals  with  the  dates 
of  the  election  for  the  first  three  years. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  CALDWELL:  As  the  sab- 
section  stand j),  the  only  vacancy  dealt 
with  is  that  caused  by  a  man  in  tiie 
ordinary  course  ceasing  to  be  a  Town 
Councillor.  No  doubt  the  intention  is 
that,  however  the  vacancy  ocouxS|  it 
should  be  filled  up.  According  to  my 
Amendment,  the  vacancy  would  be 
filled  up  not  merely  in  the  event  of 
a  vacancy  arising  under  the  sab-section, 
but  in  the  event  of  a  vacancy  arising  by 
death  or  otherwise. 
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^  Amendment  proposed,  in  page .  3, 
tine  1,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"Councillor/'  to  the  word  "but,'*  in 
line  3,  and  to  insert  the  words  :«— 

**  And  in  the  event  of  a  casual  vacancy  oecnr- 
nng  caosed  by  death,  resignation,  or  disqoali- 
fioation,  such  casual  vacancy  shall  as  soon  as 
practicable  be  filled  up  by  the  Town  Council." 
-^(.Ifr.  Caldwell.) 

^  Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  I  pro- 
pose to  acoept  an  Amendment  which 
has  been  put  down  in  the  light  place  by 
the  Member  for  Forfarshire,  but  which 
will  be  moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Roxburghshire.  The  proper  place  for 
this  Amendment  is  the  special  section 
which  relates  to  casual  yaoanoies. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  agreed  to,  Clause  8^  pag^ 
3,  line  4,  leave  out  after  *'  election,"  to 
end  of  Clause.— ;i/r.  J.  P.  B.  Bohert- 
4on.) 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  3,  line  6, 
after  the  word  *'  election,"  to  insert  the 
following  sub-sections: — 

"(3)  The  provisions  of  this  section  shall 
apply  to  a  Royal  burgh  which  contains  a 
population  of  more  than  seren  thousand, 
but  does  not  return  or  contribute  to 
return  a  Member  to  Parliament ; 

**  (4)  The  expression  '  The  Representation 
of  the  People  Acts,*  in  section  three  of 
<  The  Representation  of  the  People  Aet, 
1884,'  is  hereby  declared  to  include  the 
Acts  regulating  the  registration  of  mu- 
nicipal electors."— (TA*  Lord  Advocate), 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy,  &c.) : 
It  may  be,  of  course,  that  I  am  stupid, 
but  I  must  confess  I  do  not  understand 
the  proposed  definition  of  burghs.  The 
Bill  in  one  part  deals  with  Koyal  and 
Parliamentary  burghs,  and  I  do  not 
know  why  it  is  necessary  to  bring  in  this 
section — 

**  The  provisions  of  this  section  shall  apply 
to  a  Royal  burgh  which  contains  a  population 
of  more  than  7,000,  but  does  not  return  or  con- 
tribute to  return  a  Member  of  Parliament.*' 

A  Koyal  burgh  comes  within  the 
definition  of  the  law,  and  I  cannot 
understand  why  this  should  be  neces- 
sary. 

!*Mr.  D.CRAWFORD  (Lanark,  N.E.): 
I  cannot  say  that  I  share  the  objection 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  G.  Campbell), 
but  I  have  another  of  a  different  kind. 
It  may  be  called  an  objection  to  the 


drafting. of  the  Amendment,  but  in  thif 
case  the  drafting  is  of  great  importance v 
The  clause  proposed  alters  the  principle 
of  the  Representation  of  the  People  Act, 
and  I  would,  therefore,  ask  your  ruling, 
Sir,  whether  it  is  oompetent  to  move  it 
here.  It  interferes  with  the  service  fran* 
chise,  and  anyone  reading  the  Repre- 
seotatipn  of  the  People  Act  of  1884,  and 
who  afterwards  looked  through  the  titles 
of  subsequent  Statutes  would  have  no 
notice  that  the  Representation  of  the 
People  Act  was  altered  by  this  Act.  I 
do  not  dwell  on  the  fact  that  in  terms 
this  is  an  alteration  of  the  law  of  Eng- 
land as  well  as  of  Scotland,  seeing  that 
the  Representation  of  the  People  A^t 
applies  to  both  countries.  No  doubt 
that  will  be  controlled  by  the  title  of 
the  Bill  when  it  becomes  an  Act ;  but 
it  seems  very  inexpedient  that  you 
should  attempt  to  alter  the  Representa- 
tion of  the  People  Act  in  this  way. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  On 
the  question  of  order,  Sir,  I  would  ex- 
plain that  the  Representation  of  the 
People  Act,  dealing  naturally  with  Par- 
liamentary elections,  makes  a  certain 
use  of  the  municipal  roll.  One  result 
has  been  that  a  question  arose  a^  to 
whether  service  franchise  holders  have 
votes  both  for  Parliamentary  purposes 
and  also,  by  incidental  enactment,  for 
municipal  purposes.  What  we  now 
propose  is  to  declare  that  a  certain 
enactment  in  a  Parliamentary  Election 
Act  has  the  effect,  which  is  generally 
ascribed  to  it,  of  conferring  the  fran- 
chise for  municipal  purposes. 
♦Mr.  speaker  :  There  is  no  objec- 
tion to  the  words  of  the  Amendment  as 
a  matter  of  order. 

Mr.  a.  ELUOT  (Roxburgh) :  Is  the 
object  of  this  sub-section  to  qualify  for 
municipal  purposes  those  who  are  dis- 
qualified in  the  burghs?  The  service 
franchise  gives  a  qualification  for  Par- 
liamentary but  not  for  municipal  pur- 
poses. Is  the  object  now  to  qualify  for 
all  municipal  rights  in  burghs  ? 

Mr  J.  P.  B.  ROBERiSON:  That 
is  the  object.  There  has  been  a  diver- 
sity of  practice  in  Scotch  burghs.  One 
eminent  lawyer  who  is  not  on  the  Front 
Bench  just  now  is  of  opinion  that  the 
service  franchise  people  are  not  en- 
titled to  vote  at  municipal  elections ;  but 
other  eminent  lawyers  are  of  a  contrary 
opinion.  This  comes  into  the  Bill  be- 
cause we  are  giving  the  service   fran- 
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ut  to  look  after  the  adminiBtndon 
of  the  Public  Health  Act,  and  to 
deal  with  tlie  rates.  Surely  if  that 
be  ao  there  are  equal  reaaons  why  they 
should  have  left  open  to  tham  the  career 
of  County  Councillors.  In  many  places 
in  England  ladies  have  been  elected  on 
the  Gouncila,  and  I  do  not  see  why  the 
eleotors  should  not  have  the  greateet 
latitude  in  determining  whom  they 
should  elect  as  their  repraientativee. 

Sm  O.  CAMPBELL:  I  do  not 
think  this  Amendment  ia  moved 
in  the  interest  of  Scotland.  Scotch 
women  do  not  want  to  become  County 
Councillors,  they  have  too  much  eense. 
This  Amendment  is  put  forward  with 
the  object  of  capturing  an  outpost 
from  wbich  to  bombard  a  stronghold  of 
men  in  England.  I  hope  the  House 
will  adhere  te  the  decision  it  arrived  al 
in  Committee. 

Db.  FARaUHAESON'  (Aberdeen' 
shire,  W.)  :  I  think  we  may  safely  leave 
to  women  themselves  the  right  of 
deciding  whether  women  shell  or  shall 
not  be  elected.  I  think  it  is  tyrannical 
in  the  extreme  to  limit  their  choice ;  I 
took  the  chair  at  one  of  Miss  Cobden' 
election  meetings  in  London,  and 
oouldnot  help  seeing  that  there  wasa  very 
strong  feeling  not  only  among  women 
bat  among  men  that  it  was  very  impor- 
tant, in  view  of  the  class  of  work  to  be 
carrifd  out  in  the  County  Councils,  that 
women  should  have  the  opportunity  of 
representing  the  electors  on  those  bodies. 
It  is  perfectly  well  known  that  we  get 
our  physioal  properties  from  our  fathers 
and  our  mental  qualities  frooi  our 
mothers,  and  it  seems  te  me  very  im- 
portant indeed  that  the  mental  faculties 
of  vomen  should  be  sharpened  up 
as  muoh  as  passible  in  order  to  breed 
good  women.  I  am  also  a  believer  in 
Eeredi^,  sad  I  think  that  if  oor  mothers 
ooald  nave  the  opportanitj  of  being 
brongbt  np  in  poUio  life  we  might  hare 
been  bottar  Members  of  Parliament 
titan  «8  u*  now.  From  these  points 
of  Tuw  I  linve  great  pleasure  in  snp 
\  BOrttag  the  Amendment. 
'  *lu  A.  0.4TnOKNE.HABDT(EaBt 
latead.  Sussex^ :  I  vonld  pcnnt  out 
3  are  not  going  to  rote  on  this 
1  on  the  queation  whether  women 
iDuld  or  shoii  eii        1  to  the 
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is  struck  out  the  result  will  not  be  that 
women  can  be  elected,  but  merely  that 
they  may  be  exposed  to  law-sutts.  To 
save  a  lady  from  that  contingency,  I 
shall  support  the  Bill  as  it  stands. 

•Me.  OHANNING  (Northampton,  B.): 
I  would  ^oint  out  to  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  that  the  Bill  did 
not  in  its  original  form  contain  tho 
words  excluding  women  from  election 
on  County  Councils.  The  words  were 
afterward  inserted  by  the  Ijord  Advo- 
cate. As  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  (Sir  0.  Campbell),  ha 
must  be  unfortunate  in  his  acquaintance 
with  Scottish  women  it  he  does  not  know 
that  in  Edinburgh  there  are  women  who 
arequitoaswell  qualified  OS  men— better 
qualified  than  many  men— to  disohai^e 
the  duties  of  County  Councillors.  Tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  when 
I  recently  asked  for  a  day  for  die  dis- 
cussion of  the  question,  treated  the 
matter  with  some  contempt.  I  think 
that  if  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  were  to 
qualify  as  a  Sootoh  oandidate  and  stand 
againat  some  of  the  ladies  in  f^inburgb, 
there  is  not  the  slightest  doubt  as  to 
where  the  victory  would  lie.  I  hope 
the  House  will  not  consent  to  this  un- 
neceesaryexolusion  of  women  from  aduty 
for  which  they  are  eminently  fitted. 

Mr.  COSSHAH  (Bristol) :  I  am  very 
doubtful  whether  it  would  be  well  eitber 
for  women  or  for  the  State  to  bring 
them  into  public  life,  but  I  think  it  is 
almost  too  late  to  raise  that  question 
now.  As  you  have  admitted  women  to 
the  franchise,  I  think  you  must  also 
allow  them  to  be  elected.  I  should 
have  voted  against  their  being  admitted 
to  the  franchise,  but  as  they  have  been 
admitted,  I  ehall  vote  for  their  being 
allowed  to  be  elected. 

Sia  AHCHIBALD  CAMPBELL 
(Renfrew,  W.) :  It  has  clearly  taxed 
the  ingenuity  of  hon.Qentlemen  opposite 
to  find  out  a  reason  why  women  should 
be  elected  to  serve  on  County  Councils, 
and  the  feeble  arguments  used  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment  seem  to  me  quite  sufficient 
to  enable  the  House  to  decide  in  favour 
of  the  Bill  as  it  stands. 
.  Da.    CLARK    (Caithness)  :     I   may 

Kint  out  that  the  burgh  which  the  hon. 
smber  who  has  just  spoken  represents 
had  a  lady  as  Chairwoman  of  the  School 
Board.  It  has  been  pointed  out  that  tho 
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C()it«dl»  wa  ahAll  b«  aUa  to  liare 
tion  aad  iBflfMctionlqrUdiea,  BadfenaU 
fwtuaU  will  tw  fthls  to  biuf  beCon 
than  &et*  whiek  they  eonld  not  htiag 
b«fbr«  anj  nuU  riiitaT.  It  anrely  can- 
not hm  rigbt  lor  tliia  HmiM  to  pnretrt 
•ay  eonatjtne&cT  in  •  cotuty  bom  elae- 
tini;  a  famale  if  thAt  eonititaency  doain* 
to  Mr-  


la  ukiBg  ths  House  to  agree 
Amendment  I  do  not  bue  my  argnment 
■t  all  on  tiwt  ground  that  it  neceaaariJy 
ft^lowa  that  bacanaa  women  are  entitled 
to  Tote  in  theee  alactiana  tbcr 
therefore,  entitled  to  be  elected.  We 
maioUia  that  it  ia  distinctly  to  the  ad' 
vantage  of  the  Connty  Councila  that 
women  ahonld  be  elated  to  them.  I 
know  myself  nnmbers  of  persona  in 
JSootland  wlio  would  be  daairona  of 
nominating  women  as  candidates  for  the 
County  CoundL  A.  lady  has  sat  in 
Sootland  as  Chairman  of  a  School 
Board,  and  everybody  oonvereant  with 
Edinburgh  knows  that  Hiss  Stevenson, 
the  lady  member  of  the  School  Board 
there,  ia  the  most  influential  member  of 
the  Board,  and  is  often  deputed  to  risit 
London  to  interview  the  Scotch  Office 
on  matters  of  importance.  She  is  also 
the  only  member  of  the  School  Board 
who  has  been  elected  at  every  election 
MDOe  the  Act  was  passed.  Numbers  of 
women  have  been  elected  .nembers  of 
Boards  of  Quardiana,  and  have  done 
good  work  on  such  Boards.  I  am  can- 
vinced  from  my  knowledge  of  Scotland 
that  there  is  a  very  strong  desire  that 
women  should  be  elected  to  these 
Boards,  and  I  hope  tbe  House  will  assent 
to  the  Amendmest. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  160:  Noes 
fl8.— {Div.  List,  No.  2i7.) 

Motion  made  and  Question  pnt,'Cla<iBe 
10,  iMge  3.  line  32,  after  "(I),"  insert 
"  The  Chairman  of  the  County  Council, 
who  shall  be  called."— (7X«  lord 
AdsoeaU.) — Agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Qneition  proposed. 
Clause    1 0,     page    3,    line    34,    after 

"  Bounty,"  insert — 


nquinid  by  In*  to  be  taken  by  a  JnUae  o( 
Paaoe."-(Jrr.  CWmmU.) 


Xl  J.  P.  B.BO^EBiaON:    2a« 

!  uabi*  to  accept  ths  AmMdant  of  d» 


Qncatkm.  "Tkat  Ihoaa words  batkoM 
inaeited,"  pnf,  and  aegatmd. 

Sn  G.  CAMFBEUj:  I  hnn  wa.w  ts 
move  the  Amoidmeat  I  ]m*«  ^pon  thA 
Paper  —namely,  to  inaatt  "  thi«a  janw'* 
ia  the  plaea  of  *'  one  year  "  in  dnnaa  Ifl^ 
page  S,  line  36.  I^is  nattor  of  tin 
dunttion  of  the  Oiaiman'a  offiea  wna  n 
good  deal  disenmed  ia  the  Eo^iah  Bill, 
and  I  have  a  strong  opinioa  ia  faroor 
of  mafcing  the  pniod  three  years.  lb* 
Provosts  of  all  Scotch  boiglia  aiB 
appointed  Ibr  three  years,  wludt  is  n 
reasonable  pmod  and  enables  a  maa  to 
make  a  pooition  for  hlmsd^  and  I  da 
not  see  why  on  the  Conaty  C 
should  not  follow  the  asalof_ 
by  the  burghs.  Again,  in  many  om8% 
where  the  appinatment  was  only  lor  n 
year  there  would  be  a  feeling  ogaioat 
getting  rid  of  the  person  holding  ths 
offioe  after  so  shMt  a  tens,  nod  Aa 
resolt  might  be  that  thesama  panoK 
might  retain  the  poaitioa  yearafter  vaar 
because  the  alectoi*  might  not  wiab  ta 
cast  a  slur  on  him  byrafniinghimza- 
election.  If,  however,  the  psnod  wan 
three  jeon  a  man  would  uow  that  ha 
was  not  likely  to  be  re-electad  at  tha 
end  of  the  term  unless  he  had  *'"^*1^^1^ 
bis  position  so  well  that  tha  »*■■*«« 
desind  to  offer  him  an  unnsoal  mark  of 
approval  by  re-appointing  him. 

Amendment  propoeed,  in  paga  3,  Ima 
3S,  to  leave  out  the  words  **<«•  year," 
and  insert  the  words  "  thrae  jaaia."~> 
{Sir  Georgt  CamphtU). 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  w(»da 

ine  year '  stand  part  of  the  Kll." 

Ub.  J.  P.  B.  B0BEBT80N:  Aa 
the  hon.  Gentleman  haa  stated,  lUa 
matter  was  fully  discnasad  on  a  te> 
mer  occasion,  and  my  reoollaotion  ia 
that  the  general  feeling  woa  in  fkvooxaf, 
year.  That  is  the  existing  mtaft 
io  regard  to  the  counties,  and  I  thu^  it 
would  be  better  to  have  the  piopoaal  M 
it  stands  in  the  Bill. 

Mb.  CALDWELL:  Tbereisnodonbfe  I 
that  the  oonveaer  of  aco  unty  is  appoiatedi  A 
tar  a  year,  but  tbe  elaotion  of  the  Board' 
is  only  for  a  year,  and  we  have  alwajf)) 

'   i  on       I  he  chain 

he  tun 
ir  whiufa 
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year  until  the  powers  whioh  are  poft- 
•ested  bjthe  boroughs  are  also  posaeee^d 
by  Oounty  Crounoils. 

AmeDdment  proposed,  in  page  4, 
line  18,  to  leave  out  the  words,  **  save 
as  hereinafter  mentioned."— -(liir. 
JS8$ls$n4mi.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Bill." 

Ma.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  It  U 
no  want  of  respect  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man if  I  say  that  I  doubt  whether  the 
House  desires  to  again  discuss  this  sub- 
ject, whioh  has  been  debated  with  great 
clearness  and  fulness  on  the  First  and 
Second  Readings  and  in  Oommittee— I 
do  not  at  all  say  at  too  Rreat  length.  I 
cannot  say  that  I  feel  myself  that  I 
could  add  anything  to  the  reasons  which 
prevailed  widi  the  majority.  I  assume 
that  the  object  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
is  either  to  enter  a  protest  or  take  a 
Division,  and  I  will  not  further  stand 
between  him  and  either  object. 

Da.  CLARK:  The  Government  are 
wrong  in  the  course  they  have  taken. 
The  Oommissioners  have  practically 
ceased  to  perform  any  functions,  and 
they  die,  if  not  universally  lamented,  at 
all  events  in  the  full  odour  of  sanoti^. 
What  I  meant  to  point  out  is  simpnr 
this,  that  you  will  be  bringing  the  land- 
lords and  the  people  in  Scotland  con- 
stantly into  conflict  on  two  points ;  and 
it  would  be  very  much  better  in  the 
future  for  Scotch  landlords  if  you  now 
allowed  them  to  cease  their  lunctions 
and  allow  thoso  matters  of  the  control 
of  the  police  and  capital  expenditure  to 
remain  in  the  hands  of  the  people. 
The  Commissioners  have  now  a  clean 
and  honourable  record,  but  if  they  con- 
tinue to  work  under  this  clause,  the 
result  will  be  such  as  the  Government 
will  deplore. 

♦Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
I  am  not  at  all  surprised  that  my  hon. 
Friend  behind  me  has  moved  this 
Amendment,  because  it  raised  again  at 
this  stage  a  point  of  cardinal  import- 
ance, and  it  would  have  been  odd,  after 
attaching  so  much  importance  to  it,  had 
we  passed  it  over  without  notice.  I 
agree,  however,  with  the  Lord  Advocate 
that  the  question  has  been  fully  argued 
on  both  sides ;  and  while  I  regret  that 
the  Government  have  remained  obdurate 
not  only  to  our  arguments,  but  to  the 


.presides.  In  the  School  Boards,  where 
•tiiie  elections  are  for  three  years,  the 
ohairman  holds  office  for  that  period,  and 
in  all  similar  cases  the  chairman's  term 
.of  office  follows  the  duration  of  the 
body  he  is  chairman  of.  There  would 
be  this  advanttge  in  making  the  term  of 
office  three  years  in  the  present  case, 
that  it  would  help  to  ensure  a  continuous 
policy,  and  I  am  also  aware  of  the  feel- 
ing mentioned  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  that  by  making  the  chair- 
ncanahip  a  matter  of  annual  election  the 
appointment,  for  the  reason  he 
stated,  might  be  unnecessarily  pro- 
longed. It  would,  I  think,  be  contrary 
to  all  precedent  in  Scotland  if  the 
ohairman  should  be  appointed  for  a 
period  less  than  the  duration  of  the 
body  over  which  he  is  to  preside. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  Clause 
10)  P&go  3,  line  39,  leave  out  from 
"office,"  to  *'and,"  in  line  40,  and 
insert  *'  at  the  pleasure  of  the  council." 
'^{Mr.  CaldweU,)-'Agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
8,  to  leave  out  all  the  words  after 
the  word  ^*  occurred"  to  end  of  Clause. — 
{Tks  Lord  Advocate) 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause," 
put,  and  rejected. 

«Mb.  ESSLEMONT  :  In  the  Amend- 
ment I  have  to  propose,  I  desire  to  raise 
the  question  as  to  the  powers  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Supply.  My 
Amendment  is  absolutely  to  take  a^ay 
those  powers  which  are  only  the  charge 
of  the  police  and  capital  expenditure. 
We  had  supposed  that  the  Bill  was 
founded  upon  the  model  of  Town 
Councils  in  Scotland ;  and  the  Lord 
Advocate  knows  that  those  bodies  in 
boroughs  would  not  for  one  moment 
submit  to  a  limitation  which  deprived 
them  of  the  control  of  their  police  and 
of  capital  expenditure.  And  if  there  is 
anything  to  be  said  of  the  control  of 
Town  Councils  over  police  and  capital 
expenditure,  it  would  equally  apply  to 
Oounty  Councils.  But  by  the  Bill  you 
are  creating  a  machinery  which  will 
.  praoticaliy  have  no  responsible  work 
•  whatever.  The  work  of  the  County 
•.Ckninoii  ie  limited  to  such  an  extent  that 
e-Jtl)PR«  iriU  be  an  agitation  from  year  to 
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demoostration  of  feeling  on  the  part  of 
the  representatiyes  of  Scotland,  which 
took  place  on  an  earlier  stage  of  this 
Bill,  I  consider  it  better  to  content 
onrselyes  with  a  Diyision  in  order  to 
Bxpress  our  feeling. 

The  House  diyided  : — Ayes  102 ;  Noes 
75.— (Diy.  List,  No.  238.) 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) : 
The  Amendment  I  am  about  to  moye  is 
in  substance  the  same  as  that  which  I 
moyed  in  Committee,  though  in  words  it 
is  somewhat  different.  The  words  I  baye 
put  on  the  Paper  now  were  suggested 
to  me  during  the  course  of  the  Debate 
in  Committee  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Inyemess,  who  supported  me.  The 
object  is  to  throw  upon  Inhabitant  house- 
holders the  responsibility  for  the  main- 
tenance of  rights  of  public  way.  I  felt 
justified  in  bringing  up  this  matter  again 
on  the  Beport  stage,  although  it  has 
already  been  discussed  in  Committee,  on 
the  ground  that  although  we  were 
defeated  in  Committee  by  a  majority  of 
27,  the  Diyision  List  showed  that  the 
Scottish  yote  was  5  to  1  ia  fayour  of  my 
proposition. 

Attention  called  to  the  fact  that  40 
Members  not  present.  The  House  was 
counted ;  and,  40  Members  being  found 
present, 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  proceeded :  Another 
reason  why  I  bring  forward  the  Motion 
again  is  that  I  think  the  Goyemment 
may  possibly  think  fit  to  giye  us  at  least 
part  of  what  we  want,  inasmuch  as  I  was 
supported  in  the  Diyision  Lobby  by  all 
the  Liberal  Unionist  Members  from 
Scotland,  and  eyen  by  one  Conservatiye 
Member,  and,  generally  speaking,  the 
support  I  obtained  may  fairly  be  said  to 
haye  been  drawn  from  all  quarters 
of  the  House.  The  arguments  brought 
against  my  proposal  were  practically 
twofold.  There  was,  first,  the  argu- 
ment of  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland  that  no  grieyance  existed, 
and  then  there  was  the  argument  of  the 
Lord  Adyocate  that  I  was  trying  to  in- 
duce the  County  Councils  to  leyy  war 
against  indiyiduals.  I  must  say  I  thought 
the  expression  the  Lord  Adyocate 
used  was  yery  unfortunate  and  regret- 
table. But,  putting  aside  the  words  he 
used,  I  do  not  think  the  argument  was 
a  fair  one,  inasmuch  as  my  proposal 
would  haye  placed  no  obligation  what- 

i/ir.  Campbell-  Bannerman 
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oyer  on  the  Ooontj  Oonneibi.  My  pni- 
sent  Amendment  midces  it  peneol^ 
clear  that  only  a  disoretionary  Ppwer  n 
to  be  imposed  on  the  Oonnty  UoimciL 
As  to  the  argument  of  the  Solioiiar 
General  for  Jutland  that  there  is  bo 
grieyance  in  Scotland,  or  it  there  is  it 
is  open  to  anyone  to  remedy  it  by  what 
is  known  as  a  popular  action  whub 
anyone  can  bring,  I  hardly  think  that 
contention  will  be  brought  forwazd 
again.  During  the  Debate  in  GkMD- 
mittee  it  was  shown  that  last  year  a 
single  society  in  Edinburgh  was  applied 
to  no  less  than  40  times  to  defend  nghti 
of  way.  During  the  past  few  yetn 
there  has  been  a  tendency  in  the  Higfa- 
lands  to  shut  up  paths  and  roads  oyer 
which  rights  of  way  are  claimed. 
There  is  the  well-known  Olendall  ease. 
There  the  claim  of  the  proprietor  to 
shut  up  a  road  was  no  doubt  openly 
contested  by  yery  few  inhabitants  either 
of  Glendall  or  the  surrounding  districts, 
and  no  one  had  the  hardihood  to  bring 
an  action.  An  action  was  brought  by  a 
public  society.  The  legal  proceedings 
lasted  oyer  two-and-a-half  yearS|  and 
entailed  no  less  than  three  trials,  one 
before  the  Lord  Ordinary  of  the  Qoartar 
Sessions,  one  before  the  Inner  House  of 
Quarter  Sessions,  and  the  other  before  the 
House  of  Lords.  In  each  of  these  trials 
the  society  wou  the  case.  Bat  the  ex- 
penses of  the  litigation  haye  amounted 
to  between  £4,000  and  £5,000,  and 
though  the  Eights  of  Way  Society  will 
haye  their  costs  paid,  there  is  no  less  a 
sum  than  £650  incurred  by  the  societj, 
which  will  not  be  allowed  under  the 
award  of  costs.  Now  is  it  for  a  momeBt 
to  be  considered  a  lUst  reply  to  the 
grieyance  alleged  that  there  is  no 
adequate  protection  for  rights  of 
way  in  Scotland,  for  the  Bolidtor 
General  for  Scotland  or  any  other 
defender  of  this  Bill  to  say  that  the 
prbtection  of  rights  of  way  is  a  doty 
that  can  be  peHormed  by  any  sinsle 
indiyidual?  It  is  almost  impossible 
eyen  for  the  richer  and  more  popular 
parts  of  the  country,  and  absoiiitsly 
impossible  for  the  poorer  and  more 
sparsely -populated  parts  of  Sootland  to 
make  any  practical  use  whatever  of  the 
protection  that  is  at  present  afforded  by 
the  law.  I  most  earnestly  urge  theGofeOBi- 
ment  to  reconsider  the  position  iiMf 
took  up  on  this  subject  during  the  Oobh- 
mittee  stage.    I  say  there  is  a  grierttoss 
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felt  throughout  the  leno^th  and  breadth 
of  the  land,  and  chiefly  in  the  High- 
lands and  sparsely- populated  districts, 
and  I  ask  whether  the  duty  of  remedy- 
ing this  grievance  could  be  more 
properly  and  adequately  entrusted  to 
any  body  other  than  the  County  Council  ? 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  11, 
pag^  4,  line  19,  after  the  word 
"  trustees,"  to  insert  the  words — 

"  And  the  duty  of  maintaining,  and  the  right, 
if  they  think  fit,  of  taking  or  defending,  pro- 
ceedings for  the  protection  of  any  public  right 
of  way  over  roads,  drove  roads,  bridlepaUis, 
and  ferries.'* — {Mr,  Buchanan,) 

Question  proposed,'*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Dr.  FABQUHARSON:  This  is 
a  question  of  such  great  and 
pressing  importance  in  the  North 
that  I  think  my  hon.  Friend  has 
every  justification  for  bringing  it  once 
more  under  the  attention  of  the  House. 
This  is  simply  a  demand  made  upon  a 
popularly-elected  tribunal  to  defend 
the  existing  rights  of  the  people  of 
Scotland.  It  is  all  very  well  to  say 
that  individuals  can  defend  themselves, 
but,  as  any  one  who  has  had  any 
experience  of  the  law  id  aware,  the 
assertion  of  a  legal  right  is  sometimes 
a  very  formidable  affair.  It  is  said  that 
this  power  is  not  wanted.  Anyone, 
however,  who  knows  anything  of  the 
North  will  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend 
that  cases  of  stopping  up  rights  of  way 
are  too  frequent,  and  individuals 
naturally  hesitate  before  they  plunge 
into  the  possibilities  of  legal  processes. 
If  this  provision  is  not  wanted,  it  will 
be  a  dead  letter,  and  no  harm  will  be 
done.  But  I  say  it  is  wanted,  and  it  is 
not  too  much  to  ask  that  a  tribunal 
like  the  County  Council  should  have 
this  little  addition  made  to  its  respon- 
bilities  and  duties.  We  are  told  that 
the  question  of  right  of  way  will 
be  made  an  electioneering  cry.  Well, 
if  such  a  question  has  anything  in  it, 
it  is  quite  right  that  it  should  be 
brought  forward  at  election  time,  and  if 
it  has  not  anything  in  it,  I  think  the 
people  of  Scotland  are  too  shrewd  to  be 
taken  in  by  bogus  electioneering  cries. 
The  County  Councils  will  take  care  not 
to  enter  into  bogus  suits,  and  will  take 
care  that  any  claim  put  forward  by  those 
outside  shall  only  be  carried  out  by  them 


if  there  is  some  reason  able'^ossibility  of 
success,  or  il  a  strong  claim  is  shown 
for  popular  redress. 

♦Sir  D.  CURRIE  (Perthshire,  W.) : 
I  have  only  to  say  in  a  word  that  I  must 
support  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Fnend  as  I  did  in  the  Committee.  It 
appears  to  me  it  would  be  only  a  wise 
and  a  proper  thing  to  throw  on  the 
County  Councils  the  responsibility  of 
defending  the  public  rights. 

♦Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddingtonshire) : 
I  cannot  help  hoping  that  the  Oovem- 
ment  will  see  their  way  to  meet  what  is 
obviously  the  opinion  of  the  large 
majority  of  the  Scottish  Members,  in 
Committee  the  Scotch  Members  sup- 
ported the  Amendment  by,  I  believe, 
51  to  10.  While  the  Government 
have  not  departed  from  the  main 
outlines  of  the  Bill,  I  think  they 
have  shown  a  laudable  wish  to  accede 
to  our  wishes  in  any  reasonable  matter 
where  we  have  expressed  these  wishes 
by  a  large  majority.  On  this  point 
they .  have  an  opportunity  of  ^  meet- 
ing us  in  a  way  that  will  give  universal 
satisfaction.  I  can  bear  testimony  to 
the  extent  to  which  these  rights  of  way 
are  gradually  falling  out  of  existence, 
not  so  much  from  the  fault  of  land- 
owners as  from  the  absence  of  a  public 
authority  to  see  to  their  preservation. 
It  is  only  of  late  years  that  people 
have  become  alive  to  the  value  of  these 
rights.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer himself,  at  a  meeting  of  the  Society 
for  th  e  Preservation  of  Rights  of  Way,  in 
1886,  expressed  himself  strongly  in 
favour  of  imposing  this  duty  on  a 
properly-constituted  Local  Authority, 
in  the  face  of  this  expression  of  opinion 
it  does  seem  to  me  to  be  difficult  for  the 
Lord  Advocate  to  resist  the  appeal  now 
made  to  him  by  the  large  majority  of 
the  Scottish  Members. 

♦Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
SCOTLAND  (Mr.  Moir  T.  Stormonth 
Darling,  Edinburgh  and  St.  Andrew's 
TTniversities) :  The  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down  shows 
perhaps  some  tendency  to  repetition  of 
the  arguments  formerly  used.  I  think 
it  is  the  desire  of  the  House  that  there 
should  be  no  repetition  of  the  arguments 
used  in  Committee,  and  I  will  make  that 
my  excuse  for  being  very  brief.  Tho 
Government  are  still  of  opinion  that  it 
would  be  ondeairable,  in  the  interests  of 
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the  CountyCouQcils  and  their  harmonious 
working,  to  intrust  them  with  what  can 
only  be  described  as  a  licence  to  raise 
litigation.  It  is  not  at  all  necessary  that 
I  should  throw  any  doubt  upon  the  discre- 
tion and  moderation  with  which  this  duty 
would  be  exercised  if  imposed  on  the 
County  Councils.  At  the  same  time,  to 
accept  the  Amendment  would  be  practi- 
cally to  impose  upon  the  County  Councils 
the  duty  of  raising  lawsuits  of  a  par- 
ticularly delicate  and  contentious  nature. 
There  is  nowadays  no  great  tendency  on 
the  part  of  landowners  to  resist  well- 
founded  rights  of  this  character,  and 
therefore  there  is  less  need  of  an 
Amendment  like  the  present.  The  hon. 
Mover  of  the  Amendment  said  that  40 
applications  were  received  last  year  by 
the  Edinburgh  Bights  of  Way  Society. 
Does  the  hon.  Gentleman  think  that 
these  40  applications  were  all  well 
founded?  He  knows  as  well  as  I  do 
that  among  them  must  have  been  many 
which,  upon  examination,  turned  out  to 
be  not  justified  by  the  facts,  whilst  a  num- 
ber of  the  proprietors  in  other  cases,  when 
application  was  made  to  them,  at  once 
recognized  the  right  of  way.  As  to  the 
OlendoU  case,  I  will  only  say  that  I 
happen  to  know  the  district  personally ; 
and  it  is  a  fact  that  this  is  the  only 
right  of  way  out  of  a  great  many  in 
that  mountainous  tract  of  country  which 
has  ever  been  resisted  by  the  proprietor. 
On  the  whole  matter  the  Government 
remain  of  the  opinion  that  it  would  be 
unfortunate  to  entrust  this  power  to  the 
County  Council.  They  are  not  insensible 
to  the  argument  that  to  entrust  this 
power  to  the  County  Council  would 
rather  tend  to  make  proprietors  more 
jealous  of  the  formation  of  these  rights. 
It  must  never  be  forgotten  that  these 
rights  grow  up  by  degrees,  and  if  you 
put  proprietors  too  much  upon  their 
guard,  you  will  prevent  any  such  rights 
Deing  created. 

Db.  OL  AHK  :  We  have  had  from  the 

Solicitor  General  a  repetition   of  the 

arguments  that  were  used  in  Committee, 

and  he  scarcely  seems  to  appreciate  the 
difference  between  the  Amendment  now 
before  us  and  the  Amendment  moved  in 
Committee.  The  original  Amendment 
ill  Committee  was  compulsory  in 
character,  but  this  is  not.  [^'No,  no."j 
However,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 

J/r.  MqW  T.  Stormonth  Barling 


man's  answer  is  the  same,  that  there  is 
no  evidence  to  justify  the  Amendmeiit. 
I  might  bring  forward  two   cases  that 
occurred    quite    lately,    one    ia    West 
Perthshire;    the  old   "Sheriff  Muir" 
road  has  been  shut  up  by  the  neigh- 
bouring   proprietor.     Of    course,     the 
tenants  endeavoured  to  maiatain  their 
right  to  use  this  old  Scotch  road,  two 
centuries  old ;    but  it  has  been  closed 
because  it  passes  through  the  landlord's 
game  preserves.    Then  there  was  a  case 
lately  in  Caithness  something  similar,  ia 
which  the  Duke  of  Portland,  a  Member 
of    the  present  Gt>vernment,    drawing 
£2,500  a  year  for  doin?  nothing,   and 
having  great  estates  in  the  oouoty,  shat 
up  the  old  road  across  Marven  because 
it  interfered  with  his  deer  forest  and 
game  preserves.    He  owns  all  the  land 
round    about,   and  the  people  cannot 
afford  to  fight  for  their  rights  affainst  a 
powerful  English  duke  who  draws  a 
large  revenue  from  London  and  from 
the  taxpayers,  and  so  the  right  of  way  is 
lost.    Now  if  this  power  were  given  to 
the  County  Councils  these  landed  pro- 
prietors would  think  twice  before  they 
do  these  things,    because  they  would 
know  they  would  have  to  encounter  the 
resistance  of  a  powerful  representative 
body  instead  of  having  only  to  use  the 
landlord's  privilege  to  intimidate  and 
boycott  against  individual  tenants.    We 
seek  to  create  no  new  rights  of  way,  but 
only  to  preserve  old  rights  that  are 
being  lost.    In  Committee  I  urged  what 
I  thought  a  strong  reason  in  favour  of 
this  proposal,  and  this  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  not  seen  fit  to 
reply  to.    I  pointed  out  that  there  are 
many    old   parish    roads    and  statute 
labour  roads  that  were  not  transferred 
under  the  Heads  and  Bridges  Act  to 
the  present  road  authorities;  the  old 
bodies  that  had  charge  of  them  have 
ceased  to  exist,  and  now  these  roads  are 
the  property  of  no  one ;  they  were  con- 
structed by  public  money  centuries  asOy 
but  they   were  not  scheduled  in   tne 
Eoads  and  Bridges  Act,  and  so  they 
have  come  under  nobody's  control,  the 
old  bodies  who  could  rate  for  their  main- . 
tenance  having  been  abolishj^.    These 
roads  not  being  schedulied  under  tiie. 
authority  of  the  Boad  Trustees  will  ivq4. 
>be  transferred  to  the  new  Qounty  Ooiui- 
cils.     We  have  heard  no  repljf  at  all  to^ 
the  strong  reasons  urged  ra^  this  jire-' 
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posal,  the  Solicitor  General  simply 
repeats  the  old  story.  I  hope  my  hon. 
Friend  will  take  a  Division  on  his 
Amendment,  and  that  again  we  shall 
have  again  Scotch  opinion  represented 
by  five  to  one  in  its  favour. 
♦Mr.  DONALD  CEAWFORD :  I 
think  my  hon.  Friend  has  done  right  to 
renew  his  protest,  but  at  the  same  time 
I  should  be  sorry  to  add  much  to  the 
prolongation  of  the  Debate.  I  will  only 
say  a  word  or  two  in  reply  to  the  Solici- 
tor General.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  used  an  argument  I  have 
only  heard  used  once  before,  and  I 
scarcely  think  it  is  apposite.  He  said 
that  the  fact  that  proprietors  in  a  great 
many  instances  had  yielded  to  the  claims 
made  upon  them  by  the  Society  for  the 
Protection  of  Bights  of  Way  was  a 
proof  that  where  those  claims  were  well 
founded  proprietors  were  ready  to 
acknowledge  them.  Now,  I  once  heard 
a  similar  argument  used  on  Circuit  in  a 
Oriminal  Court  in  Scotland.  A  man  was 
accused  of  theft,  and  six  previous  con- 
victions were  proved  against  him,  and 
his  counsel  very  ingeniously  argued 
that  as  in  each  of  these  previous  oases 
the  prisoner  had  pleaded  guilty,  it  must 
be  accepted  as  proof  of  innocence  that  in 
the  seventh  case  he  had  not  pleaded 
guilty.  It  seems  to  me  the  argument 
of  the  Solicitor  General  is  parallel  to 
that,  but  I  do  not  think  it  will  carry  more 
weight  in  this  than  the  largument  did  in 
the  other  instance. 

Mr.  PfllLIPPS  (Lanark,  Mid): 
There  need  be  no  surprise  that  my  hon. 
Friend  has  repeated  arguments  he  may 
have  used  on  a  previous  occasion,  for  if 
we  repeat  our  protest  we  must  more  or 
less  repeat  arguments,  especially  if  they 
have  not  been  answered.  The  Solicitor 
General  has  not  quite  followed  that 
course.  On  the  last  occasion  we  were 
answered  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  and  he  told  us  that  it  was  a  very 
great  cause  of  regret  to  him  that  Scotch 
landlords  were  so  very  bad  in  this  matter 
of  seizing  footpaths  ;  but  now  the  Soli- 
citor General  says  that  these  landlords 
have  not  been  so  bad,  but  that  in  the 
preservation  of  footpaths  Scotland  has 
been  rather  fortunate.  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  some  of  these  rights 
which  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  ad- 
mitted landlords  have  absorbed  in  past 
times  would  not  have  been  lost  bejxmd 


hope  of  recovery  if  the  County  Council 
had  power  to  spend  money  for  the  purpose 
of  recovery.  I  do  not  for  a  moment 
accept  the  Solicitor  General's  suf^gestion 
that  County  Councils  would  be  litigious 
in  this  matter.  I  believe,  on  the  con- 
trary, that  they  will  be  much  more 
careful  in  rega^  to  the  public  money 
than  any  body  in  existence.  Nobody 
who  reads  the  reports  of  what  County 
Councils  are  doing  in  England  will  think 
they  are  reckless  and  extravagant — they 
rather  seem  instead  to  carry  economy  ta 
a  cheese-paring  extent,  and  I  never 
yet  heard  that  extravagance  is  more  a 
Scotch  than  an  English  characteristic. 
The  Solicitor  General  referred  to  the 
success  of  the  Scotch  Society  for  looking' 
after  footpaths ;  but  I  think  it  is  rather 
hard  that  the  duty  of  maintaining  and 
recovering  public  rights  of  way  should 
be  thrown  upon  a  private  body.  The 
action  of  the  Society  represents  a  large 
sacrifice  on  the  part  of  persons  not  par« 
ticularly  interested,  and  it  is  hard  that 
people  should  be  appealed  to  for  pecu- 
niary assistance  for  the  purpose  of 
guarding  public  rights — a  duty  which 
should  devolve  on  public  authoritiee 
with  the  assistance  of  the  public  purse. 
I  hope  that  even  at  the  last  moment 
the  Gk>Yemment  may  agree  to  thie 
reasonable  proposal. 

Sir  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL :  I  do  not 
think  this  matter  has  been  pressed  or 
can  be  pressed  too  often.  The  Govern- 
ment are  incurring  great  responsibility 
by  their  resistance  to  this  Amendment. 
I  am  quite  sure  the  Scotch  people  are 
in  sympathy  with  the  Amendment,  and 
that  the  Government  will  suffer  at  the 
next  election  for  their  resistance  to  it. 
We  do  not  wish  to  saddle  upon  the  new 
authority  a  duty  altogether  alien  to 
their  other  duties.  One  of  the  principal 
duties  of  the  County  Council  will  be  t6 
look  after  the  roads,  and  we  would  attach 
to  this  the  analogous  duty  of  looking^ 
after  footpaths  and  rights  of  way.  I  do 
not  think  the  Solicitor  General  has  said 
anything  to  strengthen  the  arguments  of 
the  Government  used  on  a  former  occa- 
sion. I  am  glad  he  did  not  repeat  the 
argument  that  the  Courts  are  open  to 
every  poor  man  to  vindicate  a  riffht 
he  believes  he  has.  I  do  not  think 
if  a  poor  man  went  to  the  Solicitor 
General  for  bis  assistance  to  vindicate 
his  right  he  would  make  much  of  him» 
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It  is  notorious  that  a  case  of  this  kind 
requires  a  yery  long  purse,  and  a  most 
pertinacious  spirit  to  support  it.  We 
have  a  Society  which,  by  begging  and 
dunning  people  for  money,  has  been 
enabled  to  do  much  g^od;  but  the  Society 
has  undertaken  a  duty  that  ought  to 
be  discharged  by  a  public  authority — 
it  is  not  a  matter  for  private  subscrip- 
tion. The  Solicitor  General  says  rights 
of  way  are  gradually  created,  but  I 
think  it  is  just  the  other  way.  I  think 
they  are  gradually  beiog  extinguished. 
A  river  floods  a  pathway,  and  it  falls 
into  desuetude ;  a  sporting  tenant  during 
his  temporary  occupation  puts  up  an 
obstruction,  because  a  right  of  way  in- 
terferes with  his  pursuits,  and  so  the 
right  of  way  is  gradually  lost.  As  to 
the  fear  that  County  Councils  would 
promote  law  suits,  I  think  this  power 
\70uld  have  an  influence  in  the  other 
direction.  The  County  Council  would, 
under  this  clause,  be  in  possession  of 
these  existing  rights,  and  it  would  be 
for  other  parties  to  bring  law  suits, 
and  attack  these  rights  if  they  dared. 
It  would  be  a  very  different  thing  with 
a  competent  authority  to  defend  public 
rights.  I  am  sorry  the  Solicitor  General 
tues  such  a  very  narrow  view  of  this 
proposal.  I  am  sure  the  Government 
will  suffer  for  their  attitude  at  the  next 
election.  We  shall  again  go  into  the 
Lobby  with  the  courage  of  our  opinions. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  82 ;  Noes 
107.— (Div.  List,  No.  239.) 

Dr.  CLAEK  :  I  move  the  Amend- 
ment that  stands  in  my  name,  and  I  do 
so  in  order  that  some  of  the  smaller 
harbours  and  piers  may  come  under 
the  cognizance  of  the  County  Council. 
Some  of  these  harbours  are  called 
Board  of  Trade  harbours,  others  are 
Fishery  Board  harbours,  and  others  are 
old  Trustee  harbours.  But  the  Board 
of  Trade  and  the  Fishery  Board  give 
no  money  for  their  maintenance,  and  the 
old  Trustees  have  died  out,  and  so  piers 
are  falling  into  decay,  breakwaters  are 
falling  down,  and  the  harbours  are 
being  lost.  I  have  put  my  Amendment 
in  a  form  I  think  the  least  objectionable, 
putting  these  under  the  category  of 
capital  works,  requiring  the  sanction  of 
the  Commissioners  of  Supply,  and  in 
Clause  18  1  propose  to  insert  the  con- 
struction or  extension  of  piers  and  har- 
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hours  amon^  capital  work%  to  thai 
nothing  of  this  kind  can  be  done  withoit 
the  sanction  of  the  Oommimonert  of 
Supply.  I  could  mention  five  or  nz 
harbours  in  Oaithnesa ;  there  are  aona 
in  Sutherlandshire,  and  all  down  Hit 
East  Coast  there  are  small  harbonrii 
neglected  and  falling  out  of  uae^  and  tti 
fishing  population  that  would  avail 
themselves  of  these  harboora  are  moviiur 
away.  I  hope  the  Gbvemment  wL 
accept  the  Amendment  in  the  moderate 
form  in  which  I  move  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4, 
line  36,  after  the  word  ^'thirtj-az/'  to 
insert  the  words  "The  right  to  ooa- 
struct  and  maintain  the  capital  woriai 
defined  in  Section  18.''— (Dr.   CUrh,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Mb.   J.   P.  B.  BOBEBTSON:  Xh« 
whole  significance  of  the  Amendmant 
is  derived,  not  from  the  words  the  hon. 
Member   now    proposes  to  insert^  bat 
from  those  that  follow  in  a  subseqnsot 
section.    The  hon.  Member  avows  that 
the  works  he  has  in  contemplation  are 
not  works  in  the  charge  of  the  conntias 
in  Scotland.    Now,   our  object  in  this 
Bill  has  been    to    transfer   what  are 
properly   county  works,   aooording   to 
existing   administration,    to    the    new 
County  Body — the  Connty  ConnoiL    We 
go  further,  and  under  the  provisions  of 
Section  15  provide  that  with  theoonseat 
of  certain  public  Departments,   there 
may  be  a  transference  made  of  certain 
statutory  duties  of  those  Departments  to 
the  County  Councils.    Now,  suppose  the 
Board  of  Trade  (which  is  a  case  pat  bj 
the  hon.  Member)  is  tired  of  the  admin* 
istration  of  certain  harbour  works,  or 
considers  it  desirable  that  there  shoold 
be  a  transfer,  then,  with  the  consent  of 
that   Department    and  of  the   Oounty 
Council,    the  County  Council  mm  be 
invested  with  the  powers  and   dntiss 
relating  to  such  harbour  works.    That 
is  the  scheme  and  system  of  the  prsasnt 
measure,  and  beyond  that  I  cannot  saj 
it   would    be    safe    to    go.    Then    I 
would   point   out    to  the   hon*  Msm,— 
her  that  his    method   would  be   vn* 
successful    in    achieving     the    rsralt 
he   desires.      He    proposes   to   inssrt 
afterwards  that  the  rigiit  to  dsel  witik 
piers  and  harbours  almU  be  Tsstsd  in 
County  Councils;  but  he  amst  go  a 
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gnat  deal  further ;  he  must  prOTide,  in 
uie  fint  place,  for  the  new  Durden  this 
would  impose  upon  the  ratepayers  not 
exiating  at  present,  and  this^  I  i^ipre- 
hend,  would  Dring  him  within  the  soope 
of  the  Bules  of  theHouse,  which  require 
that  this  should  be  oonsidered  in  Com- 
ntittee.  The  dilemma  ia  this :  Either 
the  power  he  desires  to  give  to  the 
Oonnt;  Council  of  rating  is  at  present 
Tested  in  another  body,  and  in  that  osse 
it  is  a  qnestion  of  transfer,  or,  on  the 
other  hand,  it  is  a  new  power,  and,  if  so, 
it  is  a  jost  burden.  In  the  one  case,  it 
is  part  of  Olanse  IS  which  oontains  the 
Mcepted  method  of  tranafer;  and,  in  the 
other  case,  as  ^ving  a  new  power  to 
lerj  a  rate,  it  is  a  queation  of  larcer 
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•cope,  and  though  it  mar  be  for  a  useful 
purpose,  it  is  not  one  it  ia  competent 
ror  the  hon.  Uember  now  to  undertake. 


Question  put,  and  nsgatiTed. 

Hk.  CALDWELL :  I  am  glad  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  in  his 
place,  because  the  next  Amendment  I 
nave  to  more  has  re^erenee  to  the 
financial  part  of  the  sohema.  In  the 
meandme,  under  Clanse  19, 1  propose 
to  leave  out  Sub-section  I ;  but  the 
point  to  which  I  wish  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
is  this— the  distribution  of  the  money 
under  this  BUI  as  oompand  with  the 
English  Bill.  As  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  aware^— 
«Hb.  SPEAKSB:  Order,  ordwl  I 
think  the  hon.  Member  is  in  error.  The 
next  Amendment  ia  on  Olaooe  13. 

Amendments  agreed  to:— danse  13, 
page  6,  line  89,  after  the  second 
"bur^h,"  leave  out  to  "  eighty -one," 
inclusive,  in  line  40,  and  insert  "oon- 
tains  " ;  page  a,  line  7,  before  "  liabili- 
ties," insert  "  same "  ;  line  8,  after 
"  county,*'  add — 

"  For  the  purpoM*  of  Ssetion  74  of  'The 
Folios  Act,  1S67,'  tha  eiprenon  '  thii  Aot,' 
(lull include  'ThaLooBlOoTenimeiitfScotUiid) 
Act,  ISas.-"— (JTr.  J.  P.  B.  SabtUmt.) 

Sir  A.  CAMPBELL :  I  press  th« 
next  Amendment  strongly  upon  the 
attention  of  the  Lord  Advocate  with  the 
view  of  saving  the  police  force  in  one  of 
the  most  aadent  burghs,  if  not  the  mosi 
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ments  is  favour  of  the  proposal  on  t 
former  occasion.  The  case,  I  then 
arffued,  was  a  hard  one,  because,  vs 
believe,  looking  at  the  important  works 
which  are  growing  np  there,  that  bj 
this  time  next  year  the  burgh  to  whlob 
I  refer  vrill  have  increased  so  as  to  bring 
it  under  the  7,000  condition.  Living 
OS  doee  as  I  do  to  the  burgh  I  oaa 
testify  to  the  excellent  manner  in  which 
they  have  worked  their  police.  I  urge 
the  Amendment  on  public  grounds,  and 
I  hope  the  Lord  Advocate  will  see  his 
way  to  accept  it. 

Amendment  propoeed,  in  page  t, 
line  8,  after  the  word  "  county,  to  in* 
sert  the  words — 

"  Pronded  that  thlt  Mctlon  iIibII  not  ftppt; 
to  snj  bnrgli  wUoh  fasi  msintsiDed  ■  smarsIS' 
polios  foroe  dnrliiB  the  t^  7«sn  lmm«£>t^- 
pMoodina;  the  puHog  of  this  Aot."— (Air  A. 
Ompttll.) 

Question  propoeed, '  ■  That  those  worda- 
be  there  inserted." 

Ua.  J.  P.  B.  BOBEBTSON:    TUa- 

certainly  is  on*  of  the  most  puzaling  of 
the  numerous  oases  to  which  our  atten- 
tion has  been  called.  The  burgh  of 
Renfrew  is  about  the  only  one,  I  snould 
think,  falling  under  the  restriotion  to 
which  the  hon.  Uember  refers.  It  is- 
almost  the'only,  if  not  the  only,  bnrgh- 
whieh  is  so  dose  on  the  population  of 
7,000,  and  which,  to  quote  the  ^ 
of  my  hon.  Eriend, 


Host  of  the  Boyal  bu^hs  are  in  the 
position  that  they  have  accepted  the 
arrangement  opened  to  them  under  the 
Police  Act,  and  have  used  the  polioa  - 
force  of  the  county.  I  believe  the  police 
force  in  the  burgh  is  question  etiment,, . 
and  after  full  oonsiaeration  of  thtt- 
matter  I  am  bound  to  say  I  i^ree  with. 
the  propoeal.  The  next  Amendment- 
refers  to  the  burgh  of  Lerwick, 
which  is  different  to  Benfrew,  but 
I  think  it  deserves  consideration 
fWnn  its  completely  insular  position. 
Perhaps  the  two  might  be  coupled  to- 
gether, and  I  think  it  would  be  well  to 
name  them  in  the  Amendment.  I  would 
^  suggest  to  the  hon.  Uember  for  Ben* 

ancient  bn^h  in  Scotland.    I  need  not  j  frew    that   he     should    withdraw    his 
detun  the  House   by  going  into  the   Amendment,  and  also  to  the  hon.  Uem.i 
question,  as  I  made  use  of  strong  argu-   ber    for   Orkney  and     Shetland   (Up,  ■ 
VOL.  OOOXXXVnL  [TBtao  suns.]  |        3  P 
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M^    ':>J.//Wfjx     ii   ;«  t/>  put 

iiiO^M  lif.  ntmiiiff  JO,  litnifii  out  Hiifi- 
Mnilifiii  My,  fllfiiuit  17,  |iN((<t  H,  |jri<i  39, 
iHifuiii  ••  liii  «!/*  limiiii  ••  riirUin  ;  "  l»n^<t 
W,  Ihiii  i.  IniiVN  mil  "hiiMfii  liifitltli;" 
lliifi  -I,  liiNVit  Mill    "  |iiililiii  liMitlrti  i  **  linn 

7      Nihil    *'«lMtiliii."  lllHltll    "aimI    hiiMiib. 

UmI  1.1  fill  tliii  tUlillilluM;''  lliio  12, 
liiiii'ii  mil  **|Milillii  liMiiltti  ; '*  llttA  Ifi. 
Immvii  Mill  ••  |iiil.||ii  lu'iijlli."     (Mr,  ./.  A 

A/I    ./    /*    //  AVA#W«iiN 


Mjl  J.  KB.       ^^ 

i'jn/tiM    -       '    -        ^      - 
«u^.      Ii 
tL«t  «•  ftitCMiM 
uob    of  tb«  liiilriBt 
Oyuxitjr  Oi 

Al^rwi.  I  LofPfe,  that  tte  Oon^ 
«b'/uld   bare  ocntrol  orer  Oa  Kilikt 
O/njiZiitUr^s,  and  IfiDg 
ing«  of  thoncr  Commitf aw  flMwe 
Ik/o*  wbich  can  bnlj  be  go€  tj  ■Lyofe 

ar«,  no  doubt,  a  ^r^  ma^j  'd«ti«ii  .wU^ 
r«f|uire  promptitude  on  tlie  put'^fhe 
County  Couneib.  We  have'  kdMi  ^ 
that  question,  and  I  UunkVihAt  flb^ 
Amendment  wbiob  atanda  in  mymuBe 
will  effect  a  solution  of  tbe  diffioolty. 
We  proTKMe  that—  • ' 

**  Tho  power  qf 
ii}iply  to  any  order  i 

mid  noihin/r  in  thii  ^ct  <  

prnjuclirfl  any  prooe^diim  ftf  salWoe  tM  |n^ 
viifuni  of  the  PaUio  Health  Aflti^tMve  oalr 
thai  when  uocetMry  such  i^rofiecUegi  ^jbi^  ^ 
Ukoa  \tj  or  Afainat  the.lHstriot'  fWmmittsi  i^y 
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««ftd  of  agAinrt  tho  PMoehUd  Bowd  m  Local 
Aathority  under  the  laid  Acts.*' 

That,  I  think,  would  meet  the  most 
urgent  case  where  expedition  was 
required,  and  would  le^re  within  the 
region  of  the  Oountj  Cjunoil  the  duty 
of  Buperrising  the  action  of  the  District 
Committee  in  matters  where  less 
mrfi^ej  was  desirable.  I  trust,  there- 
fore, the  hon.  Oentleman  will  see  well 
to  aooept  this,  whioh  I  think  harmonizes 
the  two  points  of  view  whioh  ought  to 
influenoe  the  mind  of  the  House. 

Dr.  OAMERON:  The  remoTal  of  a 
^^auisanee"  is  a  technioal  expreesion. 
It  means  not  only  removing  a  dung*heap 
under  the  Public  Health  Act,  but  it  may 
mean  the  destruction  of  an  unhealthy 
house,  which  is,  or  may  be,  a  nuisance 
under  the  Act.  The  wording  of  the 
Amendment  does  not  meet  the  case  at  all. 
The  case  of  an  unhealthy  house  is  pre- 
eminently a  matter  for  the  judicial  deci- 
sion of  the  Sheriff.  The  definition  of  a 
nuisance  under  the  Public  Health  Act  is 
so  elastic  as  to  include  a  large  number 
of  nuisances  that  are  not  of  the  trifling 
and  immediate  nature  contemplated  by 
the  hon.  Member. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  agreed  to,  Oanse  17, 
page  9,  line  18,  leave  out  "public 
health."— ( 23l#  L9rd  Aiv6eaU,) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  .line 
22,  after  the  word  '*  appeal,"  to  insert 
the  words— 

«  but  the  power  of  appeal  hereby  ffiven  ehAU 
not  eppljr  to  any  order  for  the  remoyal  of  a 
nuiiance ;  and  nothing  in  this  Act  contained 
flhall  affect  or  prejudice  anv  proceedings  to  en- 
force the  provisions  of  the  Public  Uealth  Acts, 
save  only  that  when  necessary  snch  proceedings 
shall  be  taken  by  or  against  the  district  com* 
mittee  instead  of  against  the  parochial  board  as 
local  authority  under  the  said  Acts.***— ( TAtf 
L«rd  Advocate,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Dr.  CAMEEON  :  In  connection  with 
this  Amendment  I  would  mention  the 
case  of  a  fisherman  who  built  a  tent  on 
the  foreshore.  The  Sanitary  Authori- 
ties condemned  it  as  a  nuisance  on  account 
of  its  unsanitary  condition.  The  case  gave 
rise  to  a  p;reat  deal  of  popular  feeling 
in  the  district.  Well,  nuisances  are 
not  confined  to  such  temporary  things 
as  tents  and  huts,   but  I  know  eases 


where  they  hare  been  held  to  apply  te 
hoasea,  and  where  unhealthy  nouseii 
have  been  ordered  to  be  demolished.  ^ 
Mb.  J.  P.  B.  BOBEBrSON :  I  a« 
aware  of  the  olaat  of  oases  referred  to^ 
and  of  the  instanoe  the  hon.  Gentle* 
man  has  cited,  as  he  was  good  enougk 
to  direct  my  attention  to  it  in  the  House.. 
With  regard  to  that  class  of  case,  the 
answer  is  simple.  The  matter  is  debate- 
able,  and  one  whioh,  with  absolute  car* 
taittty,  must  be  removed  from  the  Sheriff 
to  a  higher  Oourt  for  deoision.  A  legal 
point  is  raised  as  to  the  right  to  force  a 
man  to  take  away  his  house  instead  of 
remedying  the  defects  in  it.  That  is  an 
open  question,  and  nothing  that  we  do 
there  can  affect  it. 

Dr.  CLABK  :  The  tent  of  the  fisher* 
man  referred  to  was  an  eyesorCi 
not  a  nuisance.  At  first  an  at-. 
tempt  was  made  to  get  the  teni 
removed  on  the  ground  that  it  was  a 
nuisance.  The  Medical  Officei^'  of' 
Health  was  applied  to  to  certify' that  it 
was  a  nuisance,  and  for  12  months  he 
refused,  but  at  len^b  pressure  was 
brought  to  bear  on  him.  He  gave  the 
desiied  certificate,  and  the  tent  was 
pulled  down.  Of  course,  the  man  im- 
mediately re*  erected  the  tent  with  the 
old  materials.  It  seems  tiiat  the  soot 
had  darkened  the  canvas,  and  that  was 
said  to  be  a  nuisance ;  but,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  structure  was  an  eyesore  to 
the  Dunoon  merchants,  and  this  section 
of  the  Public  Health  Act  was  put  into 
operation  in  order  to  interfere  with  tMs 
man.  Considerable  cost  was  incurred 
to  remove  a  thing  which  was  said  to  be 
a  nuisance,  but  whioh  was  no  nuisance 
at  all,  and  which  was  built  on  the  shore 
below  high-water  mark.  I  think  the 
words  of  this  Amendment  should  be 
qualified  in  some  way  or  other,  perhaps 
oy  adding  the  words  **  dangerous  to 
public  hetJth,"  which  would  show  that 
the  nuisance  was  a  real  one.  I  move  to 
add  after  the  word  "nuisance,"  the 
words  "  dangerous  to  the  public  health." 

Amendment  moved  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  in  line  2,  after  the  word 
"  nuisance "  to  insert  the  words 
«  dangerous  to  the  public  health." — (2V. 
Clark). 

Question  proposed,  *'That  those  words 
be  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment." 

a  P  8 


lost 


ZomI  ffanfMotraf 


{OOUUONt} 
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■  Ifit.  J.  P.  B.  BOBBBTSON:  I 
■tiongly  depnoate  Bnjthiog  at  aII 
which  would  datnct  from  the  Btringenoy 
of  tho  law  of  public  health.  This 
AmendmBst  wonfd  introduce  a  uew 
categoiy  of  uuiunoes,  and  auggeat  to 
the  Public  Health  Authontiea  that  there 
is  to  be  one  method  of  prooedute  for 
that  and  another  for  other  kiuda. 

Da.  OAUEBON :  Perhapa  the  .right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  consider  the  matter. 

Amendment  -to  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment, by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Amendment  put  and  agreed 
to ;  worde  added. 

Ha.  OALDWELL :  I  beg  to  move 
to  insert  the  following  Amendment  in 
line  22:— 

"  The  Medioal  Officsr  or  tbe  Sanitary  Inneotor 
of  tlifl  count;  or  diitriot  maj  amiMd  to  ths 
Oonntjr  Council,  and  the  Count;  Council  mar 
maka  an  order  under  th*  Fablic  HmiIu 
AeU." 

It  has  been  brought  out  during  the 
diecusaionB  on  the  Bill  that  it  is  most 
important  that  there  should  be  a  Uedical 
Officer  of  Health  or  a  Sanitary  In- 
spector for  the  whole  county.  He  is  to 
act  as  a  Hedical  Officer  of  Health. 
Well,  suppose  the  District  Authority 
should  not  make  an  order  bethinks  ought 
to  be  made.  It  should  be  in  his  power 
to  appeal  against  that  decision  to  the 
Coani?  Council.  You  have  given  rate- 
payers under  Sub-seoUon  (c)  power  to 
appeal  tu  the  County  OounoU,  and  I 
tbink  we  should  look  at  the  opposite 
side  of  the  question. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line 
23,  after  the  foregoing  Amendment,  to 
insert  the  words — 


ancil  from  an;  datamination  o^  or  ordar 
made  or  refutal  to  make  any  order  oy,  a  dis- 
trict committee,  and  t!ba  oonntj  oonn^  ahall 
have  the  iaibdictian  of  a  oonrt  of  appeal,  and 
may  i«Tiew,  conflim,  vary,  aHM^  or  raaeiDd 
■Qoh  deterrainstion  or  oadw,  er  May  saaik-  ■•■ 
order  nndtt  tta  PeW*  Hsiltk  iMsi*^ 


«.) 


bet 


tary  Inspector  of  the  ooaatjy  a  rij^l  of 
appeal. 
Amendmeat,  by  leave,  withdrrwii. 

Hh.  O&LDWELL:  Under  the  law 
as  at  present  existing,  where  a  township 
oonaists  of  20,000  inhabitants  the  Sani- 
tary Inspector  holds  office  at  the  plaaann 
of  the  Parochial  Board.  It  ia  ooly  io 
the  ease  of  the  amaller  parishea  that  the 
oonseut  of  the  Board  of  Supervision  is 
necessary  for  Ms  removal.  Now,  tbeee 
District  Oounoils  will  be  of  snoh  &  sue  as 
to  be  praotioally  in  ■ooordanea  with  tfc» 
parishee  of  20,000  inhabitants,  aad  tte 
result  will  be  that  we  win  confer  b 
larger  power  upon  the  one  thaa  tlie 
other.  It  is  quite  right  that  the' 
County  Ooan<nl  should  have  the  duty 
of  appointing  the  proper  officers.  It 
they  are  diasatiaOed,  Uiey  should  not 
require  the  consent  of  uie  Board  of 
Supervision  to  the  dismissal  of  m 
officer.  There  is  no  reason  wkf 
the  District  Oounoils  should  not  be  oo 
the  same  basis  as  the  bargha,  wfainh 
have  the  power  of  appcuDtioff  uid  die- 
miasingtheirownSanitatyOmoare.  n* 
County  Council  will  have  pesftot  poww  to 
dismiss  their  Uedical  Ofluiera  of  Health 
that  is  sot  affected ;  and  if  they  have 
that  power,  surely  they  oogfat  to  have 
the  power  of  dismissing  snbordiiiatai. 
Therefore,  I  propose  an  AmendmeBt  lb 
the  effect  that  these  officers  idion}d  hbld 
office  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Coaaljr 
Council.  ItwillaeaiirethatthelCadisal 
Officer  shall  not  be  dtemiased  by  tk» 
District  Oouneil  without  the  oonseairf 
the  County  Ooonoil.  That  ia  the  olijeat 
of  the  Amendment,  and  I  thi^  AoL  ia 
the  circumstanoes,  it  is  moat » 

Amendment ,  ^ 
27,  after  the  worn 
the  wards  "hold  offide  at  the 

of  the  County  Council,  and 
I  CaldutlL) 

,estioa proposed,  "Thatthoseworde' 
inserted." 

.P.  B.  BOBERTSOK:  I  am 
aooept  this 


d  «l«U."— 


£ 


ferto  me  to  taifo 
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a  question  of  serious  importance.     We 

are  dealing  with  the  existing  machinery 

of  the  public  health  system,  and  I  put 

it  to  the  House  whether  it  woiild  be 

to  strengthen  or  weaken  that  machinery, 

which  we  propose  to  transfer,    if  we 

removed  the  check  upon  the  dismissal 

of  officers.     It  is  of  vital  importance 

that  those  officers   should  be  men  of 

independence,  for  they  have  invidious 

duties  to  perform  which  may  make  them 

unpopular,  and  it  is  important  that 
they  should  not  be  subject  to  any 
unpopularity  they  may  incur  by 
interfering  with  people's  domestic  and 
iBanitary  arrangements.  Popularly 
elected  bodies  must  be  more  or  less 
accessible  to  a  strongly  expressed 
grievance  against  a  Medical  or  Sanitary 
Officer,  and  I  strongly  deprecate  a  pro- 
posal which  would  add  to  the  risk  of 
laxity  or  would  remove  the  precaution 
requisite  to  insure,  I  will  not  say  the 
integrity  but  the  activity  of  the  Sanitary 
Officers. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON:  I  am  ex- 
tremely  glad  to  hear  that  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate will  stand  firm.  I  believe  most 
emphatically  every  word  he  has  said. 
It  is  a  paramount  necessity  that  the 
Medical  and  Sanitary  Officers  should  be 
entirtly  free  of  local  self- interests  and 
prejudices.  It  is  of  the  highest  impor- 
tance that  they  should  be  able  to  act 
without  fear  of  dismissal,  because  they 
iread  on  local  corns.  I  think  their  ulti- 
mate dismissal  or  retention  in  office 
should  rest  with  an  independent  body, 
free  from  all  prejudices. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Mb.  CALDWELL :  My  next  Amend- 

8iei&tnu868  a  question  of  considerable 

importanee,  and  it  involves  the  £30,000 

lo  go  to  the  Highlands.    By  the  finaa- 

r^ial  anaBgements  of  this  Bill  it   so 

-JMHV«>MtkU8ootland  wiU  be  depi  ved 

v4I^JNNMM0.    TUs  BiU  foUows  the  ]      ;- 

''mWraplii  L        Li, 

.^II^RWf  ^WJ^  PI        Jr. 


Duty  and  the  whole  of  the  Licences  Duty, 

Scotland  is  getting  the  whole  of  the 

Probate  Duty,   and    in    place  of    our 

Licence     Duty,     which     amounts     to 

£323,000,  we  are  only  getting  £256,000. 

The  only  explanation  is  that  this  Bill 

follows  the  English  Bill,  and  that  the 
first  year  is  made  a  transitional  year, 
forgetting  that  the  transitional  period 
applied  only  to  last  year,  and  that  as 
regards  England,  the  whole  financial 
scheme  is  in  operation  this  year.  The 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  will  see  the  point,  and  that  Scot- 
land is  getting  £57,000  less  than  her 
proper  share  as  compared  with  England. 
There  is  no  reason  why  we  should  be 
treated  differently  from  England  in  re- 
gard to  this  matter,  but  seeing  that  we 
are  this  year  to  receive  £57,000  less 
than  our  proper  share,  there  seems  to 
me  to  be  every  reason  on  the  other  side. 
The  resiilt  is  that,  while  England  this 
year  gets  all  her  Licences  and  the  Pro- 
bate Duty,  in  the  case  of  Scotland  we  are 
only  getting  the  Probate  Duty  for  the 
current  financial  year.  We  are  not 
getting  our  licences,  but  in  lieu  of  them 
£250,000  of  grants  to  be  voted.  We 
thus  would  receive  £57,000  less  this 
year  than  our  proper  share.  This  is 
all  the  more  reason  why  other  items 
should  be  scrutinized.  As  to  the  £30,000 
which  is  to  be  given  to  the  Highlands 
beine  taken  from  Scotland  no  explana- 
tion has  been  offered. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line 
17,  to  leave  out  Sub  section  1  of  Clause 
19.— (ifr.  Caldwell) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Db.  CLABK  :   I  think  we  have  a 

right  to  know  why  Scotland  is  to  get 

less  for  Scotch  purposes  than  England 

gets  for  English  purposes.    According 

to   this  Bill    we    are  not    to  get  the 

Licence  Duty  till  next  year,  and  that 

being  so,  we  should  in  common  fairness 
get  something  equal  to  it.  The  Govern- 
ment ought  to  give  us  some  reason  for 
depriving  Scotland  of  £57,000. 

Xhx  president  of  thx  LOCAL 
QOYERNMENT  BO  ABD  (Mr.  BmwB, 


1055         7««/  Oavanmmt  IC0MM0N8}  (««p(Aii«0  -»«"'  ISCI  | 

accounts.  Tho  Act  providM  that  atft^ 
rate  banking  aooounta  ahall  b«  koft, 
and  the  result  ma^  h*  that  while  ob  ob» 
account  there  may  be  a  largo  nam  m 
hand,  for  which  the  authority  will  oalf 
be  receiring  a  amall  amount  of  iataratii 
on  another  account  there  maj  be  i 
deficit  on  whiob  a  heavy  rate  of  int«nA 
may  have  to  be  paid.  I  do  not  think 
that  should  be  the  caae.  Now,  is  the 
city  of  Qloagow  thern  ia  an  arrange- 
ment between  the  aathnrity  and  it» 
bankers  that  ao  long  bb  there  is  a 
■ufBcient  surplua  on  one  aoeount  t» 
corer  a  deficiency  on  another  then 
shall  be  no  claim  tor  intereat  on  the 
account  which  shows  a  deficit.  It  ia  the 
object  of  my  Amsndmeat  to  aeoure  that 


Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Oeorgs's) :  I 
hare  been  somewhat  confused  by 
the  fioanoial  conundrum  the  hon. 
Member  for  6t.  BoUoz  has  put 
before  the  House.  I  understand  the 
reason  for  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Amend- 
ment to  be,  that  he  finds  fault  with  the 
distribution  of  the  £30,000 ;  but  1  would 
point  out  that  that  matter  was  very  fully 
eone  into  in  Committee,  and  that  the 
leeling  of  the  House  was,  that  though  it 
was  not  prepared  to  approve  the  proposal 
altogether  as  a  permanent  settleraeiit,  it 
was  prepared  to  assent  to  it  as  a  pro- 
visional arrangement.  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  hold  out  any  hope  of  the  Chan- 
oelloi  of  the  Exchequer  being  induced 
to  do  more  than  he  has  at  present 
arranged  to  do. 

•Mk.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN  : 
I  quite  agree  with  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  said  as  to  the  £30,000, 
and  that  it  was  generally  admitted  in 
Committee  that  we  must  accept  the  pro- 
posal for  this  year.  I!ut  my  hon.  Friend 
behind  me  (&ft.  Caldwell),  with  that 
extraordinary  ingenuity  which  com- 
mands the  admiration  of  all  of  ua, 
has  discovered  this  blot  —  namely, 
that  Scotland  is  actually  to  re- 
ceive £a7,000  less  than  the  normal 
sum  she  ought  to  receive ;  that  whereas 
last  year  England  was  dealt  with  in  a 
oertain  manner,  {Scotland  is  now  to  be 
put  in  so  much  worse  a  condition  in 
comparison  with  England.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  answering  my  Friend 
has  only  dealt  with  the  £30,000 ;  but 
that  ia  merely  the  p^  on  which  hangs 
this  important  question  of  the  £57,000. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed  in  psge  13,  line 
3,  to  leave  out  sub-section  2,  of  Claues 
22.— ifr.  CaidtMll. 

Question,  "That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made. 


Mr.OALDWELL:  Then     tAo    idf      J|^ 
ment  which  standa  In  mf  i 
^with  aa  importaatpdnt-i 
Mr.  BittiU 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16,  Una 
17,  to  leave  out  all  the  worda  after  Ih* 
word  "applicable"  to  end  of  aalK 
section. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  w<ndi 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tba 
Clause." 

Mk.J.  P.  B.EOBEETSON:  I  think 
it  is  quite  possible '  to  make  auch  aa 
arrangement  with  the  banks,  but  Z  do 
not  think  it  is  poauble  to  accept  tUe 
Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Db.  CLASK  :  The  aub-aectios  of 
which  I  have  now  to  more  the  otttiaMSB 
is  one  of  those  by  which  the  Oovan- 
ment  propose  to  transfer  a  rata,  hitherto 
paid  by  the  landlord  to  the  tanaat. 
The  Government  have  whittled  tliu 
Bill  down  bit  by  bit.  Original|j' w» 
were  to  have  the  constdldated  rate^yiJ 
on  a  five  years'  average,  but  that  wia 
whittled  down  to  ten  yeaza,  and  riaaa 
then  another  Amendment  haa^bWi 
accepted,  which  will  make  tha  lawijb 
responsible  for  a  share  in  tho  conaoli* 
dated  rate.  X  hope  that  this  is  the  last 
>hich  wa  shall  see  a  pro- 
by  the  Government,  to  take 
from  tho  lundlords,  aod 
:eiiunti.      It  i 
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which  says  that  all  rates  ought  to  tall 
on  the  landlord.  There  is  no  doubt 
that  landlords  are  very  anxious  to  be 
relieved  of  their  rates,  and  thus  it  is 
we  see  the  Government  making  conces- 
sions to  demands  made  from  their  own 
side  of  the  House,  with  the  object  of 
relieviog  the  landlords  of  these  bur- 
dens. I,  therefore,  beg  to  move  the 
omission  of  Sub- section  2  in  order  to 
secure  that  these  rates  in  the  future, 
as  in  the  past,  shall  fall  upon  the  land- 
lord. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  17, 
line  6,  .to  leave  out  Sub-section  2  of 
Clause  27.— (Z>r.  Clark.) 

Question  put,  that  the  words  ''  sub- 
ject to  the  provisions  hereafter  con- 
tained,'' stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  201 ; 
Noe8  79.— (Div.  List,  No.  240.) 

Further  Amendment  agreed  to.  Clause 
27,  page  17,  line  9,  leave  out  ^*  shall.'' 
— (i'Atf  Lord  Advocate,) 

Mr.  firth  :  I  have  an  Amendment  to 

propose  to  the  latter  part  of  Sub- section 

3,  which  involves  a  point  on  which    a 

great  deal    of   doubt  has    been  raised 

amongst  skilled  persons.  .  I  understand 

that  an  addition  which  has  been  made 

to  this  clause  will   have  the  effect  of 

keeping  the  law  as  it  is  on  this  point. 

That  law  is  laid  down  in  Sections  94 
and  95  of  the  Public  Health  Act  (Scot- 
land), 1867,  under  the  provisions  of 
which  underground  water  and  gas  pipes 
are  in  towns  and  boroughs  of  over 
10,000  inhabitants  assessed  to  the 
rate  at  only  one- fourth  of  their  value. 
But  in  rural  districts  the  works  are 
assessed  at  their  full  value,  and  my 
Amendment  seeks  to  provide  that  the 
rule  as  to  one- fourth  value  shall  prevail 
in  purely  rural  as  well  as  in  urban  dis- 
tricts. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  17, 
line  16,  after  the  word  *<  Act,"  to  insert 
the 


*^8ate  and  eMept  that  the  provisions  in  the 
saidr  Ae|  whsreby  the  annual  value  of  oader- 
jp^Mted  water  (ipas  and  the  underground  works 
m'9nf  iMImm^mytmy  shall  be  held  to  blB  the 

Wfil^i%iR8*^^F^  ^^  pounds  iterlingto 
wMmsfdr  tlkirtiiaiual  vsfue  thereof  entered 
HfiWHuMUmOm/.  iolklk  ouuim  burgbi  aud 


places,  shall  be  held  to  extend  to  all  places, 
where  such  underground  water  pipes  and  works 
exist."— (.Vr.  Firth.) 

Question  proposed,  <^That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Ma.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  can- 

not  aocoept  this  Ainendment,  and  I  de« 

dine  to  db  so,  because  throughout  the 

discussions    we    haVe    taken    up    the' 

ground  that  we  ought  not  to  interfere 

with  the  incidence  of  rates  to  be  levied 

by  the  County  Councils.    I  cannot  enter 

upon  the  question  what  should  be  or 
ought  to  have  been  the  incidence  of 
rates  levied  under  the  Public  Health 
Act,  and  we  certainly  cannot  undertake 
to  deal  with  the  complicated  question  of 
the  assessment  of  underground  works, 
such  as  g^s  and  water  pipes. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  page  17,  line 
27,  after  the  word  **  county,"  to  insert 
the  words — 

''(ii.)  When  ascertaining  and  determining 
the  average  rate  in  respect  of  any  such  branch 
of  expenditure,  the  sheriff  shall  exclude  any 
portion  of  a  rate  applicable  to  the  payment  of 
intf rest  and  repayment  of  principal  of  money 
borowed  in  respect  thereof :  Provided  that,- 
until  an  J  money  so  borrowed  shall  be  wholly, 
repaid,  *  a  rate  sufficient  to  provide  for  the 
payment  of  interest  and  repayment  of  princi^ 
pal  thereof  shall  be  payable  by  owners  only, 
and  shall  be  included  in  the  owner's  consoli* 
dated  rate.*'~(  7A#  Lnrd  Advocate.) 

Question  proposed,  *' That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Db.  CLAHK  :  This  is  another  in- 
stance in  which  the  Lord  Advocate  has 
gpven  way  to  the  demands  made  upon 
him  from  his  own  side  of  the  House,  in 
order  to  whittle  down  the  value  of  the 
consolidated  rate.  The  first  concession 
was  to  make  its  basis  a  10  yeaxsr' 
average  instead  of  five  years;  then 
he  gave  way  on  the   quebtion  of  the 

uniformity  of  the  rate,  and  now  he 
proposes  to  give  way  in  order  that  the 
burden  of  the  permanent  works  required 
to  be  carried  on  shall  fall  equally  on 
landlord  and  tenant.  This  is  simply 
giving  wiay  bit  by  bit,  and  the  consoli- 
dated rate  will  as  a  result  soon  become 
«  faroe  like  the  land  tax.  I  do  not  think 
we  ought  to  allow  the  Bill  to  be  whittled 

.1 .  ••>   .  * 
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miisr7  nukil  ?ar 
■vrrinii 


M.it  rar^    vill   h< 


Mk.  J  V  h   ROF^KRTH' jN  :  I  Iiav* 

M*TAii  rncthw  *>ixr^*.lonid  I  ^tiuiaot  pro- 

r.V2AAi»  ftik  ''/pi A; or.  ''/fThnn/i.     If  th«  Kon. 

O^tUmAA  vi»!  *Uow  m»tl  vill  confer 

w»»h   him  oTi   th^  Hihl^it,     A  A   to  che 

/4rr.«fk4  of  th^  h-on.  M^wiVw  f  .r  Caith- 

f,*M  ^J/r.  ClAfk,    r  'Jo  n-'^t  think  h*  efx- 

pvtf«  fTiA  Ut  Uk^  ^r.tireljr  nmonnlj  th« 

A*,U/^k  mik^4  np^/n  onr  motire^,  1>M»a«e 

if  h^  hiiil  b^^rn  in  th';  TfoaJMinach  daring 

ih'Dfi^  di^nwi'/n^  h^  would  hare  obnwrred 
that  I  hare  been  subjected  u^  attacks  bj  ; 
»orrie  hon.  Oentlemen  behind  me.  The 
propfm^l  that  J4  ern  Wlied  in  thie  Amend- 
in e fit  in  not  a  c/fTifJAHion  of  mine,  bat  it 
IK  a  propr/Mil  of  mediation  I  reatored  to 
jntr'Klijce  in  ^>immittee.  I  thought  it 
fair  then,  and  I  am  confirmed  in  my 
i/pinion  by  reflfr/;tion.  And  mj  opinion 
of  iU  faimeM  inducee  me  Ui  utand  by  it 
in  referem;e  Ut  the  mibMKJuent  Amend- 
Triont  to  be  ma/le  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
ihn  Membfrr  for  Kenfrewehire  (Sir  A. 
iJampbell),  Thin  in  a  oaee  in  which 
ihi«re  in  a  terminable  loan,  the  money 
beinfr  paid  for  a  number  of  yearn  for  one 
uprnjilln  objiff;(.  We  propose  that  aa 
long  an  the  rntn  ih  impoeed  it  ehall  fall 
on  owners  only  an  liefore.  We  pro- 
nose  that  it  shall  not  be  treatoa  as 
if  It  were  ono  of  the  ordinary  inci- 
dents of    rating    from   year  to   year. 

Uuattion  put,  and  agreed  to. 

HiR  A.  (lAMTHKLL :  I  bog  to  more 

tlin  insertion  at  the  end  of  Clause  27  of 

tliAse  words — 

**  Provlilml  MlwMyH  thst  in  Monrtsining  snd 
dnUmiinlnn  tho  STsrsgs  rsto,  the  iheriff  of  the 

Dr  Clwk 


T^A^d  aH  ^« 

\nmnMm  qf  ^jif^ 

tuni»  paid  thAr 
Itlsa  Qooauiesacusc 


sioney.     la 

hare    fr^r  maoj 

:iu2ig  UkearatB  of  t^  xm  ihm  £l 

proTiaion.  of  pablLe  bofldn^a 

we  TLioad  to  foniah  dbs  cinuUy 
all    that    was   niir— ij    for  iL 
boil'iin^  which    we  hATe  eitctaJ 
Sheriff  Corx7t-ho*x9ea.  po6eafltetioB% 
the  like,  will  be  med  for 
f'ntfrelr.     In  commoii 
that  the  Sheriff  shall 
works  of   capital    expenditmw 
wme  way  as  he  is  able  to 
amount  of  money  borrowed. 


die 
tike 


rainoTel, 


IT, 
"  to 


Amendment  piopoaod,   iii 
line  43,  after  the  word 
insert  the  words — 

**  ProTided  slwmyt,  that  in  ssf  tsisTaf  and 
detcTminifut  the  aretaffe  nts^  ttus  shsiff  oCtts 
coanty  thaJl  not  take  into  aeeowit  any  late  cr 
portion  thereof  leried  in  lespett  of  ll)  any 
capital  ezpenditnre  in  eonBedioB  wtth  ttis 
ercetion  of  coonty  boildiiigap 
buildingi,  county  pcilioe  station  k 
Innatic  asyloms,  or  any  other  ■milsr 
expenditare  of  capital  and  intatest  therebigL"-* 
(Sir  Archibald  Campi$U.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  thoae 
words  be  there  inserted/' 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBEBTSON:  It  ia 
very  difficult  to  draw  preciae  linea 
which  shall  mark  the  expenditure  whidhi 
has  been  falling  upon  owners  firom  year 
to  year,  and  the  class  of  ezpeaditoie 
dealt  with  under  the  last  AmendmeBti 
but  I  cannot  help  feeling  that  if  joa 
analyse  the  classes  of  ezpenditntfa  wUoh 
are  here  set  out  you  will  find  that  OM 
year  you  hare  one  kind  of  bnildiiig^ 
another  year  another  kind  of  hoMiiifi 
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and  80  OD,  so  that  if  jou  take  as  long  a 
period  as  yoa  choose  in  orJer  to  fix  a 
fair  ayerage  you  probably  will  have 
some  expenditure  of  that  kind  going  on 
every  year.  If  that  be  the  case  I  say 
that  is  the  kind  of  expenditure  we  want 
to  stereotype.  If  it  is  the  case  that 
there  has  been  something  of  the  kind 
going  on  erery  year  we  must  treat  it  as 
one  of  the  ordinary  burdens  falling 
upon  owners  and  stereotype  it.  On 
tne  whole  I  think  it  would  be  safest  not 
to  accept  this  Amendment. 

♦Mb.  SHAW  STEWAET  (Renfrew, 

E.) :  I  feel  bound  to  support  the  hon. 

Baronet  in  this  Amendment.    I  hope 

the  House  understands  that  the  money 

which  has  been  spent  on  new  buildings 

for  the    county    is    money    spent  on 

works  which  will  be  handed  over  to  the 

County  Oounoil,    and    which    will  not 

require  renewal  for  a  very  long  time  to 

come.    It  does  seem  hard  that  in  the 

County    of   JRenfrew,    where  we    had 

paid  our  way,  and  had  not  borrowed 

money,  but  had  imposed  a  rate  in  order 

to    pay  the    debt    off   as    quickly    as 

possible— it  does  seem  hard  that  this 

money  should  be  stereotyped  and  used 

for  other  purposes  than  those  for  which 
it  was  originally  intended.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Caithness  seemed  to  think 
the  Government  ought  only  to  make  con- 
cessions to  the  Gentlemen  opposite.  He 
seemed  to  think  the  new  clause  just  pro- 
posed by  the  Lord  Advocate  covered  the 
case  of  those  hon.  Members  who  sat 
behind  him  (the  Lord  Advocate).  That 
was  not  so ;  the  Lord  Advocate 
did  not  satisfy  his  supporters.  We 
think  we  have  very  strong  reason  for 
proposing  this  Amendment,  and  we  hope 
that  even  now  the  Lord  Advocate  will 
be  able  to  discover  some  way  of  doing 
justice  to  the  County  of  Renfrew. 

Dr.  CLARK:  This  Amendment 
would  whittle'  the  thing  down,  and, 
indeed,  make  it  nothing  but  a  farce. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  SHIRESS  WILL  (Montrose) :  I 
beg  to  move,  in  Clause  28,  page  18,  line 
4,  after  **  every"  to  leave  out  •* third." 
I  would  not  trouble  the  House  with  this 


matter,  considering  it  has  been  befbre 
the  Committee,  were  I  not  convinced 
that  the  Bill  as  it  stands  will  give  rise 
to  a  great  deal  of  inconvenience  and 
difficulty  hereafteR  The  object  the 
Lord  Advocate  has  in  view  in  proposing 
that  the  register  be  made  up  in  every 
third  year  is  to  prevent  there  being 
elections  to  fill  casual  vacancies.  Here 
you  are  electing  a  body  to  exist  for  three 
years,  and  if  any  casual  vacancy  oceure^, 
by  death,  resignation,  or  what  not,  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  is  that  the 
seat  of  the  Member  going  out  is  to  be 
filled  by  the  remaining  Members  of  the 
Council,  and  not  by  election.  Let  me 
call  the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  and 
leameid  Gentleman  to  the  last  pronounce- 
ment of  this  House  upon  the  subject. 
In  the  case  of  the  English  County 
Councils,  the  provision  I  suggest 
should  be  inserted  in  this  Bill 
was  agreed  to,  and  is  now  the 
law  of  England.  Every  casual 
vacancy  in  England,  therefore,  is  filled 
up  in  the  ordinary  way  by  election. 
The  Lord  Advocate  may  point  to  prece- 
dents in  Scotland,  but  I  would  remind 
him  that  no  precedent  can  be  f  oimd  in 
Scotland  for  the  proposal  he  now  makes. 
In  the  case  of  municipal  burghs  casual 
vacancies  are  filled  up,  but  only  in  order 

that  at  the  end  of  the  year,  in  Novem- 
ber, when  a  third  of  the  (Council  is  to  be 
elected,  the  vacancies  can  be  filled  up 
by  election.  The  same  is  the  case  witn 
the  police  burghs ;  and  the  only  bodies 
to  which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  can  point  are  the  School 
Boards,  who  are  dependent  upon  an  Act 
which  is  admittedly  full  of  anomalies 
and  various  objectionable  principles 
contrary  to  the  feelings  and  wishes  of 
the  people  of  Scotland.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  only  pretence 
for  this  clause  was  that  it  would  save 
expense ;  but  the  question  of  expense  is 
no  more  of  importance  in  Scotland  in 
this  matter  than  it  is  in  England,  and 
such  an  argument  was  not  allowed  to 
prevail  last  year  when  the  English  Bill 
was   under   discussion.      BendeSy  my 
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-Amaiidmeat  will  only  leadtoftn  eleotion 
in  the  particular  ward  in  the  repreoenta- 
tion  of  which  the  vacancy  ocoutb  ;  and, 
moreover,  elections  are  not  always  con- 
teated.  Then  upon  the  question  of 
expense,  I  also  delire  to  point  out  to 
the  Lord  Advocate  that  the  register 
which  it  is  provided  here  shall  only 
be  made  up  every  third  year,  will  prac- 
tically be  made  ap  every  year,  for  the 
simpte  reason  that  the  register  is  to  be 
made  up  of  two  things — the  person 
making  it  is  to  take  the  Farlia- 
mentary  register  as  the  beginning  or 
inception  of  the  register,  and  then  he  is 
to  add  the  supplemeiitarj  register,  io 
which  will  be  found  Peers  and  women. 
The  Parliamentary  register,  which  will 
form  a9  parts  of  the  register  under  this 
Act,  will  DO  made  up  every  year,  will  be 
printed  every  year,  and  will  be  ready  at 
band.  The  only  expense,  therefore, 
will  be  the  expense  of  making  up  the 
list  of  the  Peers,  which  will  probably 
consist  of  half-a-dozen  names,  and  the 
listof  the  ladies  who  will  be  enfranchised 
under  the  Act.  The  Lord  Advocate 
thought  he  woe  importing  into  the  Bill 
the  principle  of  the  School  Board  elec- 
tions, and  he  defended  the  Bill  upon 
that  ground.  In  the  case  of  a  School 
Board  in  one  of  the  burghs  I  have  the 
honour  to  represent  there  is  a  division 
of  opinion.  The  majority  of  the  Board 
have  been  pursuing  a  particular  policy, 
which  they  believe  to  be  in  keeping  with 
the  interests  of  the  ratepayers,  and  the 
minority  have  been  resisting  it,  equally 
believing  they  are  acting  in  accorfance 
with  the  wishes  of  the  ratepayers.  The 
minority  have  resigned,  and  I  put  it  to 
the  Lord  Advocate,  if  he  thinks  he  is 
following  the  principle  of  the  School 
Board  elections,  what  would  happen  in 
such  a  case.  The  majority,  instead  of 
having  the  opportunity  of  appealing  to 
the  ratepayers,  would  have  the  in- 
TidiouB  task  thrown  upon  them  of  select- 
ing men  to  fill  the  vacant  places.  When 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
.used  that  argument  he  evidently  forgot 
that  in  the  School  Board  Act  of  1X78 
rectifying  the  Act  of  1872  this  matter 
is  dealt  with.  Though  the  burden  is 
cast  upon  the  remainiog  members  of  the 
School  Board  where  there  remaii 
quorum,  yet  if  they  fail  to  discharge 
their  duty  within  a  certain  time  it  is 
l«ft  to  the  Scotch  Ednoation  Board  either 
Mr.  &hirw  WM 


vnrta 

the  Yooanoiea  or  to  order  meh  eleetionfl. 
I  maintain  that,  eren  under  tlie  Sobool 
Board  Act,  the  Lord  Advocate  will  find 
no  precedent  for  what  he  is  doing  here, 
and  that,  therefore,  my  Amendment  is 
deserving  of  consideration. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  ps^  IS, 
line  4,  after  the  word  "  every,"  to  leave 
out  the  word  "third." — (*>.  8kiru$ 
Will.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  tike  word 
■  third '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

MR.J.P.B.B0BEBT80N:  My  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  has  shown  it  is 
possible  to  make  a  very  able  opeedi 
upon  what  is  really  a  very  small  point ; 
but  after  all  I  do  not  think  the  Honee 
will  be  disposed  to  depart  from  the  de- 
cision  it  arrived  at  in  Committee.  No 
doubt  if  you  desire  an  incessant  TettlTD 
to  the  opinion  of  the  electorate  npon 
the  occurrence  of  every  vacancy,  thenU 
would  be  well  to  adopt  the  Amendment; 
but  I  imagine  the  general  sense  of  the 
Committee  was  repelled  from  the  strut 
application  of  Buoh  a  prinraple  1^  two 
practical  considerations.  Id  the  fint 
place,  here  is  an  opportunity,  if  we  take 
advantage  of  it,  of  auttin^  away  one  irf 
the  too  frequent  elaotions  in  the  case  of 
municipal  politic!  in  Scotland.  The 
general  desire  is  to  have  elections  whioh 
will  best  test  the  opinions  of  the  people 
and  then  have  done  with  eleotiime  for  A 
while.  The  second  consideration  is  that 
if  the  hon.  and  learned  Oeatlenuu'a 
view  in  this  Amendment  pievaiU,  it  will 
add  to  the  expenses  of  regiatratioft. 
You  would  have  to  keep  the  roll  of 
electors  active  on  the  ohonos  of  a  vaoaBq^ 
occurring.  We  were  preaaed  nuek 
strongly  to  alter  the  registrttum  oUum 
we  first  submitted  to  the  House  in  ocdor 
to  avoid  the  expense  of  a  &eah  regiates 
every  year.  We  yielded,  and  I  strongly 
deprecate  departing  from  the  oonrenieiit 
ariangement  which  has  generally  beta 
adopted  in  mnnioipal  olfiura  in  Bootland. 

The  House  divided :— AyOtf  176.;  HoWl 
104.— (Div.  List,  No.  241.)  .     : 

Uk.  LTELL  (Orkney  and  ShaOwdh 
I    desire  to  draw  the  attention  ri  tft 
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House  to  the  aerioua  iaooiiTeiiienoe  that 
may  result  from  the  intuffioient  publicity 
provided  in  the  Bill  for  the  list  of 
electors.  It  is  a  serious  grieranoe  in 
the  Highlands  and  in  the  North  West 
that  the  registration  law  provides  only 
for  the  exhibition  of  the  lists  on  ehuroh 
doors.  Now,  for  the  most  part,  the 
population  in  these  districts  are  Dis- 
.senters,  and,  not  attending  the  parish 
church,  the  great  bulk  of  them  never  see 
these  lists  in  order  to  satisfy  themselves 
that  their  names  are  properly  entered 
on  the  lists  the  Assessor  now  makes  out 
each  year.  I  bring  this  question  for- 
ward again  all  the  more  readily  because 
the  Government  in  Committee  made  but 
a  very  poor  defence  of  their  position — 
they  met  the  grievance  they  did  not 
deny  with  a  simple  non  passumus.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  notices  are  sent  out  by 
the  Assessor  to  the  principal  landowners 
to  fill  up  the  names  of  their  smaller 
tenants  who  may  be  entitled  to  come  on 
the  register;  and  although  the  land- 
lord may  intend  to  fill  the  notices  up 
quite  fairly,  the  fact  is  they  are  most 
incorrectly  filled  up.  Tenants  who  have 
died  are  represented  by  the  names  of 
their  widows,  although  it  may  be 
notorious  that  the  persons  really  in 
occupation,  and  to  whom  the  landlord 
looks  for  his  rent,  is  the  son ;  and  the 

names  of  numbers  of  deceased  tenants 
are  entered  on  the  register,  owing  to 
the  Aesessor  taking  the  evidence  of  the 
proprietor  only.  In  Committee  I  was 
met  by  the  analogy  of  the  Par- 
liamentary roll,  but  I  do  not  think 
the  reply  met  the  case.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  a  business  that  can  fairly 
be  thrown  upon  the  County  Coun- 
cil candidate  to  see  that  the  list  is  pro- 
perly made  up ;  but  I  do  think  that  it  is 
the  business  of  this  House  to  provide  all 
facilities  to  secure  that  the  Assessor 
makes  it  a  true  and  faithful  list  of  all 
qualified  electors.  I  will  not  say  that 
the  proprietors  would  wilfally  make  up 
false  libts ;  but  I  do  not  think  that  an 
opportunity  should  be  afforded  to  land- 
lords to  leave  out  from  the  register  those 
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who  may  not  be  in  political  sympatUy 
with  them.  An  objection  was  mmd  p* 
putting  up  notices  at  Post  Offices,  where  I 
propose  they  should  be  exhibited  among^ 
other  places  supported  by  public  money, 
but  I  do  not  know  on  what  grounds,  t 
do  not  know  a  more  suitable  place  ta 
secure  publicity.  The  Post  Office  is  a 
place  of  fi'eneral  resort— everybody  goes 
there,  either  for  postal  purposes  or  for 
buying ;  for  the  Post  Office  is  the  general 
supply  stores  usually  in  sparsely-poptr- 
lated  districts.  Certainly  these  lists  would 
be  more  interesting  than  many  of  the 
notices  exhibited  at  the  Post  Office,  such 
as  the  rates  of  Post  Office  orders  to 
Houmania  or  the  parcel  post  to  Brazil, 
and  other  matters  which  concern  nobody 
who  reads  them.  It  is  a  matter  of  great 
importance  in  Scotland.  My  Amendment 
meets  part  of  the  serious  defect  in  thie 
matter,  and  I  hope  the  Government  will 
on  this  occasion  meet  it  fairly. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  21,  at 
the  end  of  Clause  28,  to  add  the  words-^ 

*'  In  addition  to  any  publioation  of  the  list  of 
YOten  at  present  by  Law  required,  the  aeeeeaor 
of  every  county,  or  division  of  a  county,  ihall». 
on  or  before  the  fifteenth  day  of  September  in 
each  year  of  the  making  of  such  list,  publish 
copies  of  the  said  list  by  affixing  the  same  in 
some  public  and  conspicuous  position  in  or  near 
every  post  office  and  telegraph  office,  and  in  or 
near  every  public,  municipal,  and  parochial 
office  and  puolic  school  within  such  district,  and 
the  same  snail  continue  so  affixed  for  a  period 
including  two  consecutive  Sundays  at  the  least 
next  after  the  day  of  publication,  and,  if  re* 
moved  or  defaced  within  such  period,  shall  be- 
replaced  by  the  assessor."— (if r.  Lyell.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  worda 
be  there  inserted.'' 


Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBEETSON :  It  ia 

very  probable  that  the  existing  arrange* 

ments  for  the  posting  of  electoral  lists 

might  be  considerably  improved,  buttho 

proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  open 

to  very  serious  objection.    In  the  first 

place,  it  is  not  in  itself  a  part  of  the 

electoral  law  to  be  taken  into  account 

in  connection  with  these  County  Council 

lists,  and  not  in  connection  with  the 

Parliamentaiy   register.      We    ahoiiid 

have  the  County  Council   lists,  which 

certainly  are  not  of  gp^ater  importance 

than  the  Parliamentary  lists,  given  thia 
vigorous  and  prominent  advertisement;^ 
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read  thi«  Bill  a  third  time.     It  bw  -,„„.„,„■  , 

eiaaad  throuirh  all  it«  staKM  in   this  DEBATES    i«     ^■""•"■^^"""*—  — - 

(nae,  and  f  thii^k  the  n^e  Lord  haa  SABD'8   PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATtt- 

adranced  do  arKumeot  why  it  shonld  be  Eabl  CAIX)0AN  :  My  Tjonrdi^   it  ii 

rejected  npon  this  occasion.  aboat  a  year  uo  aiooe  I   laid  on  fti 

OnQueationwhethOTtheword"now"  Table  of  the  HoMe    Oie    Beport  of  ■ 

shall  stand  part  of  the  Motion,  resolved  f  o»°l  Committee  of  both  HbuMa  of  Pte- 

in  the  affirmative:  Bill  read  3-  accord-  I'ament,  which  waa  appointad   to  «» 

ingly,  with  the  Amendments,  and  passed  "^^  *!»«  *1°«^!?°  *>'   ™«  reporfang  ■ 

and  sent  to  the  Commons.  Parbaipent     The  oooaaioii    of    tha  ay- 
pointment  of  the  Committee  last  yMr 

ADVEETI8EMENT  RATING  BILL.  *""  **>**  **"  contract  under  which  JCr. 

ifia   153  I  Hansard  had  for  maar  Toara  ropottBd 

„     ,    ,.   ,           ,'.       '           ,     ,        ..,  the  Debates  in  both  Honaaa  of  Pariia- 

Bead  3-  {accord.ng  to  orderj,   with  ^^ent  came  to  an  end  at  the  expiratioa 

tte  Amendments,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  of  the  year  1888,  and  it  waa   n^ieaaaiT 

the  Oommons.  ^^^^  j^^j,  arrangemente  should  be  nuds 

OOTTNTT  COUET  APPEALS  (IBELAND)  i?  °^'"  to  secure  adequate  reporta  of 

BILL     (No   10*1  the  proceedings  of  the  two  HooBoe.  Tin 

n_a       *iv    T^      *     .t    TT         11,  moinqueationswhiohthBOoaimitteohad 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be  ^^^^^  their    consideration    wero,    the 

again    in  Committee  (on   Ee-commit  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^^^  ^^  Debates  ahotdd  bt 

ment),  read.  reported  and  the  manner  in  which  th^ 

Tbb  Eabl  of  KIMBEBLEY  :  As  my  should  be  printed  and  dreolated.  UpOB 

nobleandleamedFriend(LordHerscheU)  those  questions  thaCommittae  reported, 

is  engaged  in  another  part  of  the  build-  and  their  reoommendationa  havo  ao  thr 

ing  he  has  requested  me  to  ask  that  the  been  carried  out  that  a  new  contraotluM 

Committee  stage  of  this  Bill  may  be  been  signed  with  another  firm,  to  pn^ 

postponed  until  Thursday.  duce  reports  of  Parliamentary  Debates 

Order  discharged:  House  to  be  again  "«  the  «ame  form  as  that  m  whioh  thw 

in  Committee  (on  Ee-commitment)  on  ^'"^  formally  issnod  by  Mr.  Haaaaid, 

Thursday  next.  *''<^  "°^«'"  ^^^  °*™"    <»*  Ssntm-d.    al- 
though produced  by  other  persons.     It 

MASTER  AND  SERVANT  BILL.  (So.  111.)  "  "o*  ™y  intention  to   allude  to  those 

THiBD  BEADiNO.  portions  of  the  Beport  thia    eTening. 

„  ,        ,  ,     T.       .       ,     ni.  ■  1  n     1  My  Motion    refers  chiefly    to  a  smnt 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Head-  ^hjci,   ^ame    inoidentaUy   before    the 

ing  read.  Committee  in  that  inquiry — aamely,  the 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  difficulty    under   which  the  reportars 

3"."^2%«  Earl  of  Kimberlty.)  labour  in  taking  notes  of  the  prooeed- 

T^nnn  ■R-nATtnrTPNP.  ■«■=  f^-j.    T  ings  of  this  HousB  owiugto  the  defioiant 

Ix)BD  BRABOtraNB:  My  Lords.  I  acSustic  properties  of  the  House,  adefi- 

donotobjeettotheThirdReadmg.butI  ^:^           Xo&  to  a  more  limited  extent 

would  csl  your  Lordships    attent.ou  to  „;  J  ;„  ^he  Hom«»  of  Common.  d«>. 

acjwumstance  which  illustrates  the  im-  j  ^^   „„j  j^^^  -j  .,  „««ssarT  th«t  I 

portancooftheMctionwh.ch.asI  stated  should  read  to  the  House  any  of  the 

just  now,  I  mteud  to  move  next  Session,  ^^^^^^^  ^^^^^  ^^  ^^  ^^^  '      y^ 

aad    the    great    inconvenience    of   the  :„„  „„„„  n,„*    „„k.-.«i.     v.,*  t  _. 

Standing  Committees  being  allowed  to  °Ki^P«°  tja*    subject;  but  Imaj  "V 

.,  *.      ».     o-^..         %          T     J  that  we  had  evidence,  especially  fcom  m* 

meet  during  the  Sitting^  of  your  Lord-  „„ble  and  learned  FrienTon  the  WoSt 

ahiiis    House.     A    noble    and   learned  ^^   and  other  noble  Peer^  that  th^ 

Lord  who  la  m   charire  of  two  Bills  is       j  lu    ■  ■•.•i-.       i  •■•■/ 

J      .    .,.        *        i    T.  (        V  were  aware  of  the  impossibdity  of  prni. 

a..eBilUhutob.po.tponei.rLdth=  .h„g.  i„^d  b,  mud..   AnottaOoi- 

«ft,.r  to  b«  Uk..  up  by  .nothe,  noble  ^^,  „,  ,ti^  „,  „„„.  pri..J,  lJ. 

Beauchamp,    waa  Chairraau,  sat  upoA 

Bill  read  3*  (according  to  Order)  and  this  subject  in  1880,  and  they  recom^ 

passed.  mended  varioua  ohai 
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tion  of  seats  for  the  reporters,  to  all 
I  of  which  there  appeared  to  be  some  ob- 
jection. Experiments  were  tried,  and  I 
belieye  it  was  sugg;ested  that  the  gallery 
should  be  lengthened,  then  that  it  should 
be  widened,  and  a  third  suggestion  was 
that  the  reporters  should  be  seated  be- 
tween the  Peers  in  the  centre  of  the 
House.  But  to  each  of  these  sugges- 
tions there  appeared  to  be  some  ob- 
jection, and  at  the  end  of  the  Report  I 
find  the  following  paragraph  : — 

''  It  is  necessary  that  a  report,  such  as  sug- 
gested, to  be  efficient,  most  be  made  by  a  short- 
band  writer  not  far  removed  from  Uie  speaker. 
The  Committee  have  considered  the  most  suit- 
able position  in  which  to  place  Bir.  Hansard's 
reporter,  and  are  of  opinion  that  a  small  mov- 
able table  might  be  placed  in  the  body  of  the 
House.** 

My  Lords,  I  think  there  are  now  still 
stronger  reasons  than  in  1880  why  we 
should  take  some  steps  to  provide  the 
representatives    of    aan9ark'%     Debates 
with  a  suitable  position  for  the  purposes 
of  their  work  in  the  House.     In  accord- 
ance with  the  recommendations  made  by 
the  Committee  of  last  year,  we  have  en- 
forced more  stringent  conditions  as  to 
the  production  of  these  reports.    The 
firm  who  have  undertaken  tne  work  are 
now  required  to  report  not  only  discus- 
sions on  i'^econd    Keadings  and   other 
stages,  which  it  had  been  usual  to  report, 
but  also  to  give  complete  and  accurate 
reports  of  the  discussions  in  Committee  ; 
and  it  is  quite  obvious  that  if  we  require 
more  to  be  done  by  the  reporters  who 
take    the    notes    of     our     proceedings 
we   must   give   ampler  facilities    than 
they  have  been  accustomed  to  hitherto. 
I  am  bound  to  say,  and  I  think  that  noble 
Lords  on  both  sides  of  the  House  will 
agree,  that,  considering  the  difficulties 
under  which  reporters  have  laboured  in 
this  House  for  many  years,   the  only 
wonder  is  that  the  reports  have  been  as 
full  and  as  accurate  as  they  have  been 
since  the  House  was  built.     At  the  same 
time,  there  is  a  ^reat  deal   left  to   be 
desired ;  and  I  believe  that  on  consider- 
ation   your    Lordships     will    see    that 
there    is    no    alternative  but  to  pro- 
vide  a  seat  for    the   Hansard  reporter 
at  or  near  the  Table  of  the  House,  and 
in    the     body    of    the    House.      My 
Motion  is  wotded  so  as  to  leave  some 
latitude  to  the  Black  Bod  Committee  as 
to  the  position  which  the  reporter's  table 
shoold  occupy.    I  do  not  say  that  Uie 
reporter  should  be  placed  at  the  table, 


or  near  the  table ;  but  in  my  Motion  I 
merely  use  the  words  ''  within  the  pre- 
cints  of  the  House."    If  your  Lordshipa 
will  refer   back    to  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  presided  over  by  my  noble 
Friend,  you  will  see  that  a  map  was  then 
supplied  showing  two  positions  in  which 
a  reporter  might  sit  on  the  floor  of  the 
House.    I  know  that  there  are  some 
objections  to  a  reporter  being  present  uQi 
the  midst  of  us.    It  has  been  said  that 
reports  would  be  taken  too  literally  and 
too    much    verbatim.     Again,    I    may, 
perhaps,  rsfer  to  the  recommendation  of 
the  Committee,  in  which  we  pointed  out 
that,  in  our  opinion,  reports  should  not 
be'   taken    verbatim;    and    it    is    quite 
obvious  that  if  every  word  which  fell 
from  every  noble  Lord  were  reported  a 
great  deal  of  editing  would  be  required, 
and     difficulties     would    occur    which 
would    be    almost    as    great  as  those 
which  we  have  to  face  now.     As  reg^ards 
the    question    of    the    desirability    of 
admitting  a  reporter  into  the  body  of 
the  House.  I  have  made  inquiries  as  to 
the    practice    in  other  countries.      In 
America,  in  each  House,  the  reporter  is 
seated  in  front  of  the  desk  of  the  Chief 
Clerk.     In-  Germany,  in  both  Houses, 
the  reporter  is  seated  in  the  House  near 
the  President's  Chair.     In  France,  the 
reporter  is  seated  at  the  foot  of  the 
Tribune,  and  the  same  is  the  case  in 
Belgium.       Therefore,    it    would    not 
appear  that  any  practical  inconvenience 
has  been   found   in   other  Legislative 
Chambers  to  arise  from  the  presence  of 
reporters  in  the  body  of  the  House ;  and 
I  can  only  express  the  hope  that  some 
means  will  now  be  found  for  securing 
an  end  which,  I  believe,  is  highly  to  be 
desired.      I   was  moved  to  briuff  this 
matter  before   your  Lordships  by  an 
occurrence  which   took   place  in    this 
House  a  few  days  a^o.      A  Motion  was 
made  upon  the  subject  of  a  report  in 
Hansard  in  reference  to  a  Debate,  to 
which    I    need  not  more  particularly 
allude.     In  the  course  of  that  Debate  a 
letter  was  received  by  the  Marquess  of 
Lothian  from  the  representative  of  Han- 
sard.   1  moved  that  that  letter  should 
be  printed  and  circulated  to  your  Lord- 
ships, and  from  which,    perhaps,    the 
House  will  allow  me  to  read  a  few  lines. 
Mr.  Walpole  says  : — 


**  I  am  afraid  that  satisfactory  reporting  will 
never  be  done  from  the  gallery  of  the  House 
of   Lords.    What  is  required  is  (as  I  believe 
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the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  has  himself  pointed 
out)  to  have  a  shorthand  writer  at  the  Clerk's 
Table.  The  great  objection  to  such  a  proposal 
hitherto  has  been  thai  it  has  been  said  to  be 
necessary  to  have  frequent  changes  of  report- 
ers,  and  one  can  well  understand  how  incon- 
venient— in  fact,  utterly  impracticable— is  any 
scheme  which  involves  the  constant  passage  of 
strangers  along  the  floor  during  the  progress  of 
debate.  The  proposition  of  tiie  present  con- 
tractors— and  I  am  only  anxious  for  some  con- 
venient opportunity  of  placing  it  before  the 
House — is  that  their  note-taker  should  take  his 
seat  at  the  Clerk's  Table  at  the  commencement 
of  each  sitting,  and  be  relieved  at  the  expira- 
tion of  four  hours.  This  means  that  only  on 
two  or  three  occasions  during  each  Session 
would  there  be  the  passage  of  a  strauger  aloug 
the  floor,  because  the  sittings  of  the  House 
rarely  exceed  three  hours." 

Therefore,  my  Lords,  one  of  the  objec- 
tions which  I  believe  was  advanced  in 
the  year  1880 — namely,  the  inconvenience 
of  the  passage  of  reporters  to  and  fro — is 
practically  obviated  under  the  present 
proposal.  Then,  my  Lords,  it  will  be 
m  your  recollection  that  on  a  recent 
occasion  Lord  Wemyss  read  to  the  House 
a  letter  from  a  distinguished  Member  of 
your  Lordships'  House,  Lord  Grim- 
thorpe,  in  which  Lord  Grimthorpe  said 
that  he  would  have  been  very  glad  to 
be  present  to  take  part  in  the  Debate, 
but  it  would  be  of  very  little  use  his 
coming  down,  because  if  he  did  he  would 
not  be  properly  reported.  Now,  if  that 
is  really  the  case,  and  if,  under  the  pre- 
sent circumstances,  it  is  difficult,  if  not 
utterly  impossible,  to  report  in  this 
House,  I  think  your  Lordships  will  agree 
that  it  is  high  time  that  some  action 
were  taken  in  the  matter.  My  noble 
Friend's  Committee  reported  in  1880, 
and  after  the  expiration  of  nine  years, 
and  more  than  one  Debate  having  taken 
place  on  the  subject,  nothing  at  all  has 
been  done,  and  we  remain  under  the 
disability  under  which  we  have  laboured 
for  so  long.  I  venture,  therefore,  to 
make  the  Motion  of  which  I  have  given 
notice,  and  I  may  perhaps  be  allowed  to 
recommend  it  to  your  Lordships  on  the 
ground  that,  at  all  events,  the  change 
might  be  tried  even  temporarily.  It  is 
not  necessary  that  we  should  commit 
ourselves  for  ever  to  the  presence  of  a 
reporter  in  this  House.  If  it  is  not 
agreeable  to  your  Lordships,  or  if  it  is 
found  inconvenient  in  any  way,  the 
arrangement  can  be  put  an  end  to 
At  any  time.  I  do  not  think  I  need  say 
anything  more  upon  the  subject.  If 
your  Lordships  are  good  enough  to  pass 

Earlf 


the  Motion  of  which  I  haT6  givei 
notice,  I  shall  propose  that  the  detub 
of  the  plan  should  be  left  to  be  aettU 
by  the  Black  Rod  Committee,  and  Aft 
time  at  which  the  new  arransenMBt 
should  be  carried  out  should  be  hft 
also  to  that  Committee. 


Moved,  "  That  the  Black  Rod  Committae  b» 
instructed  to  provide  accommodation  for  tti 
representative  of  Ranttnrd'M  Dtbatet  witfam  tin 
precincts  of  the  House  of  Ijorda."— <ThA  Loii 
Privy  Seal,  Earl  CadofUn,) 

*Jjobd  DENMAl^  said,  the  noble  Eul 
had  not  condescended  to  call  him  as  ft 
witness  before   the   Joint    Oomniities. 
Only  twice  during  the  last  85  yean  had 
he   been  fairly  reported,  and   he  wii 
very  glad  not  to  have  been   reportad. 
The  Motion  proposed  a  reference  to  the 
Black    Kod    Committee ;     but,    in  hii 
opinion,   Black  Bod  had  the  powsr  to 
allot  a  place  to  anyone  who  desired  to 
report.    It  was  desirable  that  the  truA 
should  be  known  by  the  public,  and  h» 
suggested  that  the  evidence  of  Mr.  H. 
W.  Lucy,   who  wrote  a  deecription  of 
that  House  in  1885,  must  be  reoeired  ■■ 
authentic.     That  gentleman  wrote  upon 
the  acoustics  of  the  Houae  of  Loid% 
and  said  that  whenever  any  noble  Lord 
was  worthy  to  be  reported  he   always 
was  reported.    Noble  Lords  could  tend 
up   their   speeches  if  they  liked,  and 
they    could    also  if  they  liked    main 
themselves    heard.      The    article    he 
had  just  referred  to  appeared  in  the 
Christmas  number  of  the  EngiiMh  lUmt- 
trated   Magazine  for  1885.      He  bought 
up  all  the  copies  of  it,  because  he  thought 
the  article  was  calculated  to  bring  mt* 
credit  upon    their    Lordships*    Honsow 
The  Times  charged  25s.  a  year  for  the 
reports  of  speeches,  and  he  supposed 
that  those  noble  Lords  who  subsoribsd 
were  well  reported.     The  ezperimsnt 
had  been  tried  of  placing  the  reportSES 
in  the  Peeress's  Galleries,  but  it  had  not 
been  found  satisfactory.     After  all,  per- 
haps it  was  well  that  certain  oonversi^Qins 
which  occurred  in  that  House  shonU 
not  be  reported.     He  had  on  one  or 
two  occasions  struck  out  from  the  pioof 
sent  him   observations  which   he  had 
certainly  made,  but   which,  after  OOB* 
sideration,    he     considered    were    wi* 
worthy  of  a  permanent  record.     Mr* 
Hansard   had    expressed    the    opiaiop 
that   all   the    speeches  should    bis   It* 
corded,    whether    the    speakers    IfloiJI 
it  or  not.     He  quite  dissented  fkom  flttt 
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yiew,  holding  that  noble  Lords  had  the 
copyright  in  their  speeches.  He  did 
not  oppose  the  placing  of  the  JBTansard 
reporter  in  a  suitable  position ;  but  he 
considered  that  Black  Bod  himself  had 
the  power  to  make  the  necessary 
arrangements,  and  if  that  view  were 
correct  the  present  Motion  was  unneces- 
flary. 

♦Earl  BEAUCHAMP  :  Perhaps  your 
Lordships  will   allow  me  to  say  a  few 
words  upon  this  subject,  as  my  noble 
Friend  has  referred  to  the  Committee 
of  which   I   was  Chairman  some  nine 
years  ago.     I  think  that  all  the  argu- 
ments for  a  change  in  the  method  of 
reporting  in  this  House  are  based  upon 
the  assumption  that  there  is  a  difficulty, 
if    not    an  impossibility,  in   reporting 
under  the  present  conditions,  and  cer- 
tainly that  was  represented  very  strongly 
to  us  in  the  Committee  which  sat  in  the 
year  1880.     But  this  year  a  new  system 
nas  been  inaugurated  in  the  publication 
of  Hansard's  D^hate*^  and   I  now  think 
that  the  difficulty  and  impossibility  have 
been  very  much   exaggerated,  because 
the  reports  this  year  have  certainly  been 
of  a  very  much  higher  and  more  accu- 
rate character  than    any  reports  that 
have     been     given    us     before.       The 
change  is  very  marked  indeed,  and  cer 
tainly  disposes  of  the   allegation   that 
there  is  any  particular  difficulty  or  im- 
possibility in  reporting  speeches  made 
by  your  Lordships.     The  imperfect  and 
inaccurate  reports  which  are  made  are 
due  to  other  causes,  which  I  need  not 
specify    in    detail.      Many    matters   of 
public  interest  are  discussed  not  only 
m    Parliament,    but   also   out   of  Par- 
liament, and  the  space  formerly  allotted 
to  Debates  in  Parliament  is  very  much 
curtailed  as  compared  with  that  which 
used  to   be   allotted  in   former   times. 
I     do     not    think     we    must    entirely 
ignore    that  circumstance ;    but    it    is 
a   mistake    to    suppose   that   there    is 
any  inherent  difficulty  or   impossibility 
in      reporting     the     Debates    in     this 
House.     As   the    matter    is    proposed 
to  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Black  Rod,  I  will  not   pronounce  any 
opinion  upon  the  subject  itself,  though 
I  think  there  are  objections  of  a  serious 
character  to  the  propriety  of  importing 
a  reporter  on  to  the  floor  of  the  House. 
That  is   an   arrangement  which  ought 
not    to     be     agreed     to    unless    your 
Lordships    are     satisfied     that    there 


is  no  other  way  of  obtaining  what  is 
desired.    I  remember,  in  the  Committee 
of  1880,  evidence  was  given  to  us  that 
one  of  the  most  convenient  places  for 
hearing  all  that  went  on  was  in  the  very 
large  ventilating  chamber  which  exists 
below  your  Lordships'  feet.     There  is  a 
very  large    chamber   below    us,   used 
partly  for  the  purpose  of  ventilation, 
and,  although  I  have  not  myself  had  the 
opportunity  of  listening  to   a  Debate 
from  that  quarter,  I  believe  you  can 
hear  very  distinctly  all  that  goes  on.    A 
reporter  would  not  hear  those  who  are 
immediately  above  him,  but  he  hears 
the  speeches  that  are  delivered  in  other 
parts  of  the  House ;  and,  considering  the 
space  that  exists  below,  I   do  not  see 
why  the  reporter  should  not  change  his 
place  from  time  to  time,  if  necessary, 
according  to  the  position  of  the  speaker. 
I  think  that  that  experiment  should  be 
tried  before  we  consent  to  the  presence 
of  a  reporter  on  the  floor  of  the  House. 
There  is  one  suggestion  which  I  may 
venture    to    throw     out — I     am    not 
quite  certain  whether  it  formed  a  part  of 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee 
of  the  year  1880,  but  I  think  it  did— 
that  the  position  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
and  of  the  Woolsack  should  be  changed 
duringyour  Lordships' Debates.  Though 
we  address  the  whole  House,  and  not 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  who  is  the  Speaker 
of  this    House,  still  there  is  a  practice 
which  prevails  of  turning  either  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor  or  to  the  Throne ;  and 
the  result  of  that  is  that  anyone  who 
so   turns  his  back    to    the   Reporters' 
Gallery    does   no    doubt    increase  the 
difficulties  under   which  the  reporters 
labour.     I  certainly  thought  at  the  time 
the  Committee  were  investigating  the 
matter  that  it  would   be  quite  worth 
while  to  try  the  experiment  of  placing 
the  Woolsack  at  the  Bar,  so  that  every- 
body would  be  heard  distinctly  when 
speaking  in  that  direction,  rather  than 
in  the  opposite  way,  and  I  think  the  diffi.- 
culties  which  the  reporters  experience 
would  be  mitigated  if  that  expedient  were 
adopted.     And  I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  serious   difficulty  in  the  arrange- 
ment.    The    Cross    Benches    could    be 
placed  where  the  Woolsack  now  is ;  and 
your    Lordships  must    remember  that 
when  judicial  business  is  carried  on  in 
the  earlier  part  of  the  day  there  is  always 
a  very  considerable  shifting  of  furniture, 
and  any  re-arrangement  that  might  bc) 


1079 


DsbmUi 


{LORDS} 


in  PariiomsmL 


neoessitated  by  the  sugg^tion  I  am  now 
referring  to  could  be  easily  made.  Of 
coarse,  when  there  is  a  Koyal  Oommis- 
sion,  and  when  the  House  of  Commons 
is  summoned  to  attend  your  Lordships, 
seats  are  placed  in  front  of  the  Throne 
upon  which  the  Lords  Commissioners 
sit,  and  that  arrangement,  I  apprehend, 
must  be  strictly  adhered  to ;  but  for  our 
ordinary  business  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  it  would  be  advisable  to  try  the 
experiment.  A.8  the  noble  Earl  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal  said,  we  are  not  pledg- 
ing ourselves  to  any  proposal  for  all 
time;  whatever  scheme  we  choose  to 
tr>  can  be  put  an  end  to  if  it  be  found 
inconvenient ;  and  I  certainly  think  that 
during  the  remainder  of  this  Session 
we  might  try  the  experiment  of  placing 
the  Woolsack  at  the  front  of  the  Bar. 
In  that  way  the  reporters  would  hear 
more  clearly  than  they  do  now,  if  there 
really  is  any  obstacle  to  the  efficient  re- 

forting  of  your  Lordships'  debates ;  but 
must  say  that  my  desire  for  change  has 
been  very  much  diminished  by  the  experi- 
ence which  we  have  had  during  the  pre- 
sent Session,  if  I  may  judge  from  the  re- 
ports in  Mansard's  Debates  which  have 
been  submitted  for  my  revision.  As  the 
noble  Lord  appealed  to  me,  and  to  the 
Committee  over  which  I  had  the  honour 
to  preside,  I  have  thought  it  right  to  ex- 
plain why  I  do  not  entertain  so  strong 
a  view  upon  the  subject  of  reporting  as 
I  did  when  that  Committee  made  its 
Beport. 

♦The  Earl  of  MORLEY  :  As  a 
member  of  the  Black  Rod  Committee,  I 
may  be  permitted  to  say  a  few  words 
upon  the  Motion  of  my  noble  Friend 
opposite.  I  confess  that  the  prospect  of 
a  verbatim  report  of  speeches  adds  a  new 
terror  to  those  which  already  exist  in 
addressing  your  Lordships ;  but,  still, 
if  verbatim  reports  are  required,  I  ven- 
ture to  think  that  the  suggestion  made 
in  the  Motion  now  before  your  Lord- 
ships is  one  which  we  should  do  well  to 
adopt.  The  suggestion  of  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Beauchamp),  with  regard  to 
the  mysterious  chamber  underneath  the 
House,  had  already  struck  me,  but  I  am 
informed  that  there  is  this  grave  objec- 
tion to  it — that  the  most  important 
speeches  are  (obviously)  delivered  from 
the  two  Front  Benches,  and  noble  Lords 
who  speak  from  those  Benches  speak 
from  the  Table,  and  would,  conse- 
quently, be  very  imperfectly  heard  from 

£arl  Beauchamp 


the  Chamber  beneath  the  Hoiue.  Iben- 
fore,  I  do  not  think  that  the  snggettifli 
of  the  noble  Earl  would  work  Mftube- 
torily.  It  seems  to  me,  alao,  that  thm 
are  great  objections  to  the  removal  d 
the  Woolsack  to  the  Bar  of  the  Hooa^ 
objections  that  I  confess  I  do  notaw 
any  way  of  getting  over.  If  aa  expeop 
ment  is  to  be  tried,  sareljr  the  walk 
simple  experiment  would  be  to  plao^ 
for  a  longer  or  shorter  time,  aoocudiif 
as  the  House  may  think  fit,  a  reportar'f 
table  immediately  behind  the  seati  of 
the  Clerks  at  the  Table.  I  beliere  that 
by  pushing  back  the  last  three  Benohei 
so  that  the  last  may  touoh  the  Bar, 
ample  space  would  be  afforded  for  siuk 
accommodation.  \s  the  noble  Lend 
suggests  that  the  question  should  b» 
referred  to  the  Black  Bod  Gommitfeae^ 
I  will  not  trouble  your  Lordships  wttb 
any  further  remarks  on  the  8ufcgaot» 
except  to  support  the  Motion  that  is  bo- 
fore  the  House. 

The  Dukb  of  ABGYLL  :  My  Lord^  I 
do  not  believe  there  is  any   diflBloiiItf 
whatever  in  reporting  the  speeohesin  joor 
Lordships'  House.     In  my  opinion,  the 
acoustic  properties  of  this   Home  sie 
admirable.     My  own  impression  is  that 
they  are  only  too  good     I  have  bsea 
present  at  the  judicial  sittings  of  jour 
Lordships,    and    have    remarked    that 
counsel  at  the    Bar,  speaking  in    the 
gentlest    tones    of  voioe,  were   olesrij 
heard  all  over  the  House.     The  tmth  is 
that  every  Member  of  this  House  who 
is  listened  to  by  his  Peers  is  invariaUj 
well  heard  in  the  gallery,  and  adnurah^ 
reported,  if  the  editors  of   the  ptosis 
wish  to  have  the  reports.    I  am   sore 
your  Lordships  will  agree  that  we  owe 
very  much  to  the  reporters.     WhensTsr 
Ministers  make  important  decdarations 
or  announcements,  or  other  Members  of 
the  House  speak  to  whom  great  weight 
attaches,    the    speeches    are   reported 
verbatim  if  the  editors  wish  it.     Whsn 
a  Peer  is  not  reported  it  has  nothing  to- 
do  with  the  reporters ;   it  rests  with  the 
editors  of  the  papers.     The  real  traAia 
that  the  forum  of  public  discussion  oo 
political  matters  has  been  to  a  large  SB- 
tent  widened.   It  is  no  longer  the  Ismm 
of  Parliament  alone,  or  prinoipailj ;  it 
is  the  forum  of  the  Press,  of  pablio  msst 
ings,   even   of   addressee    at   railway 
stations.    I  support  the  propositian  of 
my  noble  Friend,  because  I  think  it  ia 
expedient  that  your  Lordships  shonld. 
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have  an  authorized  report  of  the  speeohee 
made  in  this  House,  even  if  they  are 
nereer  reported  in  the  Press  at  all. 

The  prime  MINISTER  ahd 
SECRETARY  of  STATE  por 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  :  I  venture  entirely  to 
take  exception  to  the  view  of  mj  noble 
Friend  that  there  is  no  fault  to  be  found 
with  the  acoustic  properties  of  this 
House,  or  with  the  reports  of  the 
speeches  of  your  Lordships.  It  is  my 
fate  occasionally  to  address  audiences  in 
other  places  where  the  reporters  are 
seated  close  to  me,  and  I  have  hardly 
ever  had  any  reason  to  complain  that 
my  meaning  has  not  been  ascertained. 
But  in  this  House  the  contrary  is  the 
case.  It  is  not  as  though  we  were  com- 
plaining, as  my  noble  Friend  seems  to 
think,  of  our  speeches  being  abridged. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  many  speeches  are 
abridged ;  but  it  is  that  the  meaning  is 
often  entirely  inverted,  or  nonsense  is 
substituted  for  sense.  And  that  is  no 
fault  of  the  reporters  in  the  Gallery.  I 
believe  that  they  do  their  work  admir- 
ably ;  but  the  conditions  under  which 
we  place  them  are  such  that  it  is  impos- 
sible for  them  to  do  their  work  properly. 
My  noble  Friend  who  has  just  sat  down 
says  that  he  is  always  accurately  re- 
ported. But  I  submit  that  my  noble 
Friend  is  really  no  judge  in  this  matter, 
because  he  is  blessed  with  such  an  organ 
that  if  the  reporters  were  placed  on 
Westminster  Bridge  he  would  be  pro- 
perly reported.  This  is  not  a  matter 
merely  of  individual  self-complacency, 
where  a  man  is  discontented  because  his 
speech  is  not  properly  reported.  You 
must  remember  that  speeches  made  in 
Parliament  are  part  of  the  documentary 
evidence  and  proceedings  of  the  present 
day ;  and  that  Ministers  are  not  only 
held  to  what  they  say,  as  deliberate 
statements  on  their  part,  but  in  every 

Eart  of  the  world  Governments  and 
tatesmen  act  on  the  assumption  that 
what  a  Minister  says  is  accurately  re- 
ported. I  remember  three  or  four  cases 
where  very  grave  misapprehension  has 
been  caused  by  a  misreport  of  what 
Ministers  said  at  this  Table.  I  remem- 
ber when  the  noble  Earl  opposite  was 
Foreign  Secretary  he  made  some  state- 
ment about  Shere  Ali,  and  exactly  the 
reverse  of  what  he  said  was  telegraphed 
to  India.  Lord  Northbrook  telegraphed 
back  in  the  greatest    possible  alarm: 


Shere  Ali  received  the  mutilated  report* 
and  it  had  a  very  serious  effect.  1  re- 
member another  case — some  10  years 
ago — in  which  the  question  was  whether 
one  Power  would  follow  the  recommen- 
dations of  two  other  Powers,  England 
beingoneofthem.  That  Power  wouldonly 
follow  those  recommendations  if  the  two 
Powers  were  unanimous.  A  statement 
was  made  in  this  House,  and  it  was  re- 
ported in  exactly  the  opposite  sense.  The 
second  Power,  thinking  that  she  had 
been  abandoned  by  her  ally,  gave  way, 
and  the  third  Power  no  longer  felt  her- 
self bound  to  follow  the  plan  which  she 
had  engaged  to  follow  at  the  wish  of  the 
other  two  Powers.  That  was  a  very  serir 
ous  matter,  because,  on  the  faith  of  re- 
ports of  speeches  made  in  this  House,  and 
which  could  not  afterwards  be  corrected, 
pledges  were  given  which  could  not  be 
retracted.  That  is  an  instance  of  the 
sort  of  inconvenience  which  may  aris^ 
from  deficient  reporting.  I  remember 
also  a  very  absurd  case  last  year  where 
Lord  Rosebery  and  I  were  made  to  hold 
the  most  impossible  conversation  with 
regard  to  the  proceedings  of  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff,  neither  of  us  having 
said  one  word  attributed  to  us.  I  re- 
member in  the  Debates  we  used  to  have 
on  the  Afghan  question  I  was  very 
roughly  used  for  something  I  was  sup- 
posed to  have  said  in  a  speech  with  re- 
ference to  Shere  Ali.  What  really 
happened  was  that  my  speech  was 
entirely  and  utterly  misreported,  and 
when  it  came  to  me  for  correction  I  was 
abroad,  and  I  had  no  means  of  remem- 
bering accurately  what  I  had  said.  The 
result  was  that  observations  were  printed 
which  I  had  never  made.  I  do  not 
think,  my  Lords,  that  you  have  a  right 
to  inflict  a  disability  of  this  kind  upon 
those  concerned.  If  you  attach  the  im- 
portance that  you  do  attach  to  speeches 
that  are  made  in  Parliament,  you  are 
bound  to  take  every  reasonable  means  of 
having  those  speeches  accurately  re- 
ported. And  remember  that  this  is  a 
matter  which  concerns  this  House  rather 
seriously.  Owing  to  many  causes, 
partly  perhaps  to  the  extreme  labour  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  it  has 
happened  that  those  Departments  which 
have  to  do  with  Foreign  and  Colonial 
and  Indian  affairs  are  more  often  than 
not  represented  in  this  House,  and 
therefore  it  becomes  a  matter  of  con- 
siderable public  importance    that    the 
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Eakl  GADOQAN:  In  reference  to 
the  remarkfl  of  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack,  I  may  point 
ont  that  mj  suggestion  was  to  seat  the 
reporter  at  or  near  the  Table.  I  think 
it  vas  mj  noble  Friend  Earl  Beauchamp 
vhomadethesuggestion  with  reference  to 
the  change  of  the  position  of  the  Wool- 
aaok,  andpersoDaUyltruetitwill  not  be 
adopted. 

On  Question,  agreed  to. 


MARKETS  AND  PAIRS  (WEIGHING  OF 
CATTLE)  ACT,  1887, 
R«tum  (IJof  all  market  authoritiea  in  Eng- 
land Hnd  Wales  included  in  ParliameaUry 
Paper.  No.  221.,  of  Seuion  I.,  1886,  who  hare 
mschinM  for  weighiog  cattle  under  the  50tli 
■nd  Diet  Victoria,  chap.  2".  ;  (2)  of  the  authori- 
ties whose  markets  sod  fairs  have  be«n  ei- 
empted  froio  the  proTisiona  of  that  Act  by 
OTUers  of  the  Local  Government  Board,  and 
the  periods  (or  which  exemption  has  been 
gnuited:  sod  (3]  of  the  authorities  who  have 
no  machintjs  for  weighing  cattle  under  the 
L.  i.'Jj  1..^—  .L,  House— 


SMALL  DEBTS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
(No.  1  6.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  relating  to  Lav,  &c., 
with  Amendments :  the  Keport  thereof 
received ;  Bill  re-committed  to  a  Cum- 
mittee  of  the  Whole  Houee  on  Thursday 
next;  and  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  177.) 

INTERPRETATION  BILL.  (No.  92.) 
Beported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  &c., 
with  Amendments :  the  Beport  thereof 
leceired  ;  Bill  recommitted  to  a  Com- 
^uittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Friday 
aeit;  and  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  178.) 

REFORMATORY   SCHOOLS    BILL. 

(No.  S6.) 

Order  of  the  1 1th  of  April  last,  com- 
mitting the  Bill  to  the  Standing  Com- 
mitt«e  for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  &e., 
£*ch«rged;  and  Bill  (by  leave  of  the 
Houae)  wiUidrawn. 

Uo«M    sdjonrned    at    half   past     Five 
o'clock, to  ThnrBdaj  neil,  a  quarter 
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PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


METROPOLITAN  ELECTRIC  SUPPLY 
BILL. 

Ordered,  That  in  the  case  of  the 
Metropolitan  Electric  Supply  Bill,  Stand- 
ing Orders  84.  214,  2i5,  and  239  b« 
suspended,  and  that  the  Bill  be  now 
taken  into  consideration,  provided 
amended  prints  ahall  have  been  pre- 
riously  deposited. 

Bill  considered. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

That  Standing  Orders  1'IZ  and  243  be 

suspended,    and  that  the  Bill  be  now 

read  the    third    time."— (Jfr.    Strhtrt 

Gardiur.) 

R.  BATJMANN  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  :  At  a  former  stage  of  the  Bill  I 
abandoned  opposition  to  It,  on  the  under- 
standing that  there  should  be  ample 
opportunity  of  'ionsidering  the  Bill  as 
amended.     But  the  reprinted  Bill  haa 

ly  been  deposited  this  morning,  and 
there  has  been  no  time  for  Members  to 

id  it  or  to  study  the  Amendments 
which  hare  been  made  in  it.  Consider' 
ing  that  the  Bill  relates  to  the  supply  of 
the  electric  light  for  50  years,  and  that 
consumers  bad  no  locui  »tardi  before  the 
Committee,  it  seems  unreasonable  that 
Bill  should  be  rushed  through  the 
Houae  in  this  manner.  The  Bill  as 
Srst  printed  contained  some  very  ob- 
jectionable clauses,  and  it  will  be  my 
duty  to  oppose  it  unless  an  assnranoe 
can  be  given  that  they  have  been  re- 
moved. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.) ;  I  am  able  to  give  the 
assurance  the  ban.  Member  desires. 
The  Amendments  have  been  made  by 
the  Sele<.-t  Committee  and  the  Bill  is 
now  absolutely  identical  with  other 
Provisional  Order  Bills. 

SiK  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy):  I 
also  feel  it  my  duty  to  protest  of  the 
rapid  way  which  has  been  adopted  of 
disposing  of  important  Bills  of  this 
character  without  giving  hon.  Membere 
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an  opportunity  of  eAaaidning  them  or  '      Motion  mmde,  mnd  C 
ot  potting  dovn  unendmenta.  |  "  That  the  CUnae 

Question  pat,  And  oereed  to.  |  *"''*' 

*Mk.  BABTLET  (Islington,  N.] :  Of 
ooorae  no  one  has  a  right  without  aa 
I  Act  of  Parliament  to  ctoas  a  load  or  t» 
take  up  the  streets ;  bnt  if  one  or  two 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. ' 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  third  \ 
time." 


Xla.  BAUMANN:    When    we  reach  U^ousea  chooae   to  combine    to    aupplj 


Clause  25, 1  propose  to  move  an  amend' 
ment  to  subttitute  two  years  for  three 
years  as  the  period  for  which  consumers 
shall  be  bound  in  unscheduled  streets. 

*Mb.  SPEAKEB:  It  is  now  too  late  to 
more  the  Amendment. 

8«  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  My  hon. 
Friend  can  raise  the  question  on  the 
other  Bills  when  he  has  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  seeing  them. 
*Ma.  SPEAKER:  On  the  question 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  third  time,  the 
hoD.  Member  can  move  the  rejection  of 
the  Bill  but  not  to  amend  it. 

Me.  BAUMANS:  I  would  humbly 
submit  that  wo  have  not  jet  had  an 
opportunity  of  conaidering  the  Bill  as 
amended.  I  may  be  mistaken,  but  I 
thought  the  clauses,  as  amended,  would 
hare  to  be  gone  through. 
*&[u.  SPEAKER:  The  Bill,  as  amended 
has  been  uunHidated,  aad  t)ie  Question 
now  before  the  House  ia,  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  third  time.  If  the  hon. 
Member  wishes  to  oppose  that  Motion 
he  can  do  so. 

Mr.   BAUMANN:     I    thought    the 
Question  was  that  the  Bill  be  nov  taken 
into  consideration. 
*Mh.    SPEAKER:    No;    that    has 
already  been  done. 

Mb.  BAUMANN,:  Then  I  can  only 
say  that  I  am  very  sorry  that  I  allowed 
the  stage  to  pass.  I  will  more  my 
AmendmentoQ  the  other  Bills. 

QuestiuQ  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

PROriSlONAL  ORDERS  BILL. 


ELECTRIC     LIGHTING    PROVISIONAL 
OltDBBS  (No.  2)  BILL, 

Bill  oonsidered. 

Clause  (Reserratioil  of  ri     it  of 
son  to  supply  his    own  Uu 
pMmises,)  — (       . 
1^,  and  read  torn 


teiriiytl 


themselvea  with  the  electric  1 

set  np  an  engine.  I  do  not  see  why  Otgy 

should  not  bare  power  to  do  so. 

Sut  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  I  bare 
looked  into  the  matter,  and  there  ia  no 
doubt  whatever  that  the  prorisiona  of 
the  Bill  will  in  no  way  interfere  with 
or  take  away  the  rights  of  indiridoala 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers  to.  ft 
will  be  competent  to  any  peraon  to 
supply  his  own  or  his  neighboun* 
premises  with  the  electric  light  so  lon^ 
as  he  does  not  break  up  or  oroaa  tha 
public  street.  Still,  the  insertion  ia 
this  Bill  of  the  proposed  clause  might 
be  held  to  prejudice  the  rights  of  gaa 
and  water  companiea  in  the  MatiopoUa, 
and  I  therefore  hope  that  it  will  not  be 
passed. 
*Mb.  BARTLEY:  On  that  aasnnmo* 
I  will  withdraw  the  clause. 

,  by  leave,  with- 


Ma.  BAUMANN  :  I  n 
move  in  Clause  '24  to  leare  out  the  word 
"three"  aud  insert  "two."  I  more 
the  Amendment  rath<>r  with  the  idea  of 
ascertaining  what  may  be  the  feeling  of 
other  metropolitan  Members,  baoausethe 
metropolitan  Members  are  the  only  re- 
presentatives whom  the  general  publia 
have  in  the  matter.  I  may  remind  the 
House  that  all  the  coueuiners  will  not 
live  in  scheduled  streets.  The  diatrista 
proposed  to  be  supplied  are  not  rsry 
numerous,  and  coneiat  principally  ot  tk* 
large  streets  and  squares  of  London. 

Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  IwiUaoeapi 
the  Amendment. 

Mb.  BAUMANN:  The  right  lun. 
Gentleman  has  cut  short  my  remarks  is 
the  moat  agreeable  manner  oy  aooaptinf 
the  Amendment.  I  will  only  add  thtt 
theobjectof  the  AmendmentUto  redooB  \ 
from  three  to  two  years  the  period  for  ^ 
which  oonsnmeza  are  to  bo  bound  iu 
shednUd  itreeta.    By  guaranteeing 


Ar  Sharf 


serted,"  pat, 


QuMtioii,  "That 'three 'stand  part  of 
the  OlauM,"  pnt,  and  negatived. 

"That  'two'  be  there  in- 
■nd  agreed  to. 

Ms.  BATIMANN  :  I  may  remind  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  that  the 
adoption  of  this  Amendment  will  involve 
a  neat  many  other  Amendments. 

Sib  M.  hicks  BEAOH  :  I  will 
undertake  tiiat  the  Bill  shall  be  amended 
•o  as  to  carry  out  the  understanding 
whiob  has  been  arrived  at. 

Bill  read  ths  third  time,  and  passed. 
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Amendment  moved,  Clause  24,  line  I  character  and  scope  of  the  variou» 
34,  to  leave  out  "three"  and  insert  (science  and  art  soholarehips,  local  ezhi- 
"two."  I  bitions,      free     stndent«hipB,     national 

Mholarships,  &c.,  administered  throueli 
the  Science  and  Art  Department  with 
State  aid,  in  response  to  local  demand, 
were  considered  \y  the  Oommissionets 
of  the  Eihibition  of  1651  when  they 
decided  to  sell  a  part  of  their  Kensing- 
ton Estate  in  order  to  raise  funds  for 
establishing  science  and  artsoholarahipi; 
whether  the  Commiesioners  had  befote- 
them  the  various  t'orma  of  State  ud 
supplied  through  tlie  Science  and  Art 
Departments  to  various  local  institutions 
vhen  they  determined  to  offer  grants  in 
aid  of  local  institutions;  what  amount 
of  aid  in  respect  of  science  and  art 
scholarships  and  grants  to  local  institn- 
the  Comissionera  intend  to  give; 
and  what  are  to  be  the  conditions  for 
the  adminiatratioD  of  such  aid  ? 

Thb  SECHETARY  op  STATE  pou 
THE  HOME  DEPAETMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingbam,  E.):  I  am. 
informed  by  the  Secretary  ttaat  the 
Oommissioners  met  this  day  (Tuesday, 
^3rJ)  and  agreed  upon  a  Report  to- 
Qer  Uajesty,  which  will  be  duly  com- 
municated to  Farliameat.  At  present 
the  Oovemment  have  no  information  ia 
regard  to  the  action  of  the  Royal  Com- 
missionera  referred  to  in  the  questioifc 
of  the  hon.  Member. 

SUBSIDENCE  OF   MAIM    ROADS  AT 

NORTHWICH. 

Mb.   BRUNNER  (Cheshire.  North- 

wich) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 


YORKSHIRE  PROVIDENT  INSURANCt 
COMPANY. 
Mr.  BEADLAIJGH  (Northampton) : 
I  wish  to  draw  your  attention,  Sir, 
to  the  Orders  of  the  Day.  The- 
order  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Report  of  the  Select  Committee  stands 
No.  8  upon  the  Orders  of  the  Day, 
hut  it  had  been  ordered  as  a  matter 
of  privilege  to  stand  ae  the  first  Order, 
ana  it  did  en  stand  in  the  Orders  of 
the  Day  for  Monday.  I  wish  to  aak 
whether  it  ought  not  to  be  the  first 
Order  now;  and,  if  so,  whether  it  can- 
not b«  considered  before  the  other 
Orders? 
*Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  am  at  a  loss  to 
know  why  the  same  course  has  not  been 
pursued    to-day  that  was   followed 


Monday,    that 


first  on  the  list  of  Orders  of  ttie  iJay. 
As  to  the  point  of  order,  there  are 
several  instancee  in  which  Orders  of  tbe 
Day  and  Notices  lnwer  down  on  the  List 
than  others  have  been  taken  first  on 
the  ground  of  privilege ;  and,  following 


lacing    the    Order  |  l-ocal  Qovernment    Board    whether  he- 


formed  that  a  further  seriom 
Are  I  ^^^  alarming  subsidence  of  one  of  the- 
uain  roads  out  of  the  town  of  Northwich 
ijok  place  on  the  night  of  Wednesday 
ast ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  praotically- 
be  whole  of  the  great  damage  to  pro- 


those  precedents,  I  shall  now  allow  this  ]  l>')rty  cnuaed  by  the  pumping  of  bris» 


Order  to  be  taken  first  as  a  question  of 
privilege. 

4  U£STI0N8. 

SCIENCE  AND  ART  SCHOLARSHIPS. 

Ms.  SAUUELSON  (Gloucester, 
Forest  of  Dean):  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Vim  Praaideot  of  the  Committee  of 
Oonnoil  on  Education  if,  as  one  of  the 
Bojal  Oraamissioners  for  the  Exhihi- 
Ihw  oC  1861,  he  ia  a«ar»  whether  the 


^ 


a  Cheshire  and  Worcestershire  ia  tho 
ork  of  two  wealthy  and  prosperona- 
J  corporations —namely,  the  Salt  Union 
and  B runner,  Mond,  and  Co.,  and  yet 
that  it  is  impossible  to  ascertain  which 
of  themcausee  any  particular  subsidence, 
and  that  therefore  property  owners  and 
Local  Authorities  have  no  means  of 
redress ;  whether  he  ia  aware  that  the 
same  danger  threatens  the  towns  of 
Fleetwood,  Barrow-in-Furness,  Middle«> 
brougfa,  and  West  Hartlepool,  and  that 
if  the  danger  be  there  mora  remote,  th» 
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books  of  the  Valuation  Office,  in  the 
area  column,  as  containing  375a.  Ir.  I  Ip., 
held  jointly,  whereas  in  the  valuation 
<K>lumn  each  tenant  is  separately  valued 
for  the  land  contained  in  his  holding ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  can  state  on 
what  principle  the  separate  valuation 
has  been  assessed  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  foe  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfottb,  Manchester, 
E.) :  The  Commissioner  of  Valuation 
reports  that  when  the  valuation  of  the 
district  was  made  in  1 856  there  were  no 
defined  boundaries  of  the  holdings  in 
the  townland  of  Kilmacrichard,  con- 
sequently the  valuation  for  rating  pur- 
poses was  made  in  gloho  at  £78,  and 
this  sum  w.as  divided  amongst  the 
tenants  in  proportion  to  their  respec- 
tive interests  therein  as  then  ascertained, 
and  each  tenant's  proportion  of  the 
valuation  is  separately  set  out  in  the 
land  column.  Ue  adds  that  this  is  the 
course  adopted  in  all  such  cases. 

Mr.  MAHONY:  Is  there  not  an 
annual  revision  of  the  valuation  ?  Do 
not  the  revisers  go  down  every  year  to 
each  district? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
aware  that  it  is  the  fact ;  but  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  put  a  question  on 
the  Paper  I  will  make  inquiry. 

THE   FENIT  PIER. 

Mr.  MAHONY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  will  undertake  to 
have  the  Papers  recently  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  relation  to  the  Fenit  Pier  and 
the  Kerry  Grand  Jury  in  the  hands  of 
Members  before  the  Vote  for  the  Irish 
Board  of  Works  is  taken  in  Supply? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Papers 
referred  to  which  were  recently  ordered 
to  be  laid  upon  the  Table  have  been 
this  day  forwarded  for  presentation. 
Upon  the  hon.  Member  obtaining  an 
Order  from  the  House  to  have   them 

Erinted,  it  will  no  doubt  be  carried  out 
y  the  responsible  officer  without  delay. 
Mr.  MAHONY :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  is  aware 
that  in  the  instructions  issued  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  to  the  cesspayers  of  the 
baronies  connected  with  the  Fenit  Pier 
Loan,  and  on  faith  of  which  the  cess- 
payers gave  a  guarantee  for  £95,000, 
the  following  passage  occurs : — 

"  No  portion  of  it  (the  loan)  can  be  expended 
on  the  present  canal,  or  in  payment  of  the 

Mr,  MahoHy 


balance  of  the  canal  debt  doe  to  the  PnUio 
Works  Loan  Commiaaionen,  or  of  the  inatal- 
menta  of  the  present  loan  " ; 

but  that,  in  spite  of  this  passage  in  the 
instructions,  £2,500  was  paid  to  the 
National  Bank  in  discharge  of  a  debt 
due  by  the  canal,  £300  and  £290  were 
paid  to  the  Public  Works  Loan  Oom- 
missioners  in  discharge  of  the  debt  due 
by  the  canal,  and  £3, 1 92  lis.  4d.  was 
paid  to  the  Irish  Board  of  Works  in 
aischarffe  of  the  instalments  on  the 
Fenit  Pier  Loan  ref e'rred  to  in  the  Lord 
Lieutenant's  instructions  as  the  present 
loan;  whether  interest  has  to  be  paid 
and  capital  repaid  by  the  taxpayers  as 
reg^ards  these  sums,  although  these  sums 
were  paid  by  the  Fenit  Harbour  Oom* 
missioners  in  direct  oontravention  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant's  instructions,  on  the 
faith  of  which  the  taxpayers  nye  their 
guarantee ;  and,  whether,  if  Siese  facts 
be  as  stated,  he  will  take  steps  to 
enforce  the  instructions  of  the  Xord 
Lieutenant  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  I  have  not  been  able  to  make 
myself  fully  acquainted  with  the  facts 
of  the  case.  Some  days  must  elapse  be- 
fore I  can  be  in  a  position  to  answer  the 
question. 

Mr.  MAHONY:  Cannot  the  rieht  hen. 
Gentleman  give  me  any  idea  wnatever 
as  to  whether  these  instructions  were 
issued  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and 
whether  or  not  they  have  been  oanied 
out  ?  I  wish  to  know  whether,  in  the 
event  of  a  similar  undertaking  being 
given,  it  will  be  similarly  broken? 

Mr.  a.  J.  B  ALFOUE :  I  do  not  think 
there  has  been  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  MAHONY:  I  put  the  same 
question  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, and  the  answer  I  got  was  that  the 
Treasury,  who  are  responsible  for  the 
action  of  the  Board  of  Works,  only 
cared  for  the  security. 

The  SEORETABY  to  thx  THBA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.):  I 
answered  that  question,  and  I  should 
not  like  it  to  go  forth  that  that  is  the 
purport  of  the  answer. 


THE  STAMP  DUTY. 

Mr.  STAVELEY  HILL  TStaflbid, 
Kings winford) :  I  beg  to  ask  uie  Ohan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  it  is 
intended,  by  Clause  i  5  of  the  Berenus 
Bill,  to  abolish  the  sixpenny  Stamp  Di^f 
now  payable  on  a  contract  for  the 
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chase  of  land,  and  to  substitute  for  such 
stamp  an  ad  valorem  Duty  upon  such 

eontraots?       

Mr.  OOSCKEN:  I  have  asked  my 
bon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General  to  answer  the  question  if  my 
hon.  Friend  will  repeat  it  later  on. 

THE  YEOMANRY  AND  V0LUNTEEU8. 
Sib  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby, 
Ilkeston) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether  members  of 
Yeomanry  Cavalry  Corps,  when  up  for 
annual  training,  and  members  of  Rifle 
Yolunteer  Corps,  when  in  camp,  are 
supposed  to  be  subject  to  Military  dis- 
cipline in  having  to  ask  leave  of  the 
Officers  commanding  before  returning  to 
their  homes  for  a  night  ? 

♦Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  Members  of 
Yeomanry  Corps,  when  up  for  annual 
training,  are  under  the  Army  Act,  and 
subject  to  Military  Law  as  soldiers. 
Members  of  Rifle  Yolunteer  Corps  in 
regimental  camps  are  not  under  the 
Army  Act,  but  are  under  discipline 
under  the  Yolunteer  Act,  and  cannot 
quit  their  duties  without  first  obtaining 
leave  from  their  commanding  officer. 

DEFECTIVE  BAYONETS. 

Lord  HENRY  BRUCE  (Wilts,  Chip- 
penham) :  I  bes:  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether  the  pub- 
lished statement  is  correct,  that  60  per 
cent  of  the  bayonets  of  the  InniskiUing 
Fusiliers,  when  tested  by  experts,  were 
condemned,  as  totally  unfit  for  use ; 
and,  if  he  would  consider  the  expediency, 
after  the  experiences  of  the  Egyptian 
Campaigns,  of  having  the  whole  of  the 
bayonets  belonging  to  the  Regular  and 
Auxiliary  Forces  thoroughly  tested  ? 

*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  The  Inniskill- 
ing  Fusiliers  have  just  returned  from 
service  abroad,  and  as  usual  their  arms 
have  been  thoroughly  overhauled;  25 
per  cent  of  the  bayonets  failed  under  the 
tests  recently  prescribed ;  and  about 
30  per  cent  were  condemned  for  being 
too  small  at  the  point,  or  otherwise 
imperfect.  The  arms  of  all  Regular 
Forces  at  home  are  thoroughly  tested 
every  year,  and  those  of  the  Auxiliary 
Forces  in  regular  succession. 

GOVERNMENT  GAS  STOKERS. 

Mb.  CUNINOHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  if    he  can 


now  inform  the  House  as  to  the  result 
of  his  inquiries  as  to  the  number  of 
hours  worked  by  the  gas  stokers  em* 
ployed  by  the  various  Oas  Companies  of 
London;  If  it  is  a  fact,  as  has  been 
asserted  by  the  Lahowr  Elector  news* 
paper  of  13th  July,  that,  at  the  follow* 
ing  gas  factories — namely.  East  and 
West  (Greenwich,  Bankside,  Kent  Road, 
Rotherhithe,  Yauxhall,  Fulham,  King's 
Cross,  Shoreditch,  Bromley,  Kensal 
Ghreen,  Nine  Elms,  Beckton,  Bow  Com- 
mon, and  Lower  Sydenham,  the  hours 
have  been  reduced  to  eight  per  day; 
and,  whether  he  will  now  take  steps  to 
remove  the  discontent  of  the  Govern- 
ment gas  stokers,  and  avoid  possible 
strikes,  by  reducing  their  hours  of  labour 
in  a  like  degree  ? 
♦Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  The  inquiries 
are  not  yet  completed,  and  I  am  not 
prepared  to  accept  or  reject  the  news* 
paper  statement  which  the  hon.  Member 
has  quoted.  I  know  of  no  discontent  or 
dissatisfaction,  I  am  glad  to  say,  among 
the  Gt>vemment  gas  stokers,  and  they 
are  aware  that  their  case  is  being 
inquired  into. 

POLICE  SIGNALLING  BY  ELECTRICITY. 

Sib  albert  ROLLIT  (Islington, 
S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  satisfactory  results 
of  the  electric  police  signal  system  which 
has  been  in  operation  in  Islington,  the 
Gt>vemment  propose  to  take  steps  with 
a  view  to  its  general  adoption  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  The  question 
of  the  adoption  of  this  system  is 
now  under  my  consideration.  I  am 
making  inquiries  as  to  the  probable  cost 
of  any  practicable  scheme.  Until  this 
is  ascertained  I  cannot  say  definitely 
whether  the  system  id  one  that  can  be 
used  with  advantage  either  generally 
throughout  the  Metropolis  or  in  par^ 
ticular  districts. 

IRISH  PRISONERS. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.}  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will  state 
the  names  of  the  prisoners  at  present 
confined,  under  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  in  Derry  Gaol ; 
and  specify  the  religious  denomination 
of  each,  respectively  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  In  conse- 
quence of  the  observations  which  were 
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H/fc  Hy/^HhK    HMjKS  POWELL: 

HiMUf  Vff  Vt/THiy^u  Affaim  mht^hfit  he  is 
*w*r4  that  a  f/fufusimion,  f^nnUsd  by  the 
\fitiH%titt\hu  0';v«;m merit  and  ccni firmed 
bjr  (l*myrrh%n,  for  the  rx/uAtruction  of  a 
railway  rrorn  l^an  Tabla«i  t//  th*9  gold  Oeld« 
ofth^  yuriiari,  haii  been  a/yjuired  by  an 
K/if(lmh  </'or/i|;any ;  wheth^^r  r^^mplaints 
hare  rea/:b<!'J  ller  Majepity'n  Ootwu- 
rnent  that  t}ijM  ijtftH'MHHUfU  liaH  now  been 
<;anr;<iller|  by  the  Venezuelan  Goyern- 
fiierit  without  caufie  Hhown ;  and,  whether 
\\h  haM  liny  objection  Vt  lay  up^n  the 
Table  of  the  lloiine  the  C*orreApondeuce 
on  the  Nijbjef:t  ? 

•'i'liic  IJNbKK  HKrjKKTAKY  of 
H'i'ATK    HiH    FOKKKiN    AFFAIK.S 

HirJ.  Fauot/HHON,  Manohofiter,  N.E.) : 
woiihi  unnwortho  firat  and  Hocondpart 
of  the  hon.  Meniber'n  quention  in  the 
iilllrnintivn.  'J^ho  matter  haH  not  yet 
riiiiohed  u  ntago  at  which  it  would 
appear  that  any  advantage  could  result 
from  laying  the  (M)rro8poudouoo    upon 
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vi.«;*h.er  he  will  aea^e  mt  wbosa 

a^d  f'vr  '■'has  retticma  this  cAxt  to  d*» 

prlTe  the  people  of  the  duamt  of  die 

right  of  pablic  meeting  has  bem  made  ? 

.  M&.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :   The  nMintiiig: 

wad  proclaimed  on  a  sworn  infatmatlna, 

there  being  reason  to  beHere  that  the 

,  object  of  the  meeting  was  to  pnfrentthe 

I  farms  from  being  taken,  and  that  the 

-  holding  of  it  would  be  an  overt  act  in 

the  general  (x>nsjpiracy  now  existing  widi 

that    object.     The   proclamation   was 

Higned  by  Mr.  M'Carthyy  the  Besidert 

Magibtrate  of  the  district. 

OOVEKNMEXT  GRANTS  TO  SCOTLAND. 
Mb.  CAIiDWELL  (Olai^w,  St 
liollox) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  OhuceUor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  it  is  the  ease 
that  for  the  current  financial  year  endiiuf 
;ilMt  March,  1890,  England  is  in  foU 
receipt  of  the  Probate  Duties  end 
Licenses,  whilst  under  the  Looal 
Govornment  (Scotland)  Bill  for  the 
same  financial  year  Scotland  is  to 
receive  only  the  I^bate  Duty,  and  that 
instead  of  the  Licence  Duty  (amoantng 
in  the  case  of  Scotland  to  £838^341]^. 
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Scotland  is  only  to  receive  £265,500  in 
name  of  Grants;  and,  if  eo,  how  the 
Oovemment  propose  to  give  to  Scotland 
the  £57,841  to  which  according  to  the 
above  arrangement  Scotland  is  being 
deprived  ? 

♦Mb.  QOSOHEN  :  I  must  demur  to 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  that 
Scotland  is  being  deprived  of  something 
due  to  her.  She  has  received  her  pro- 
portion of  the  relief  from  Probate  Duty 
pari  passu  with  England,  and  that  relief 
amounted  to  about  £155,000  last  year, 
and  will  be  about  £230,000  this  year- 
all  clear  gain.  No  doubt  there  is  further 
relief  in  store  for  her  next  year,  the 
univalent  of  which  England  and  Wales 
are  already  receiving  in  the  present 
year.  But  the  relief  in  question,  which 
consists  in  the  receipt  of  the  proceeds  of 
licences  in  lieu  of  certain  grants  sur- 
rendered, is  inseparable  from  the  re- 
construction of  Local  Government  which 
was  effected  in  England  and  Wales  last 
year,  and  is  being  carried  out.  as 
regards  Scotland,  now.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber's grievance  simply  amounts  to  this 
— that  Local  Government  in  England 
was  dealt  with  a  year  sooner  than  it  was 
in  Scotland ;  and,  in  view  of  the  impos- 
sibility of  undertaking  two  such  large 
measures  simultaneously,  I  do  not  think 
that  gprievance  is  a  substantial  one. 

Mr.  CALDWELL:  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  think  that  Scotland 
ought  to  suffer  to  the  extent  mentioned 
in  the  question  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  deny  that  Scot- 
land is  suffering  ;  but  it  is  not  necessary 
that  I  should  enter  into  a  controversy 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  whether 
Scotland  has  its  share  or  not.  I  may 
add  that  the  money  granted  in  England 
is  granted  for  the  relief  of  the  rate- 
payers, and  it  would  appear  that  the 
people  of  Scotland  have  certainly  not 
shown  that  they  were  suffering  under 
the  same  grievances  as  England. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  :  Is  Scotland 
getting  an  equal  share  with  England  ? 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  ! 

LIGHTHOUSE  ILLUMINANTS. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  Further  Corre- 
spondence which  has  taken  place  on  the 
subject  of  Lighthouse  Illuminants  (in 

VOL.  CCOXXXVni.  Tthird  8ERIES.1 


continuation   of  Parliamentary  Paper, 
No.  60,  of  this  Session.)  ? 

Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  As  a 
question  arising  out  of  the  Reports  of 
the  Trinity  House  on  the  experiments 
made  at  the  South  Foreland  in  1 884  and 
1885  has  been  referred  to  a  committee 
of  the  Royal  Society,  the  hon.  Member 
will  agree  with  me  that  it  will  be  well 
to  wait  for  the  Report  of  the  referees 
before  presenting  to  Parliament  further 
Papers  upon  this  subject. 

KENSINGTON  GORE. 

Mr.  HARTLEY  (IsHngton.  N.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  will  state 
the  names  of  the  different  persons, 
public  bodies,  and  institutions,  which 
have  sent  protests  to  the  Commissioners 
for  the  Exhibition  of  1851  against  the 
proposed  sale  of  part  of  the  inner 
gardens  of  their  estate  at  Kensington 
Gore  for  private  buildings? 

Sib  L.  PLAYFAIR  (Leeds,  S.) :  I 
wish  also  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  he  is  aware  that  a  deputa- 
tion of  the  Mayors  of  nearly  all  the 
largest  towns  in  England  and  Wales 
have  waited  on  the  Commissioners  to 
urge  that  their  property  in  South  Ken- 
sington shall  be  sold  and  realized  for 
the  benefit  of  Provincial  Museums  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  informed 
by  the  Secretary  that  five  memorials 
have  been  received  in  reference  to  the 
building  plan  of  the  Commissioners, 
which  are  all  in  the  same  form,  and 
have  been  signed  on  behalf  of  the 
Metropolitan  Public  Gardens  Associa- 
tion, the  Corporation,  Cutlers'  Company, 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  and  School  of 
Art  of  Sheffield,  by  the  Mayors  of  Bir- 
mingham, Burslem,  Hanley,  Longton, 
Newcastle- under-Lyme,  Stoke-upon- 
Trent,  and  Worcester,  the  Chairman  of 
the  Fenton  Local  Board,  the  Chief 
Bailiff  of  Tunstall,  the  Presidents  of 
the  North  Staffordshire  and  Worcester 
Chambers  of  Commerce,  and  by  three 
manufacturing  firms  in  the  Provinces. 
I  understand  that  no  objection  to  the 
new  building  plan  has  been  addressed 
to  the  Commissioners  by  any  of  the 
Governing  Bodies  of  the  public  institu- 
tions at  present  standing  on  the  estate  ; 
and,  moreover,  that  in  considering  the 
details  of  the  plan  great  care  was  taken 
to  avoid  any  injury  to  the  interests  of 
those  institutions.    The  fact  mentioned 
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operatiri^,  mtbi!T  fr^m  'lim'.'Ut;«4  in  the 

w»y  c.f  CAirying  it  '»«!.  "w  fr'/K  mistm- 

4«r<rtaniliri|r  oa  V>  what  it  meant. 

A  I/jED  '-r  TBE  TKE.\?!  CET  Sir  H. 
Haxwcll,  Wi(ff»D,  :  I  ^'i  not  want  to 
MitM- fnrth«r  inC^i  '.his  Debate;  bat,  as 
Chairman  of  th*  O-^mmitt^  '.n  Friendly 
S<>MHies,  I  wish  d  ^lard  ci;«elf  aj^ainat 
b^ing  tfifiM'lKT^  t'j  afp'i'e  with  all  that 
has  fallfin  from  th«  hon.  Member  for 
Nf>rthamirton,      I   lannot   help   saying 


that  I  thnik  it  wouM  have  been  b«tt«r, 
in  th<t  int«rre«*  of  the  in'juiry  which  has 
b*«n  cwidiicte'l  thfjUffh'.ut  the  present 
f^'inoion,  and  psrt  of  la-st,  if  the  hoD. 
Member's  rtmarhn,  refl>:6-ting,  as  they 
A'l.  mifhi  •erioiisly  up'in  the  Industrial 
Insurance  OonipHnies.had  been  withheld 
until  Ihn  Oommittea  had  decided  on 
their  Iteport,  I  am  far  from  agreeine 
with  all  that  the  hon.  MemKur  has  said! 
Mr.  HHADLAUOn  :  I  \.>w  I  may 
bfl  allowed  t<^ explain  that  I  did  not  wish 
in  any  way  to  <~^jmiuit  my  fellow  Mem- 
hern  of  the  Committee  ti)  my  views. 
Dili  I  will  undertake,  if  the  CTOTemm«nt 
will  ajipriint  a  Statutory  Commission,  to 
[>iif  t1i"tii  in  the  wity  of  proving;  the 
itllxKHtiiiTi'  •*■'  i<'li  T  have  made. 
»Thb  CMANCKLLUR  of  the  EX- 
(;HKmiKIt(Mr.OoHciiEN,  Ht.  George's, 
Ilniiovfir  Hijiiaro] :  The  Qovernment  are 
fully  alive  to  the  groat  importance  of 
th(i  iiuoHtion  whiuh  the  hon.  Member 
fnr  Northampton  has  put  before  us. 
Thnio  is  nii  topic  mote  deserving  of  con- 
sidiiratiiin  thmi  the  question  of  securi^ 
fur  the  naviuKS  of  the  people,  and  it  is 
a  matter  in  which  the  Government  has 
tilwayH  taken  deep  interest.  But  the 
lIiiiiNB  ou(tht  to  suspend  its  judgment 
with  mgard  to  any  particular  cases,  and 
might  not  hastily  to  accept  the  idea  that 
thosn  Industrial  Insurance  Companiea 
Kro  generally  in  an  u  a*  tot;  ooodl- 
Mr.  BrudlMff 


Qnestion  pat,  and  agreed  to^ 
ORDERS    OF   TBS  It  A  T. 

LIGHT  RAILWAYS  iIRELASID) 
(GEAST.  ^.J. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

'In  the  Committee  ) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  prapoaad, 

"  That  it  is  expedient  to  maks  a  fna  gnat 

□ot  exceeding  the    nun    of  £600,000,   cr  aa 


Light  RailwSTS  in  Ireland; 
Trmmrr  to  ^re  a  gaarantee,  not  iiiusslmg 
the  mm  of  £20,000  par  anniua,  an  the  e^ltal 
of  sDch  Light  Railways,  and  to  make  an  inse- 
diate  paymmt  of  any  gaanntsa  for  which  tbsj 
wonld  b«  snbteqoenUj  liable :  and  to  aathoriss 
the  payment  ot  the  eipenaei  ot  wolkiiig  aay 
line  so  far  as  the;  an  not  paid  oot  en  ttw 

Mb.  storey  (Sunderland] :  I  JM 
it  my  dnty  to  resist  this  proposal  and  to 
divide  against  it.  The  Committee  will 
perhaps  note  that  the  proposal  is  that 
£600  of  public  money  is  to  be  darotad 
to  railways  in  Ireland.  I  ahoald  like 
to  point  out  that  this  money  is  aoC 
allocated  to  any  niecifie  railway.  No 
plans  are  placed  before  us.  Ws  aie 
not  even  informed  in  what  part  <A  tha 
country  the  railways  are  to  be  made. 
Id  fact,  the  proposal  is  an  abaolnlelj 
speculative  proposal.  The  Houm  n 
Commons  is  asked  to  hand  over  £000,000 
of  the  public  money,  as  a  pft,  to  be 
placed  under  the  control  of  the  Lodl 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  and  this  moa^f 
is  to  be  spent  by  the  Lord  T 
and  the  Board  of  Works  with  the 
sent  of  the  Treasury,  how  they  like, 
where  they  like,  and  when  they  like. 
Well,  Sir,  I  rabmit  tiut  this  is,  to  befpa 
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Trith,    an     absolutely     unconstitutional 

goposal.  The  ancient  practice  of  thn 
ouse  of  Commons  has  certaiolj  been 
to  spend  money.  Some  of  us  think  that 
that  has  been  too  much  the  practice,  and 
from  of  old  the  desire  of  all  consti- 
tutional ministries — and  if  not  of  minis- 
tries certaialj  of  independent  members 
— has  been  to  carefully  scrutinize  all 
expenditure.  I  myself  might  be  in 
favour  of  spending  a  certain  amount  of 
the  public  money  in  making  a  light 
railway  in  Connemara,  but  I  should  not 
be  in  favour  of  making  such  a  line  in 
any  mors  favoured  part  of  Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  gives  us  no  information  about 
his  proposal.  The  GoTsrnment,  in  fact, 
have  no  plane.  If  tbey  bad  any  plans 
it  vould  have  been  their  bounden  duty  to 
place  them  before  us.  Having  no  plans, 
they  ask  us  blindly  and  against  all  prece- 
dent to  devote  £600.000  as  a  gift  to  Ire- 
land for  light  railways.  Granting,  for  thc> 
sake  of  argumeot,  that  it  might  be  worth 
while  to  make  a  gift  of  public  money 
for  the  construction  of  light  railways  in 
Ireland,  befure  the  House  of  Commons 
is  aeked  to  give  this  large  sum  it  ought 
to  have  some  reasonable  knowledge 
where,  how,  and  when  it  is  going  to  be 
spent.  It  is  mainly  on  this  constitu- 
tional ground  that  at  the  preseut  time  I 
rest  my  objection  to  thi^  proposal. 

Sis  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy. 
&c.):  When  I  addressed  the  Committee 
on  this  question,  I  spoke  of  the  Go- 
vernment proposal  as  one  to  give 
£600,000  of  public  money.  I  stand 
corrected  by  the  hon.  Member  fi)rCavan 
(Mr.  Biggar)  and  the  last  speaker.  It 
is  a  great  desl  more  than  £600.000  that 
is  proposed  to  be  given.  The  total  will 
be  moru  like  two  millions  and  a  half 
sterling,  including  the  capitalized  value 
of  the  £20,000  a  year,  and  what  has 
already  been  granted.  Whatsver  the 
sum  be,  however,  I  joia  in  the  protest 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland.  la 
Committee  I  put  down  an  Amendment 
providing  thai  the  House  should  not 
grant  this  money  without  having  aome 
general  indication  of  the  way  in  which 
the  money  was  to  be  spent,  and  I  have 
on  the  Paper  oov  a  notice  whiuh  ei- 
ptesaee  that  view.  I  do  not  desire  that 
the  Government  should  bind  them-  j 
Mlvea  to  the  exact  specification  of  the 
railwa^a  they  wish  to  make,  but 
that  it  ahoold    be   an  inetiuotioa   to 


the  Committee  to  specify  the  directions 
and  districts  in  which  the  railways  ara 
to  be  made.  At  the  Committee  stage 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  did  not  volunteer  an  answer 
to  the  appeals  made  to  him  to  give  us 
information  on  the  point.  His  inteotioa 
seems  to  be  to  go  aoout  with  a  bag  of 
money  in  his  hand  and  to  give  it  to 
whom  he  likes  and  withdraw  it  from 
whom  he  likes.  The  fact  is,  the  Go- 
veroment  know  that  if  they  stated  their 
intentions  every  Member  for  Ireland 
whose  constituents  did  not  get  any  of 
the  money  would  vote  against  them.  I 
do  not  deny  that  the  Government  are, 
under  these  circumstauces.  wise  in  their 
I  generation  in  withholding  this  informa- 
I  tion.  I  wish  to  ask  an  important  ques- 
tion, which  I  think  has  not  yet  been 
answered.  If  this  Resolution  is  passed 
how  is  the  money  to  be  provided  F  Ara 
the  Government  going  to  put  it  on  the 
Enimatea,  or  is  it  to  be  raised  by  means 
of  loans  ? 

Mr.  C083HAM  (Bristol):  I  think 
there  is  one  advaotage  iQ  the  bringing 
forward  of  this  pioposition.  Many  of  my 
hon.  Friends  around  me  were  under  the 
impression  that  somehow  these  light 
railways  were  going  to  be  made  with- 
out taxing  the  British  taxpayer  at  all. 
I  think  tbia  proposal  will  open  their 
eyes,  and  give  them  a  rude  awakening. 
We  are  asked  to  vote  this  money 
blindfold.  I  refuse  to  do  it.  We  are 
asked  to  vote  this  money,  partly,  I 
believe,  for  corrupt  purposes.  I 
refuse  to  do  that.  We  are  asked  to 
loosen  the  purse  strings  in  order 
to  demoralize  Ireland,  and  I  object  to 
do  that. 

Ma.  CaiLDEES  (Edinburgh) :  The 
proper  time  for  discudsing  this  question 
in  detail  will  be  in  Committee  on  the 
Bill,  but  I  think  we  ought  to  know  what 
irill  be  the  exact  effect  of  this  particular 
Resolution.  As  it  is  worded  it  is  very 
difficult  to  understand.  As  far  as  I  oan 
understand,  the  first  part  of  theBesolu- 
tion  authorizes  a  free  gift  not  exceeding 
£600,000  for  Irish  light  railways,  and 
ihe  second  part  authorizes  a  guarantee, 
irrespective  of  that,  amounting  to 
£20,000  a  year,  whiuh  would  equal  a 
capital  sum  of  £800,000.  These  two 
sums  together  would  therefore  come  to 
^t,200.  Buttbere  is  more  than  that. 
The  resolution  also  authorizes  the  pay- 
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responeible  tor  the  working  of  way  line 
whatever. 

Mr.  OHILDEKS  :  If  that  is  the  ex- 
planation of  the  OoTarDment  the  Beao- 
tution  ia  all  wrong.  It  roall;  onRht  to 
be  altered,  because,  aa  now  woraed,  it 
uommltB  the  House  to  £1,200,000, 
beaidee  the  deficiency  in  working  ex- 
pen  ses,  which  I  have  estimated  at 
£300,000. 

*Mk.  GOSCHEN:  Saraly  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  does  not  think  there  is 
any  intention  that  the  varioos  ftltama* 
tives  given  in  the  Beaolutions  should 
be  added  together. 

Mr.  OHILDEES :  They  are  not 
alternatives,  that  is  the  point. 

*Mii.  GOSOHEN:  This  Beaolntion 
will  cover  the  various  parts  of  the  Bill, 
but  it  may  be  passed  by  the  House 
without  giving  the  Government  aathor^ 
to  incur  any  expenditure  not  authorized 
by  the  Bill,  and  the  Bill  is  distinct  oo 
the  point.  This  is  one  of  tha  best 
forma   of  the    House    to   dnw 


ment  of  the  expenses  of  working  any 
line,  eo  far  as  they  are  not  paid  out  of 
the  receipts.  Now,  the  raiion  d'itre  of 
this  proposal  is  that  the  promoters  of 
schemes  of  this  kind  have  hitherto 
found  that  they  will  not  produce  their 
working  ezpenees.  I  therefore  wish  to 
know  from  the  ClmncelLir  of  the  Ex- 
chequer— because  the  matter  is  purely 
a  Treasury  one — whether  I  am  right  in 
saying  that  this  ^Resolution  contains  a 
proposal  for  £600,000  as  a  free  gift,  for 
what  may  be  another  £  BO  I),  000  in 
respect  of  guarantee,  and  £-100,000  in 
respect  of  these  railways  not  paying 
their  working  expenses.  Will  this 
Besoliition  practically  amount,  in  other 
words,  to  authorizing  the  Treasury  to 
spendsomethiDgliku£1,a00,000  in  con- 
nection with  these  light  railways  ? 
*TuE  CHIEF  SECRETARY  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub, 
Manchester,  E. ):  Though  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  appeal  was  made 
directly  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer I  think,  perhaps,  I  can  satisfy  i  Resolutions  wider  than  the  provisions 
'  1  regard  to  the  financial  part  oE    of  the  Bill  in  order  to  c-over  the  various 


the  achenie,  as  to  which  he  has,  Ithink, 
fallen  into  one  or  two  serious  errors. 
There  are  not  two  sums  of  £600.000. 
but  only  one  such  sum.  That  sum  of 
£600,000  may  be  used  for  the  con- 
struction of  the  railways  in   one   of  two  j 


shapes 


eitbei 


L  capital  ! 


natives   vrhich  the    Bill  may    ulti- 
mately embody. 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  I  would  snggeat 
that  the  Government  should  report  pro- 
gress, and  between  now  and  Thuruay 
ihouId,incoujuDctioD  with  the  Treasury, 


given  as  a  free  gift,  or  as  guaran- 
teed interest,  the  capitalisation  of  which 
would  amount  to  £fOO,000. 


>  be  j  again  look  at  the  Kesolution  and  bring 


per  shape. 

JACKSON:  I   think  the  right 

hon.  Gentleman  has  taken  exception  to 


words,  the  Government  offer  this  grant  the  Resolution  in  a  manner  whidi  is  un- 
of  £600.000  in  two  alternate  shapes.  I  necessary,  The  Resolution  has  been 
They  say — "We  may  give  it  if  eon- |  prepared,  I  believe,  in  the  usual  way, 
venient  as  a  free  gift,  or  we  may  give  it  '  and  it  seems  to  me  that  if  it  had  bem 
if  convenient  as  guaranteed  interest."  |  prepared  inanyother  way  it  would  have 
The  clause  as  to  the  working  expenses  !  been  iasufhcient  for  its  purpose.  Ae  has 
I  inserted  by  the  Treasury  to  guard  I  been  explained,  the  proposal  is  to  p' 


themselves.     Under  the  Bill'  tho"li[ 
will  in  certain  circumstances  come  into 
the  possRHsiou  of  the  Treasury,   and   if 
the  Treasury  has  no  power  to  «iirk  them 
at  all  they  will  be  obligeJ  to  dispose  of 
them   at  once,  and  to  take  any  price 
offered  at  the  moment.     The  Treasury 
think  that  in  order  to  protect  tbeir  in- 
terests, should  a  line  lapse  to  them,  they 
must  have  such  power 
them  to  work  the  lino  foi 
will  give  them  the  opportunity  of  dii 
posing  of  the  lin*!  on  th«  best  possibli 


plac 

at  disposal  the  sum  of  £600,000.     That 

sum  might  be  used  in  either  of  two  ways 

— either  it  might  be  given  as  a  oapital 

sii[n  by  way  of  free  gift,  or  it  might  ba 

given  as  a  guarantee  not  ezceediug  the 

sum  calculated  at  'i  per  cent.     But  if  it 

ia  used  in  one  way  it  cannot  be  used  in 

the  other,  and  that  ia  clearly  laid  down 

in  the  Bill.     With    regard  to  the  tbrm 

ble  I  of  the  Resolution,  it  appears  to  be  naoea- 

period  which  '  sary   that  the  House  should  authoriaa 

~      '        the   grant  of   a    sum    to  tha    extent  flf 

£600,000,  and  it  ia  also  neoeatary  that 


terms  to  themseNes;    but  there  is  no    the  Houseshouldgive  the  powerto 
intention    of  making   tlie  \  cise  to  the   full  extent  die  gi?f 
t  for  any  lengthened  period    guarantee  to  that  amoaiit, 
jLV.  fhihlrt 
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the  power  may  be  exercised  eitber  id  tbe 
one  wa;  or  the  other. 

Mb.  S,  BUXTON  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Poplar)  :  It  is  unfortunate  that  there 
ebould  be  any  m  t  sunders  tan  din;;^.  It  i^ 
clear  from  the  Bill  that  it  ie  not  intended 
that  the  whole  sum  should  exceed 
£600,000,  whether  given  ae  a  capital 
sum  or  as  interest.  I  eo  far  agree  with 
the  bon.  Member  for  Sunderland  that  I 
think  the  Qovernment  should  state  that 
they  intend  to  specify  certain  districts 
as  the  most  deserving  districts  within 
which  the  railways  should  be  made.  I 
have  already,  on  the  Second  Beading, 
expressed  a  etronf^  hope  that  the  BilE 
will  become  law  this  Session.  I  belJevE- 
it  will  be  a  great  advantage  to  Ireland, 
but  I  think  precautions  ought  to  be 
takeu  in  order  to  prevent  the  money 
being  snapped  up  by  the  richer  parts  of 
the  country.  The  richer  districts  can 
look  after  themselves,  and  this  Bill  it 
intended  to  assist  railways  where  other- 
wise, in  the  natural  course  of  things, 
they  would  not  be  made. 

The  Committee  divided:— Ayes  230  ! 
Noes  76.— (Div.  List,  No,  243.) 

Resolved.  "  That  it  ia  expedient  to  make  n  free 
gnut,  DOt  uiceediog  tho  Bum  of  £600.000,  or 
an  annu&l  p&yment,  out  of  moneys  10  be  pro- 
vided by  ParliftmeDt,  in  aid  of  the  construction 
of  Light  Kailwaje  in  Ireland  :  to  iLutborize  the 
TreitBury  to  give  a  guarantee,  not  exceeding 
the  sum  of  £'20,000  per  annum,  on  the  capital 
of  such  Light  itailnayB.  and  to  make  an  imme- 
diute  paymeat  of  any  guarantee  for  which  they 
would  be  Bubgequently  liable  ;  and  to  authorize 
the  payment  of  tho  eipenaea  of  working  any 
line  80  far  as  they  are  not  paid  out  of  the 
receipts." 

Eesolution  to  be  reported  to-morrow. 

LOCAL  GOVEKNIIEXT  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.     (No.  334.) 

Order  for  further  consideration  of 
Bill  as  amended,  read, 

Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  (Berwiok- 
ehire)  moved  the  omission  o[  Clause  '19. 
containing  special  provisions  as  to  Ser- 
vice Franchise  occupiers.  The  ri^ht  hon. 
Qentleoian  said  :  The  clause  as  it  stands 
would  have  the  efi'ect  of  enabling  the 
employer  of  any  person  otherwise 
entitled  to  the  Service  Franchise  to  dis- 
qualify such  person  by  omitting  to  com- 
ply with  these  provisions.  I  think  that 
this  is  a  mistake,  and  I  would  ask  the 
Oovemment,  even  at  this  late  stage,  to 
give  wi^  on   this  small  point.     The 
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Government  say  that  it  is  a  very  small 
inconvenience  which  the  clause  imposes 
upon  the  voter,  and  that  being  so  is  a 
reason  why  it  should  be  omitted  alto- 
gether. I  trust  that  the  Lord  Advooats 
will  consent  to  omit  the  clause,  and 
thereby  make  this  conoeasion  to  the 
Service  Froncbiee  boldera  bb  complete 
as  possible. 

Amendment  proposed  in  page  2t, 
line  37,  to  leave  out  Clause  29.— (tfr. 
Slarjoribmkt.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  Clause  29 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Thk  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J. 
P.  B.  BoBBBTsoN,  Bute) :  I  think  the 
clause  is  necessary,  in  order  to  secure 
that  the  persons  upon  whom  the  Service 
Franchise  is  conferred  should  have  an 
interest  in  local  economy. 
*Mr.  .  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
(Stirling  Burghs) :  I  look  upon  the 
clause  as  being  invidious  and  incon- 
venient,  but  the  subject  has  been  fully 
discussed  in  Committee,  and  it  is  there- 
fore undesirable  to  spend  any  more  time 
re-dtscussing  it  now.  I  think,  however, 
that  my  bon.  Friend  will  be  justitied  in 
taking  a  Division. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayea  194  > 
Noes  133.— (Div.  List,  No.  2M.) 

Mb.  CALDWELL  (Glaa^w,  St. 
Bollox) :  In  rising  to  move  this  Amend- 
ment I  ought  to  explain  the  nature  of 
it.  According  to  the  Bill  the  Hetuming 
Officer  is  t6  be  appoiuted  by  the  County 
Councils  ;  but  in  the  event  of  his  dying 
or  becoming  otherwise  disqualified, 
then,  under  the  Bill,  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  is  to  appoint  somebody  to  act 
in  his  place.  Now  it  must  be  obvious 
that  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  is  by  no 
means  a  proper  person  in  whom  such  an 
appointment  should  be  vested.  Take 
the  case  of  a  count;  in  the  North  of 
Scotland,  at  a  great  distance  from  Lon- 
don. Suppose  the  Be  turning  Officer 
ere  to  die  on  the  day  of  election,  or 
ippose  that  he  became  suddenly  in- 
[^pacitated  through  an  accident  happen- 
ng,  what  would  be  the  result?  Ac- 
iording  to  the  Bill  you  would  have  to 
lend  to  London  to  get  the  consent  of 
Lhe  Secretary  for  Scotland  for  the  pur- 
pose of  appointing  a  successor,  and 
before  you  could  possibly  get  that  con- 
Jient  the  election  would  be  all  over,  and 
much  confusion  would  have  been  caused . 
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Now  it  IB  clear  that  appointmentB  of  there  is  no  reason  why  appointments  of 
this  kind  could  be  more  eaatly  made  in  { thin  kind  should  be  delegated  to  London, 
the  county.  As  the  original  appoint- 
ment ie  to  be  made  by  the  Connty 
Council,  surely  that  is  the  proper  autho- 
rity for  making  subsequent  appoint- 
ments, and  it  would  be  far  leas  mcou- 
Teuient  to  leave  such  appointnienta  with 
the  County  Council  tbao  to  make  it 
necfssary  to  communicate  with  the 
Secretdry  for  Scotland,  who  might  pos- 
sibly be  in  London  at  the  time.  The 
Sheriff  is  a  public  ofGcial,  and  is 
gen-rally  resident  in  a  county  town. 
He  would  be  accessible  at  any  time,  no 
matter  how  short  the  notice  might  be. 
He  could  be  consulted  at  once  by  the 
County  Council  in  regard  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  successor  to  the  Beturning 
Officer,  and  the  wholi  "  " 

arranged  in  the  court 
hours  instead  of  its  being  necessary  to 
send   to  Londun,  and  to  spend  two  or 

three  days  m  communicating  w>th  the    duty,  is  that  it  ie  very  dosirablo  to  har* 
1.  Itmustbeobv.ous    Q^g  Qeatral  Authority  in  aU  burghaand 
counties,    entirely   removed    from  oon- 
siderations  of  local  character. 


be  far  more  convenientlf 
maae  in  tne  county  town  whero  th» 
Sheriff  resides  and  where  he  oan,  ia 
conjunction  with  the  Local  Aathori^, 
select  a  suitable  man  on  the  spot.  I 
therefore  beg  to  moTe  the  Amendment 
which  Btanda  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  23^ 
line  4,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  Seore- 
tary  for  Scotland,"  and  insert  the  word 
"Sheriff."— (Jfr.  Caldtetll.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
■  Secretary  for  Scotland '  stand  part  of 
the  Bill." 

Mb.  J.  F.  B.  BOBEBTSON :  This  i» 
to   tne  Jieturmng    ^  ^^^^^^  ^j  ^^^^  ^^^^     ^^   j 

'  ™*""  •^""''j^  '•^    think  I  shaU  meet  the  general  sense  of 

\:_}_ i_    the  House  if  I  diacuBB  it  at  proportionate 

length.     The  reason  why  the  Secretair 
fur  Scotlaud  has  been  selected  for  thi» 


Secretary  for  Scotland.  It  must  be  obvious 


.b. 


Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment    proposed,    in  page  84, 
liue  21,    after    the    word    "election, 

t  the  words  '' ' 
[Tha  Lord  AdvoeaU.) 


m  a  oouuty." 


"That  those  «otd» 


_^  Sir  OEuBQB  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
'  BeturniuK  ^'^'^y)  ■  ^  hope  that  this  Amendment 
'  -•      •  is     intended     to    meet     the     ot:!Jeoti<ni 

which   I   have  already    raised.      It  it 

to    the    same    effect    as    the    one   I 


that  matters  of  this  kind  < 
easily  managed  in  the  county  thai 
reference  to  London,  and  I  cannot  u 
stand  on  what  ground  the  Government 
insist  on  sending  everything  to  London 
'to  be  decided  on,  instead  of  allowing 
these  matters  to  be  settled  in  the  locali- 
ties most  interested.  It  may  be  said  by 
the  Lord  Advocate  that  it  is  open  to  the 
fieturning  Ofiicer  to  appoint  his  deputy  ; 
but  we  all  know  that  the  powers  of  a 
deputy  expire  with  the  expiration  of  the 
powers  of  his  principal,  and, 
event  of  the  death  of  i  ~ 
Officer,  I  venture  to  say  that  the  deputy 
would  cease  to  hold  any  power  t 
This  is  a  matter  of  considerable  import- 
ance locally,  and  I  repeat  that  by  insist-  P"'  on  the  Paper,  although  I  most 
ing  on  the  clause  as  it  stands,  the  risk  »«?  ^  «'"'"'**  ?'«*«'  *^«  wording  ot 
wUl  be  run  of  rendering  electioua  my  own  Amendment,  as  being  mon 
nugatory  in  certain  instances.  Even  if  "i««l]»g''>'e  to  the  ordinary  pubLo.  I 
the  appointment  is  to  be  made  by  the  ^""*<^  suggest  that  there  is  some 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  it  is  well  to  re-  ""'*•  obscurity  in  the  use  here  of  th» 
member  that  that  official  will  have  to    ""'^  "county." 

consult  the  views  of  the  Local  Authority  Mh.  J.  P.  B.  B0BEBT80N  :  M^ 
as  to  whom  he  will  appoint.  But  fur  ^  point  out  to  the  hon.  Baronet  that  tM 
the  difficulty  of  summoning  a  meeting  word  "  county  "  which  is  used  in  tint 
of  the  County  Council,  there  would  be  Amendment  is  one  of  the  five  vvd* 
no  reason  why,  in  the  event  of  the  die-  explained  in  the  ilednition  clause.  ICj 
qualification  of  the  Returning  Officer,  's  a  county  as  dialing uiahed  from 
the  County  Council  should  not  have  the    burgh. 

power  of  electing  his  successor  without        Sia  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  :  But  tl 
appeal  to  the  Sheriff  or  to  the  Secretary    County  Councils  are  composed  partly  d 
for    Scotland.      There    is,    however,  a    Councillors  from  counties,  and  pi    "' 
difficulty  in  adopting  that  course;  but    Councillors  from    contributory   I 
Mr.  CaldKtll 
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Ills 


I  will  not,  however,  press  any  objection 
to  the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CALDWELL:  My  reason  for 
proposing  the  next  Amendment  is  that 
It  would  be  more  convenient  to  leave 
out  the  words  **  elected  by  a  burgh," 
and  insert  the  words  <*  elected  under 
Section  8  of  the  Act."  It  would  prove 
convenient,  for  instance,  in  case  we 
proposed  to  extend  Section  8  to  the  case 
of  police  burghs. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  24, 
line  25,  to  leave  out  the  words  *'  by  a 
burgh,"  and  insert  the  words  *<  under 
Section  8  of  this  Act."— (J/r.  Caldwell.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
•  by  a  burgh  '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  EOBERTSON  :  I  think 
it  would  be  more  convenient  to  accept 
the  Amendment  which  appears  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Forfar- 
shire. It  is  quite  obvious  Clause  33 
ought  to  form  a  complete  code  in 
itself. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  a.  ELLIOT  (Roxburgh) :  I  will, 
in  the  absence  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Forfarshire,  move  the  Amendment  stand- 
ing in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  24, 
line  26,  after  the  word  "council,"  to 
insert  the  words 

**  and  being  a  councillor  elected  by  a  burgh 
the  vacancy  shall  be  tilled  up  by  the  town 
council."— (J/r.  A.  Elliot.) 

Question,  '^That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  :  This  next  ques- 
tion  raises  a  most  important  matter.  It 
is  the  first  line  on  which  arises  the  point 
as  to  who  are  to  be  the  ex  officio  members 
of  the  Council,  and  it  is  therefore 
necessary  that  we  should  challenge  the 
matter  at  this  stage.  The  point  is, 
shall  there  be  ex  officio  members  on  the 
County  Councils  ?  I  think  all  experi- 
ence shows  that  the  County  Councils 
should  be  allowed  to  act  upon  their  own 
responsibility,  and  manage  their  own 
affairs  from  the  very  commencement. 
The  argument  of  the  Government  is  that 
there  ought  to  be  continuity  of  policy. 
But  this  argument  acts  two  ways  in  con- 
neotion  with  the  present  queetion.  The 
affairs  of  the  ooantiy  hare  hitherto  been 


very  well  managed  by  the  Commissioners- 
of  Supply,  and  in  that  regard  it  is  said 
to  be  desirable  that  there  should  be  a 
continuity  of  policy.    But  we  are  also- 
taking  the  management  of  matters  con- 
nected with  public  health  from  the  con- 
trol of  the  Local  Authority,  because  those- 
matters  have  been  badly  managed,  and^ 
how,  then,  does  the  argument  stand  that 
there   should   be  in  that  continuity  of 
policy  ?    It  appears  to  me  that  what  is 
sought  to  be  secured  is  not  so  muck 
continuity     of     policy     as    to    retain 
in   the    hands    of   landed    proprietors- 
the  powers  which  they  have  hitherto- 
exercised.  You  make  a  show  under  this- 
Bill  of  conceding  popular  representative 
Government,  but  you  affix  conditions- 
which  will  secure  to  the  lauded  interest 
a  certain  amount  of  representation  on 
the  County  Councils,  with  the  object,  as 
you   say,    of  ensuring  a  continuity  of 
policy.     Now  we  object  to  that.     Take 
for  instance  the  case  of  the  Education 
Act.     When  the  Education  Act  came- 
into  operation,  it   was  controlled   to  a 
large  extent  under  the  parobhial  system 
by  the  ministers  and  elders  of  the  parish^ 
but   when   you   introduced  the  School 
Board,   you   gut  no    such  thing    as  a 
continuity  of  policy.     You  simply  called 
the  School  Board  into  existence  for  the 
first  time  ;  you  made  it  a  Board  purely 
elected  by  the  ratepayers,  and  you  did 
not  place  upon  it  one   single  ex  officio 
representative  of  the    old    educational 
authority.     That  was  in  accordance  with 
the  spirit  of  Scotch   legislation.      The- 
Education  Act  of  1872  was   brought  in 
by  a  Liberal  Government  and  was  based 
upou  Liberal  lines ;  and  that  was  the 
reason  why  you  allowedthe  people  to  elect 
their  own  representatives,  and  why  you 
allowed  those  representatives  to  begin 
their  work  ah  initio  without  influence  or 
control     from     the     old     educational 
authority.     Then,  again,  take  the  case 
of  this  House.     It  is  probably  very  im- 
portant that  in  the  case  of  this  House 
you  bhould  have  continuity  of  policy, 
but  whatever  may  be  your  views  about 
that,  you  never  think,  when  you   are 
summuuing  a  new  Parliament,  of  call- 
ing a  number   of  ex  officio  Members  of 
the    old    Parliament    with    a   view   to 
securing  continuity  of  policy.     Such  a 
principle  is  utterly  repugnant  to  any- 
thing iu  the  nature  of  popular  repre- 
sentation. But  it  does  not  follow  because 
you  do  not  appoint  ex  officio  Members 
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thni,  ihwrhtortit  there  in  no  continuitv  of  |  been  madelibeiml  in  many 

K/licy,  >\  I  though  there  are  no  ex  oJRew  -  but  the  fact  ia  not  doe  to  ftlio  action  of 
'*smU*9rn  in  thiH  Tlouse  we  know  very  -  those  who  drew  the  Bill,  bat  to  the 
well  that  the  more  prominent  Members  '  attitude  of  those  on  the  OfipoaitioA 
of  the  old  Parliament  are  invariably  :  Benches,  who  have  biooght  in  liberal 
ele'.'ted  Ut  the  new  Parliament.  The  j  AmendmentB.  The  Gksfvenunent  are  to 
name  thirj(^  will  occur  in  regard  to  the  '  blind,  that  though  tfaej  know  that  a 
<;oMnty  e]e/:tion8.  The  men  who  have  '  policy  of  the  kind  embodied  in  tluB 
hithert^i  taken  an  active  part  in  the  '  clause  is  utterly  at  vaiianee  with  the 
management  of  the  county  business  are  !  feelings  of  the  majority  of  the  people 
suretoW;ome  Members  of  the  new  Coun-  !  ofScotlandj  they  insist  in  introdmangin 
ciU  without  there  being  any  necessity  of  !  the  Councils  the  ix  afieio  element.  £z- 
appointing  them  ex  officio  Members,  perience  shows  that  people  will  not 
The  result  is  that  you  can  attain  the  '  look  at  the  advantages  of  a  Bill  ao  much 
object  which  you  have  iu  view  without  |  as  they  will  look  at  the  diaadTantagei 
allowing  these  men  to  be  appointed  as  of  it.  In  polinos  people  do  not  oon- 
Cr;unty  Councillors  to  go  through  the  '  sider  what  is  given  to  them  eo  miieh 
o<liouH  process  of  selection  which  this  Bill !  as  what  is  withheld  from  them.  What 
establishes.     There  is  no  reason  whv  all  •  have  the  Qovemment  done  in  reapect  to 


gentlemen  who  are  to  become  Members 
of  the  first  County  Council  should  not 
undergo  the  process  of  election  and  re- 
ceive the  mandate  of  their  constituencies. 
The  majority  of  the  people  of  Scotland 
are  undoubtedly  Liberal  in  politics,  and 
they  can  perfectly  understand  the  differ- 
ence between  Liberalism  and  Conserva- 
tism. In  Scotland  Liberalism  means 
trust  in  the  people  and  the  representa- 
tives of  the  people,  while  Conservatism 
means  want  of  trust  in  the  people  and 
the  giving  of  certain  privileges  to  certain 
classes  of  the  cooimunity.  The  Educa- 
tion Act  was  passed  by  the  Liberal 
Government.  In  that  Act  the  Govern- 
ment gave  the  control  of  education  to 
the  representatives  of  the  people,  free 
and  untrammelled,  but  in  this  instance 
the  Conservative  Government  do  not 
propose  to  entrust  the  chosen  of  the 
people  the  management  of  the  people's 
affairs  free  and  unrestrained.  You  x)ro- 
poso  to  put  upon  the  new  Council  certain 
men  who  are  notoriously  Conservative. 
Instead  of  making  an  endeavour  to  treat 
the  business  of  JScotland  in  a  way  which 
is  in  accordance  with  the  wishes  of  the 
people  of  Scotland,  you  insist  upon 
.filling  this  Bill  with  your  Ccmsorvative 
notions.  It  is  bocauso  of  many  acts  of 
this  kind  that  (/(msnrvatisni  never  can 
make  progress  in  Sciotland.  Proceed- 
ings such  as  the  (Jovornment  have 
resorted  to  in  thn  cas«»  of  this  Hill  carry 
conviction  to  the  minds  of  the  Scottish 


education?    They  have  oonoeded  free 
education — 

«Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order!  Order! 
The  hon.  Gentleman  is  entering  into 
matters  which  do  not  appertain  to  the 
subject  now  before  the  Honse. 

Mr.  CALDWELL:  I  accept  your 
ruling  at  once,  Sir,  and  will  now 
move  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  S6, 
line  7,  to  leave  out  Sub-seotum  (4)  of 
Clause  37.     (  'r.  Caldw$U.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  The  Chairman  of  the  County  Boad 
Trustees '  stand  part  of  the  BilL" 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness):  I  hofM 
the  Lord  Advocate  will  accept  this 
Amendment  in  order  that  we  may 
come  to  Section  107,  when  the  whots 
question  can  be  considered.  After 
all,  this  is  one  of  the  transitoiy 
provisions,  and '  it  ought  surely  to  be 
amongst  the  rest  of  such  provisions, 
instead  of  amongst  the  temporary  ones. 
I  do  not  want  to  discuss  the  matter  now 
and  again  upon  Section  107,  but  we 
may  probably  have  a  Division  on  fhis 
principle,  because  it  will  be  a  wmj 
serious  matter  to  the  smaller  counties 
to  have  four  or  five  nominated  membeit 
to  possiblv  only  20  elected  Members. 
♦Mb.  D.CRAWFOED(Lanark.N.R.)t 
A  word  with  reference  to  the  manner 
iu  which  this  Amendment  has  been 
argued.  The  arguments  addnoed  by 
peoplo  far  more  (]ui('kly  than  any  amount  I  the  hon.  Member  for  the  St»  BoUos 
of  argumont  conct^riiiug  Liberal  and  j  Division  had  absolutely  no  bearing 
Conservativo  ])nn('iples.  The  Govern-  on  the  Amendment.  If  this  sub-^eotion 
ment  have  cortainly  made  this  Hill  in  a  \  were  struck  out  of  the  clause  it  would 
groat   lunaHurn  a  Liboral  Hill.     It  has    not    prevent    ttie    Government 
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liebing  tx  oJHeia  members  whsa 
«ome  to  Section  107.  On  the  other 
band  if  thie  aub-section  remaiDs  in  the 
Bill,  it  will  not  prevent  ub  moving  that 
there  ohall  be  no  rx  opcio  members 
irfaeQ  we  come  to  Section  107.  There 
is  a  good  deal  in  the  suf^gestion  made 
b;  the  bon.  Member  for  Caithness, 
namely,  that  this  is  in  reality  a  transi- 
tory proTision,  and  thai,  therefore.  It  is 
hardly  in  its  riijht  place  in  the  Bill. 
But  I  most  respeotfully  enter  my  pro 
teet,  coneidering  that  we  are  anxious  tcj 
get  this  Bill  tbroogh,  againat  Amend- 
ments being  argued  at  prodigious 
length,  with  prodigious  prolixity  and 
TerboBity,  and  upon  grounde  which  art 
totally  irrelevant  to  the  Amendmentfl. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
•Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.)  t 
Before  we  leave  this  clause  I  desire  to 
•call  attention  to  a  'matter  of  some  im- 
portance. There  is  no  schedule  relating 
to  County  Cnuncil  elections,  while  the 
Lord  Advocate  knows  that  the  schedule 
relating  to  Town  Council  elections  faas 
been  very  unsatisfactory.  I  merely  call 
the  attention  of  the  Lord  Advocate  to 
the  matter  in  the  hope  that  he  will 
«oneider  it  in  a  later  stage  of  the  Bill. 
On  the  Motion  of  The  Loan  Adto- 
CATS  the  following  Amendmenta  were 
made:— ClaiiBe  37,  page  26,  line  8. 
before  "aeolion."  insert  " one  hundred 
and  seventh;"  tina  \2,  after  "named," 
insert  the  fuUowing  sub-section  :  — 

"(o.)  Sub-»ection  five  of  eectiou  eighty- 
nine  ot  'The  Roads  and  Bridge*  [Scot- 
land J  Act,  1878,'  sbuU  not  apply  to  any 
of  the  purpo»ee  of  this  Aol,  except  the 
parposeaof  the  last- mentioned  Act ;" 
Liue  22,  leave  out  "  the  Acta  of  1S89," 
and  insert  "this  Act;"  Clause  38,  page 

26,  line  26,  leave  out  "  the  said  Acta," 
and  insert  "  this  Act ;"  Clause  89,  page 

27,  line  33,  before  "of,"  insert  "one 
hundred  and  seventh  ;"  Clause  41,  page 

28,  line  7.  leave  out  ■'  for  police  purposes 
fixed  or  ascertained,"  and  insert  ■'  fixed 
or  ascertaiued  for  police  puriKises  j" 
Clause  42,  page  28,  line  17,  leave  out 
I'and  burghs;"  Line  22,  after  "and," 
insert — 

"(b.)  The  bouodatiea  of  burghs  for  the 
purpoaea  of  thia  Act  ehntl  be  held  to  be 
thii  bo uo dan ee  thereof  as  the  ssme  sreor 
may  be  ascertained,  fixed,  or  determined 
for  police  purpoaea  under  the  proviaiona 
contained  to  any  general  or  local  Act  ot 
Parliament,  or  when  no  police  ruamn 
ment  is  levied  as  the  same  are  or  may  be 
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ascertained,  fixed,  or  determinsd  lor 
mnoicipal  purpoaea ;  provided,  that  polios 
borglu  shall  not  in  any  caae  be  deemed 
to  b«  boTghs  for  the  purpoaea  of  this 
Act,  except  for  the  purposea  of,  and  sub- 
ject to,  the  proTiBioaa  of  'The  Roads 
uul  Bridges  (Scotland]  Act,  18TS  :" 

Clause  43,  page  28,  lines  33  and  34, 
leave  out  "  or  parishes  ;"  line  34,  after 
"  oounties,"  insert  "or  parisbee." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  28, 
line  35,  after  the  word  "say,"  to  in- 
sert the  words— 

''James  Arthur  Crichton,  Eaqnire,  Sheriff  of 
the  Lothiana,  the  Honourable  Thomas  Henry 
Felham,  and  Colonel  Edward  Donald  Malcolm, 
C.B.,  Boyal  Engiueera  {of  whom  the  first- 
named   ah^  be   chainnan)."— (TAa  Lord  4d- 

"  That  those  words 


Me,  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.):  I 
really  think  the  boo.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate  should  offer  some  ex- 
planation with  regard  to  the  names  he 
proposes.  One  of  the  names — Pelham 
— does  not  appear  to  me  to  hare  ft 
Scotch  sound,  and  I  do  not  know  why 
Colonel  Malcolm  should  be  one  of  the 
Commiasioners  unless  it  is  that  he 
occupies  a  high  place  in  the  Primrose 
League. 

Me.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  Th« 
three  names  are  tolerably  veil  known 
in  Scotland,  and  I  do  not  think  that  to 
the  aggregate  composition  of  the  Com- 
mission, so  far  as  politics  are  concerned, 
Gentlemen  opposite  fan  take  much  ez- 
leption.  So  far  as  Colonel  Malcolm  ia 
imncemed  I  have  no  doubt  he 
(shares  the  political  opinion  a  of  hifl 
family. and  is  a  Conservative.  He  is  a 
distinguished  engineer  officer,  and  has 
been  eelected  upon  the  ground  that  in 
ibe  definition  of  boundaries  it  is  desir- 
rtble  to  have  the  benefit  of  his  experience. 
Sheriff  Ctichton  is  an  experienced  man 
<\f  bu!>inesB  as  well  as  a  sound  practical 
lawyer,  and  his  politics  are  not  those  ot 
ibis  side  of  the  House.  Mr.  Pelham 
lias  acted  as  a  Boundary  Commissioner 
upon  two  occasions,  and  has  proved  a 
most  capable  and  valuable  public  ser^ 
vant  in  that  regard.  His  politics,  I 
understand,  are  not  those  of  the  Oo- 
verument.  The  Government  has  beea 
anxious  to  equip  such  a  Commission  aa 
will  be  a  working  Commission,  repre* 
seating  an  adequacy  of  legal  knowledge, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  experienced  in 
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the  special  basiness  of  the  definition  of 
bonndariea  combined  with  the  high 
engineering  fikill  which  Colonel  Malcolm 
wm  bring  to  bear. 

♦Mr.  CAMPBELL  BANNERMAN  :  I 
do  not  wish  to  take  any  exception  to 
the  names,  but  to  put  a  question  which 
affects  the  War  OfBce  more,  perhaps, 
than  any  other  Department.  Idonotknow 
whether  Colonel  Malcolm  is  still  the 
Commanding  Ho^al  Engineer  in  North 
Britain.  If  he  is,  it  sffems  a  somewhat 
unusual  thing  that  be  should  be  made  a 
member  of  this  Commission. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  under- 
stand Colonel  Malc'jlm  does  hold  that 
position,  but  that  arrangements  will  be 
made  by  the  War  Office  whereby  he 
will  be  released  from  his  military  duties 
in  order  that  he  may  serve  on  the  Com- 
mission. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Mr.  CALDWELL :  In  moving  to 
leave  out  **  shall/'  in  line  4.  page  35, 
and  insert  "  may,'*  I  will  only  say  that 
according  to  the  Bill  the  District  Coun- 
cils are  to  l>e  the  parties  who  are  to 
have  charge  of  the  public  health.  The 
feeling  of  the  Committee  was  that  the 
party  charged  with  attention  to  the  pub- 
lic Health  should  have  a  Medical  '.officer 
and  a  Sanitary  Inspector.  Surely  it  is 
far  more  important  rhat  the  District 
Councils  should  have  a  Medical  Officer 
of  Health  and  a  Sanitary  Inspector  than 
the  county  as  a  whole.  The  draughts- 
man originally  inserted  the  word 
"may,"  and  he  was  right,  because  the 
Medical  Officer  is  to  hold  no  other 
appointment,  and  it  may  happen  that 
men  might  be  api'ointed  where  practi- 
cally there  was  no  work. 

Amendment  prtp-ised,  in  pa^e  35, 
line  4.  leave  out  the  w^rd  •*  shalL"  and 
insert  the  word  •*  mav."—  J/r.  Cald'ctHA 

Question  frop'isel,  ••That  the  word 
•shall '  stand  part  A  the  Bill." 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  This 
was  a  devisiun  rather  of  the  Committtre 
than  of  the  Govrruii.ent.  The  matter 
has  been  fully  con>idered,  and  I  am 
quif^  prepared  to  >tand  by  the  decision 
of  the  Committee. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  a^ree  with; 
the  Lord  Advocate  that  this  was  rather  i 
a  decision  of  the  Committee  than  of  the 


Government ;  bat*  at  the 
think  the  Committee 
by  a  wave  of  saniuzj  enfcbi 
little  further  than  it  was  daaiimhie  tlMj 
should  be.  Take  tke  case  c^  tfaa  Oomtf 
of  Clackmannan.  It  cooaista  off  three 
or  four  parishes,  and  yet  joa  are  Song 
to  appoint  a  Medical  Officer  and  Sani- 
tary Inspector,  who  shall  hawa  no  other 
work  to  do.  I  think  the  Hooee  is 
rather  rash  in  this  matter. 


J#r.  /.  t.  Ji.  KsberUim. 


Dr.  CLARK:  I 
Friend  is  somewhat  mistaken.  This  is 
a  permissive  clause,  and  the  Oountj  of 
Clackmannan  will  be  able  to  allow  ili 
Medical  Officer  to  practioe  if  it  thiaks 
fit. 

Dr.  FABQUHABSOX  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  In  the  present  oonditioB  of 
affairs  many  coontiee  have  no  Sanitaij 
Officers  at  alL  I  think  it  ri^t  that 
small  counties  should  be  allowed  to  eoB* 
bine  with  others,  in  order  to  obtain  the 
services  of  well  qualided  men. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendments  proposed,  in  danae  49^ 
page  33,  line  -I I.  alter  '*  situate/'  insert 
'*  or  partly  situate  *' ;  Clause  50»  page 
•^5,  line  20.  after  **  Coounittee,"  insert 
''  as  the  Local  Authontj."— (Tlf  Ltrd 
Advocat*.] 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Dr.  CLARK :  I  think  the  Oom- 
mittee  made  a  mistake  in  agreeing  to 
the  words  in  Clause  52  that  exdnde  the 
appointment  of  medical  men  who  are 
Dot  certified  as  qualified  in  midwifnj. 
I  never  could  understand  why  llus 
qualification  was  inserted ;  bat  I  nov 
tind  it  is  in  connection  with  the  Ast 
passed  in  1  b06.  by  which  every  esamia* 
ing  body  was  required  to  examine  in 
midwifery  as  well  as  medicine.  Fkior 
to  this,  examination  in  midwifeirj  van 
optional,  and  many  medieal  men 
were  placed  on  the  Begister,  not  haeiK 
gone  througri  the  examination  in  miif 
wifery.  Now,  the  Amendment  I  have 
to  propose  is  to  proride  that  the  qnalifi- 
cation  shall  be  that  of  a  registered  medi- 
cal practitioner,  and  that  would  inehido 
those  who  passed  before  lSe6,  and  who 
will  then  bequaiiaedfur  appointment  ae 
Odicers  of  Health.  The  daaee  as  ft 
stands  would  limit  the  appointOMOti  to 
these  qualitied  and  plaoed  on  the 
Register  since  1886. 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  pa^  35, 
line  36,  after  the  word  "  he,"  to  iasert 
the  words  "  is  a  registered  medical  prao~ 
titioner,  or  unless  he  be  legally 
qualified."— (/»r.  CUrL) 

Queetion  proposed,  "That  those 
vords  be  there  iaserted." 

•81K  LYON  PLATFAIB  (Leeds, 
South):  If  the  Lord  Advooate  will  look 
at  the  Local  Goverameat  Act  for  Eng- 
land, he  will  find  that,  in  order  to  do 
what  was  considered  just,  a  certain 
Dumber  of  yean  were  allowed  in  order 
ihat  in  a  certain  period  &ny  Hedical 
Officer  might  complete  hie  qualification. 
Dr.  OLABK  :  It  comes  under  the 
nest  clause. 

•3iH  LYON   PLAYFAIR :   The  two 
Acts  should  run  on  all  fours. 

Dk.  FAEQUHAR80N:  I  think  that 
aa  a  qnalifiuatiou  the  term  "roistered 
medical  practitioner  "  corers  eTerjrthing 
that  is  required. 

Mr.  J,  P,  B.  BOBERT90N :  I  am 
quite  prepared  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. I  think  the  hon,  Uember  had 
better  stop  at  the  words  "  medical  prac- 
titioner." 

Db.  GLABK;  Striking  out  the  re- 
maining words.  "  unleae  he  be  legally 
qualified,  &c." 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  ;  Yes. 
Amendment  amended  by  leaving  out 
the    words  "  or  unless    he   be   legally 
qualified,"  and  Amendment,  aa  amended, 
agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  omit  the 
words  from  "  be,"  to  end  of  sub-section. 
— (7X<  Solieitor  Omn-al  for  Seotlaid.) 
Amendment  agreed  to. 
Dr.  CLARK :  Clause  52  carries 
out  a  kind  of  compromise  by  which, 
after  three  years  from  now,  no  man  can 
be  appointed  a  Medical  Officer  of  Health, 
unless  he  is  qualified  in  sanitary 
science,  public  health,  or  State  medicine 
under  the  Medical  Act  of  1866  ;  but 
there  is  an  exception  to  this,  and  that 
is  if  a  man  has  continued  in  an 
appointment  during  three  years  in  a 
district  where  there  is  a  popolation  of 
20,000;  but  anyone  who  has  been  so 
acting  in  a  district  with  a  population 
under  20,000  will  not  be  qualified. 
Now,  this  was  the  course  followed  in 
the  English  Act,  but  it  is  not  applicable 
to  Scotland.  The  figure  of  20,UOO  is  a 
large  population  for  Scotland,  and  it  is 
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not  reasonable  that  where  in  one  parish 
a  man  is  considered  qualified  because 
the  population  is  21,000,  in  the  next 
parish,  under  otherwise  similar  ciroum- 
stances,  a  man  is  disqualified  because 
the  population  happens  to  be  l'<,000. 
You  might  gire  a  man  three  years  in 
which  to  quuify,  and  at  the  end  of  that 
time,  if  he  has  any  brains,  he  will 
become  qualified  in  State  medicine. 
Better  drop  the  rest  of  the  seotion  out 
altngether,  and  provide  that  at  the  end 
of  three  years  only  those  qualified 
in  eanitary  science,  public  health,  oi 
State  medicine  shall  be  appointed. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  52, 
line  3«,  to  leave  out  from  "  1866  "to  end 
of  sub- section. 

Question  proposed,  "That the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Bill." 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  HOBERTSON:  I  think 
this  may  safely  be  accepted,  leaving  to 
the  County  Council  a  definite  qualifica- 
tion in  which  to  exercise  their  choice. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON;  If  the  Amend- 
ment I  now  have  to  propose  needed  any 
defence,  which  I  do  not  think  it  does,  I 
might  leave  that  to  the  Ijord  Advocate 
himself.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman 
last  night  made  a  most  excellent  speech 
in  favour  of  the  principle  upon  which 
my  Amendment  is  founded.  He  told  us, 
in  most  convincing  terms,  that  soientifio 
work  must  be  fearlessly  done,  and 
the  people  who  carried  it  out  must 
have  acertain  position  of  independence, 
and  I  think  everyone  must  admit 
that  the  work  of  a  scientific  Medical 
Officer  may  very  often  be  of  a 
disturbing  nature  to  vested  interests, 
and  will  cause  worry,  vexation,  and 
annoyance,  and  sometimes  loss  to  the 
Local  Body,  who  may  reflect  that  annoy- 
ance upon  the  medical  officer,  and  end 
it  by  putting  an  end  to  his  occupation 
of  office.  On  this  account  1  would  give 
Co  the  officer  the  right  of  appeal  to  the 
judgment  of  another  body  remote  from 
any  local  feeling. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  36, 
le   17,   at  the   end  of  Clause  52,  to 

insert  as  a  sub-section  the  word* — 

"  Everj  medical  officer  and  everj  sanitary 
-  jpector  appointed  ander  this  Act  or  nnder  the 
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office  with  the  sanction  of  the  board  of  super- 
vision."—(Dr.  Farquharson.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  pro- 
posed sub- section  be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  CALDWELL  :  I  think  the  word 
**  only  "  should  come  in  after  the  word 
•'shall." 

Mr.  W.  FARQUHAESON :  I  am  not 
particular  as  to  the  position. 

♦Sib  LYON  PLAYFAIR  :  I  hope  the 
Lord  Advocate  will  consent  to  this. 

Mr.  HUNTER:  I  hope  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  assent  to  this. 
Certainly  I  think  the  County  Council, 
the  Local  Authority,  should  be  entrusted 
with  the  control  of  its  own  ofEcers. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  respect  the 
views  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Dr.  Farquhar- 
Bon),  and  admire  the  enthusiasm  with 
which  he  acts  up  to   what  he  thinks 
right    in    matters     that     concern     the 
profession,  but  I  am  a  little  alarmed  at 
the   extent  to  which   the    Government 
seem  disposed  to  meet  the  views  of  the 
profession.      I  join  in  opposition  to  the 
Amendment,  for  although  there  is  reason 
for  the  oflBcer  carrying  out  his  duties 
in  an  independent  manner,  it  is  more 
important  that  the  Local  Authority,  the 
County  Council,  should  be  independent 
in  its  own  house,  and  have  control  over 
its  own  officers.      I  have  seen  a  great 
deal  of  the   evil  results  of  a  state  of 
friction  between  an  officer  and  the  Local 
Body  under  whom  he  acts,  and  I  am 
quite  sure  that  these  evils  are  infinitely 
greater  than  the  risk  of  a  competent 
officer  being    dismissed    by  the  Local 
Authority.      I  think  you  may  trust  the 
Local  Authority  in  this  matter. 
*Mr.     CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I   think    the    argument    on   a  former 
occasion  was  that  while  it  was  undesir- 
able that  a  Medical  Officer  of  Health 
should    be    at    the    mercy  of  a  Local 
Body  in  a  small  district,    the  County 
Council  was  a  large  enough    body  to 
guarantee  him  against  any  abuse  of  the 
power  of  removal.     I  understand  that  a 
Town  Council  has  full  power  to  remove 
its  Sanitary  Officer,   and  I  do  not  see 
why  a  County  Council  should  not  have 
similar  power.     While  I  disagree  with 
the  Amendment  on  this  positive  ground, 
I  do  eo  also  on  the  negative  ground, 
that  we  are  not  very  much  enamoured 
with  the  Board  of  Supervision  to  whom 
it  is  proposed  to  entrust  the  decision  on 
appeal. 


♦Dr.  McDonald  (Ross  and  Cro- 
marty) :  I  think  it  is  most  deaiirable 
there  should  be  a  power  of  appeaL  I 
am  not  so  satisfied  with  the  Board  of 
Supervision  as  the  authority,  and  would 
prefer  the  County  Council,  bat  there 
should  be  an  appeal  somewhere.  It 
must  be  known  to  anyone  who  looks  at 
the  administration  in  England  that  the- 
usefulness  of  the  Medical  Officer  is  im- 
peded by  the  fact  that  if  he  takes  action 
against  a  nuisance  upon  the  property  of 
a  member  of  the  Local  Body,  or  a  relative 
of  one,  immediately  there  is  a  section  of 
the  body  up  in  arms  against  him  and 
an  intrigue  commenced  for  his  removal 
from  office.  Sooner  t h  an  have  no  appeal 
at  all  I  would  support  the  Amendment. 

''Mr.ESSLEMONT:  We  shall  certainly 
£isk  the  Committee  to  divide  against 
this  if  it  is  accepted  by  the  Oovemment. 
We  have  for  many  years  heard  this 
argument  about  possible  injustice  to 
teachers  and  other  officers  under  the 
control  of  Local  Bodies,  but  the  fears  are- 
never  realized.  With  all  deference  to 
my  hon.  Friend  and  Colleague  in  the- 
representation  of  Aberdeenslure,  I  think 
it  would  be  a  mistake  to  make  the 
Medical  Officer  independent  of  those  who- 
pay  him  for  his  professional  services.  In 
a  body  such  as  the  County  Council  there 
will  be  no  fear  of  individual  pressoze 
being  brought  to  bear  against  a  Medical 
Officer.  So  long  as  the  officer  con- 
scientiously discharges  his  duty,  so  long' 
will  he  be  trusted  by  the  commnnity, 
and  individual  animosity  will  not  prevail 
against  him. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  OoUege)  ; 
I  heartily  agree  with  part  of  mv 
hon.  Friend's  proposal,  out  I  think 
the  Sanitary  Inspector  shonld  be 
removable.  I  know  in  Glasgow,  for 
instance,  where  we  have  a  modal 
of  good  sanitary  administration  oa 
the  part  of  the  Officer  of  Health 
there  was  for  a  time  considerable  diffl- 
culty  in  consequence  of  his  absence  of 
control  over  the  Sanitary  Inspector,  and 
I  think  it  would  much  more  condnoe  to 
good  sanitary  administration  if  voa 
had  the  Sanitary  Inspector  removabla. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  tenure  of  offloe 
of  the  Medical  Officer  of  Health  in 
burghs — I  do  not  know  whether  by 
regulations  or  custom — but  itis  tbsfiMt 
that  in  certain  towns  the  tenure  of  offloe 
has  been  for  life.  In  some  towns»  ixk 
Greenock,  for  instance,  a  provisioii  ap- 
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Kinting  the  Medical  Officer  for  life  has 
ea  inierted  in  local  Acts.  In  Qree- 
nock  I  understand  the  Uedical  Officer 
refused  to  lake  office,  except  upon  con- 
dition of  life  tenure,  and  the  condition 
waa  inserted  in  the  local  Act.  The 
Medical  Officer  in  this  town  had  many 
difficulties  to  encounter,  and  local  pre- 
judices were  so  strong'  af(ain»t  him  that, 
out  for  this  safeguard,  Greenock  would 
probably  have  long  since  dispensed  with 
the  services  of  its  Medical  Officer,  which 
have  been  of  the  greatest  benefit  to  the 
town  and  have  greatly  reduced  the 
death  rate.  Some  safeguard  of  the  kind 
is  desirable  in  the  Bill.  I  am  aa  little 
enamoured  of  the  Board  of  Supervision  as 
any  hon.  Member,  but  having  it  we 
must  put  up  with  it.  I  would,  however, 
suggest  to  my  hon.  Friend  that  he 
should  modify  his  Amendment  by  omit- 
ting the  reference  to  the  Sanitary 
Inspector,  leaving  this  official  more 
under  the  control  of  the  Medical  Officer 
of  Health.  By  this  you  will  have  a 
more  scientific  and  efficient  administra- 
tion. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  :  I  only 
wish  to  correct  an  impression  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ross  (Dr.  McDonald) 
that  in  England  Medical  Officers  of 
Health  are  removable  by  the  authority 
appointing  them. 
•De.  MclXJNALD:  Aftera  few  years, 

Mb.  RITCHIE:  They  are  appointed 
with  the  sanction  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  and  their  dismissal  re- 
quires the  same  sanction. 

Dr.  CLARK:  There  is  a  sort  of 
Medical  Trades  Union  which,  like  other 
Trades  Unions,  tries  to  get  aa  much  as  it 
can  for  itself  and  its  members.  Still,  I 
support  the  proposal,  because  I  think 
some  security  of  tenure  of  office  for  the 
Medical  Officers  is  desirable-  They,  like 
all  other  men,  are  amenable  to  pressure, 
and  it  is  to  be  feared  that  without  some 
security  of  tenure  we  shall  not  have  the 
Public  Health  Act  carried  out  as  it 
should  be.  To  give  more  security  I 
would  have  an  appeal  somewhere  to  the 
board  of  Supervision  or  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland,  and  I  should  rather  prefer 
the  latter.  I  dislike  the  composition  of 
the  Board  of  Supervision  ;  but  I  think, 
on  ground  shown,  they  would  not  refuse 
to  support  the  action  of  the  repre- 
seutative  County  Oouncil,  and  act  aa  I 


remember  they  did  some  20  years  ago, 
when  I  had  occasion  to  press  for  the- 
removal  of  the  Medical  Officer  at  Govan, 
who  was  using  his  power  in  a  vay  that 
he  should  not  have  used  it.  Of  course, 
there  is  this  to  be  said  on  behalf  of  the^ 
County  Council — that  it  is  a  large  and 
representative  body,  in  which  indi- 
vidual prejudices  will  not  have-  - 
much  infiueuca.  Still,  upon  th» 
whole,  I  think  it  would  be  much- 
better,  in  order  that  the  Medii'al' 
Officer  may  carry  out  the  Act  thoroughly,, 
that  he  should  have  some  right  of  ap- 
peal from  those  who  may  be  interested 
parties  to  some  independent  judgment — 
to    the    Secretary    for    Scotland,    as  I 

I  would  prefer,  or  to  the  Board  of  Super- 

I  vision.     So  I  support  the  proposal   in 

I  its  modified  form. 

!      Ma.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  I  hope. 

I  my  hon.  Friend  will  adhere  to  his 
Motion  as  it  stands,  and  not  desert  the- 
Sanitary  Inspectors,  who  require  pro* 
tection  in  their  duties  quite  as  much  as- 
the    Medical  Officers.     I  may   observe 

I  that,  in  point   of  fact,  the  right  of  re> 

I  moval  will  still  be  with  the  County 
Council,  but  there  will  be  this  right  of 
appeal  against  what  may  be  an  abuse  of 
this  power  of  removal. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  229  ^ 
Noes  126.— (Div.  List,  No.  245.) 
Another  Amendment  made. 

Mr.  CALDWELL :  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
Amendment  in  my  name  raises  a  very 
important  question,  though  it  does  not 
require  to  bs  discussed  at  any  great 
length.  It  is  whether  the  County 
Council  shall  have  the  power  of  pro- 
moting, as  well  as  opposing.  Bills  in, 
Parliament.  That  power  is  recognized 
in  the  case  of  the  burghs  of  Scotland. 
The  County  Oouncils  occupy  a  position 
analagoua  to  that  of  the  burghs,  and  it 
certainly  seems  hard  that  the  latter 
should  have  this  power  while  the  County 
Councils,  which  are  more  important  thaO' 
many  burghs,  are  denied  that  power. 
As  to  the  question  of  the  expense  of 
promoting  Bills  in  Parliament,  the 
County  Councils  would  be  amenable  to 
the  ratepayers,  and  I  think  the  power 
might  reasonably  be  left  in  thebands- 
of  the  County  Council  to  settle  whether 
or  not  a  Bill  shall  be  promoted. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  37^ 
line  2,  after  the   word   "  of,"  to  iaserb 
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the     words    "promoting    and." — '.Vr.  ' 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
*  promoting  ana'  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  J.  R  B.  ROBERTSON:  The 
Committee  will  observe  that  the  County 
Council  has  power  to  promote  Pro- 
visional Order  Bills,  and  tnat  appears  to 
be  the  proper  meaiiure  of  initiation  to 
entrust  to  it,  and  I  cannot  concede  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site. The  analogy  of  the  burghs  is  not 
quite  sound,  or  at  all  events  it  must  be 
accepted  with  very  grave  reservations. 
The  burghs  meet  the  cost  of  legislation 
by  moneys  out  of  **  The  Common  Good," 
and  they  are  not  allowed  to  apply  to  the 
rates  for  the  purpose.  That  is  rather 
an  important  distinction  when  you  come 
to  use  the  burghs  as  a  precedent  for  the 
County  Councils. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  It  seems  to  me 
the  analogy  of  the  Provisional  Order 
Bills  applies  the  other  way.  If  it  is 
expedient  to  g^ve  the  County  Council 
power  to  promote  Bills  in  the  form  of 
l*rovisional  Orders,  I  do  not  see  why 
they  sh^'juld  not  have  the  power  of  pro- 
moting Bills  in  another  form.  It  is 
difficult  to  conceive  any  reason  why  the 
Council  should  he  deprived  of  the  power 
of  promoting  important  local  BiUs,  as 
long  as  they  have  no  legislative  power 
of  their  own.  It  does  seem  to 
me  that  this  centralizing  of  legis- 
lation here  is  inconvenient  and  un- 
just in  every  way.  There  is  a 
provision  with  regard  to  certain  sub- 
jects, that  the  burgh  cannot  promote 
a  Bill  in  Parliament  without  taking  a 
pUhiteite.  I  have  no  objection  to  that 
course  if  it  is  necessary,  and  perhaps  if 
the  Government  were  to  modify  the 
clause  in  that  direction  my  hon.  Friend 
would  accept  the  modification. 

Dr.  CAMERON:  With  respect  to 
the  Lord  Advocate's  statement  as  to  the 
burghs  promoting  Bills  out  of  '*The 
Common  Good,"  that  merely  means  the 
Common  Fund,  which  burghs  have  at 
their  disposal,  and  which  is  often  spent 
for  worse  purposes  than  the  promotion 
of  Bills  in  Parliament.  I  think  it  would 
be  very  much  better  to  allow  the  County 
Councils  to  promote  as  well  as  oppose 
Bills,  in  the  same  way  as  Town  Councils 
do,  and  to  drop  out  this  sub-section, 
providing  that  no  consent  of  the  owners 
of  property  and  ratepayers  shall  be  re- 


quired   to    the  expenditiize  of  pnbfie 
money,  either  in  pvomotxii^  or  opposnig 
Bills.    That  woold  be  pcecunlj  Aoak- 
gons  to  what  exists  in  bnrgiia.     Then 
is  no  difference  between   xzummj  spent 
out  of  the  common  fond  and  oot  af  iks 
rates ;  and  yon  will  get  a  ajstocn  vhiA 
has   been  found  to  work   welL  and  a 
system  of  control  which  has  been  loag 
known   in  England,  and  whieh  wow 
certainly  prevent  any  abase  of  power. 
«Mr.  ESSLEMONT  :  I  hope  mj  hon. 
Friend  will  go  to  a  Dirision,  for  we  are 
minimising  the  powers  of  the  Gbunty 
Council  to  an  extent  that  renden  thsni 
hardly  worth  fighting  for.     We  ought 
to  stop  this  minimising  of  the  powen  of 
the  County  Council  somewhere;   odier- 
wise  they  will  scarcely  be  worth  harisff. 
Mr.  hunter  :  The  Lord  Advooite 
stated   that   the   County    Comieil  had 
power  to  promote  Provisional  Order  Bill% 
the  system  with    regard    to    which  is 
admirable  when  there  is  no  obetmetion 
to  overcome.    But  if  there  is  an  j  obstnie- 
tion,  we  know    that  the   system  only 
doubles  the  expense  and  inrrnesos  the 
difficulties  of  the  Corporation.     There- 
fore, to  say  that  they  are  anthoriasd  to 
promote  Bills  in  the  form  of  Prorisiottal 
Orders  is  to  give  them  a  power  whieh  is  of 
comparatively  little  use,  and  I  entirdj 
agree  with  what  has  fallen  from  mj  hon. 
Friend  for  East  Aberdeenshire,  that  this 
Bill  is  ridiculous  in  creating  the  elabo- 
rate machinery  of  the  Conntj  HftniMJ^ 
only  to  deprive  it  of  jnriadietion.     And 
I  think  we  must  fight  ereij  point  oa 
which  the  question  of  the  power  of  the 
County  Council  arises. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  135;  Noes 
185.— (Div.  list,  No.  246.) 

Mb.  CALDWELL :  The  next  Amend- 
ment is  somewhat  consequential  on  the 
last.  I  will  not  move  it,  bnt  will  take 
the  Division — with  which  I  hare  no 
reason  to  be  dissatisfied — as  applying 
to  this  Amendment.  I  have,  however, 
an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  to  daoas 
55  which  I  will  move.  I  deeiie  to 
omit  the  words  which  enable  a  Obnnlj 
Council  to  make  bye*law8  for  the 
vention  and  suppression  of  rnni 
not  already  punishable  in  a 
manner  hy  virtue  of  any  Aot  in  Jonie 
throughout  the  country.  This  olanse 
introduces  a  new  summary  power  of 
punishing,  and  it  seems  to  me  radisr  a 
serious  thing  that,  in  a  Oonnty  tTrwiaflil 
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Bill,  which  really  relates  to  the  manage- 
ment of  the  county,  and  the  creation 
of  new  bodies  to  enforce  that  law  as  it 
is,  we  should  interpolate  a  power  prac- 
tically changing  the  existing  law  and 
machinery  of  the  law.  We  do  not 
know  how  far  this  power  may  extend. 
The  Public  Health  (Scotland)  Act  ap- 
plies to  all  burghs  and  counties  in 
Scotland  alike,  but  you  are  proposing 
to  alter  the  general  law  relating  to 
public  health  which  applies  to  every 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom.  You 
confer  certain  powers  on  the  Authorities 
created  under  the  Bill,  but  leave  outside 
altogether  the  burghs,  which  will  then 
require  to  be  conducted  according  to 
the  powers  at  present  existing.  It  was 
one  of  the  great  objections  taken  to 
the  Burgh  Police  Bill  of  last  year,  that 
though  brought  in  to  deal  with  matters 
of  public  health,  applicable  to  burghs 
alone,  its  effect  was  to  alter  the  general 
law  that  applied  to  the  whole  country. 
This  clause  in  the  same  way  alters  the 
law,  and  is  in  no  way  contined  to  the 
management  of  counties. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  37,  line 
24,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
*' vagrancy,"  to  the  word  **  and,"  in 
line  27.— (i/r.  Caldwell.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

*Mr.  D.  CRAWFORD  :  I  hope  the  Go- 
vernment  will  adhere  to  the  clause  as  it 
stands.     It    is    a    perfectly    reasonable 
proposal    that    the  County   Authorities 
ehould   have  power  to  make   bye-laws. 
Town    Councillors    and    Burgh    Com- 
missioners have  those  powers   and  no 
similar  powers  exist   in  the  county.     I 
would  point  out  this  also,  that  while  it 
is    undoubtedly    necessary    to    take   a 
second    Division    on    Report    on    very 
important  points,  a  decision  has  already 
been    taken  on   most  of  these  matters 
in  Committee.     It  hardly  seems  to  me 
right   that,    on   a   small   point  of  this 
kind  which  has  been  decided  in  Com- 
mittee,  there  should    be  again   a  full 
discussion.     If  we  are  to  accept,  as  a 
rule,  that  all  points  discussed  in  Com- 
mittee are  to  be  again  discussed  on  Re- 
port, we  might  as  well  do  away  with  the 
Committee  stage  altogether.     The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  moved  this  Amend- 
ment had  no  less  than  60  Amendments 
to  the  Bill  CD  Report — I  took  the  trouble 
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to  count  them.  That  is  most  unreason- 
Able,  and  would  in  itself  afford  a  reason 
to  us  for  supporting  the  Government 
against  an  Amendment  like  the 
present. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  If  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
D.  Crawford)  is  anxious  to  see  the  Bill 
pass  quickly,  he  should  not  suggest  that 
it  is  not  right  to  move  Amendments  on 
Report.  I  must  express  astonishment 
at  the  hon.  Member  for  the  St.  Rollox 
division  moving  this  present  Amend- 
ment, however.  We  have  just  voted 
with  him  on  an  Amendment,  the  object 
of  which  was  to  resist  a  provision  by 
which  the  powers  of  the  County  Coun- 
cils will  be  minimized,  and  now  he 
comes  forward  himself  with  an  Amend- 
ment to  minimize  their  powers  and  de- 
prive them  of  the  power  of  making 
bye-laws.  The  power  he  objects  to 
seems  to  me  an  excellent  one.  It  is 
given  to  the  English  County  CouncilSi 
and  I  hope  the  House  will  not  for 
a  moment  think  of  depriving  the  Scotch 
County  Councils  of  it. 

Dr.  CLARK:  I  do  not  think  this 
matter  was  discussed  in  Committee, 
although  I  strongly  support  the  clause. 
Certainly  I  should  like  to  see  the  word 
*' nuisance"  defined  a  little  better  in 
the  clause,  because  we  know  how  it  has 
been  used  in  some  districts  of  the  High- 
lands. This  power  of  making  bye-laws 
seems  to  me  necessary.  At  the  present 
time  Medical  Officers  of  Health  in 
burghs  are  able  to  prevent  scarlet  fever 
infection  in  milk  shops;  but  they  are 
not  able  to  do  so  in  the  country  where 
the  milk  comes  from,  and  whence  the 
disease  is  often  brought.  The  County 
Councils  should  be  able  to  pass  bye- 
laws  to  enable  their  Medical  Officers  to 
prevent  diseases  of  this  kind  from  being 
carried  into  the  towns. 

♦Mr.  ESSLEMONT  :  I  am  certain  my 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Caldwell)  does  not 
mean  to  press  this  Amendment,  which  is 
a  ridiculous  proposal. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Adyocatb 
the  following  Amendments  were  agreed 
to: — Clause  55,  page  38,  line  14,  after 
"burgh,"  insert  **or  police  commis- 
sioners of  any  police  burgh ;  '*  Clause 
68,  page  39,  line  23,  before  **thi8.*' 
insert  **  section   thirteen   and   fourteen 
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of  the  wedge.  I  object  to  the  sub-section 
on  that  ground,  and  I  also  think  that  it 
will  be  an  insult  to  the  Emigration  Com- 
mittee to  deal  with  the  subject  until 
they  have  reported. 

Mr.  EITCHIE:  So  far  as  insult 
to  the  Committee  is  concerned,  I 
must  saj  that  what  the  sub-section 
authorizes  is  not  likely  to  inter- 
fere with  the  recommendations 
of  the  Committee,  which  are  most 
likely  to  deal  with  State-aided  emigra- 
tion. Of  course,  it  is  quite  possible 
that  they  may  recommend  that  the 
Oounty  Councils  should  have  powers  of 
this  kind.  There  is  nothing  compulsory 
about  these  powers.  All  they  would  do 
would  be  to  give  the  County  Council 
authority,  when  it  was  thought  that 
certain  families  might,  with  advantage 
to  themselves  and  the  county,  be  re- 
moved, to  advance  money  to  emigrate 
them  on  security  being  given  for  repay- 
ment of  the  money  advanced.  There  is 
no  question  of  risk,  for  there  will  be  the 
security  of  the  bodies  to  whom  the 
money  is  advanced,  or  of  the  colonies 
themselves.  The  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site says  that  if  this  is  good  for  Scot- 
land it  is  good  for  England.  But,  in 
replv  to  that,  I  would  point  out  that  the 
English  County  Councils  have  the  same 
power.  These  are  very  proper  powers 
to  give  to  the  County  Council.  When 
we  are  setting  up  such  an  authority  it  is 
not  trusting  them  unduly  to  enable 
them  to  advance  money  on  the  security 
of  the  rates  of  the  locality  for  purposes 
of  emigration.  Such  a  power  in  many 
eases  may  be  exercised  with  extra- 
ordinary advantage,  not  only  to  the 
people  concerned  but  to  the  county 
itself.  I  trust  the  House  will  give  this 
power  to  the  Scotch  Councils,  corres- 
ponding to  the  power  we  have  already 
conferred  on  the  English  Councils. 
*Mb.  CHILDERS:  There  is  great 
force  in  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said.  But  throughout  his  observa- 
tions he  has  confined  himself  to  emigra- 
tion. Under  the  old  English  Poor  Law 
Act  there  is  a  power  to  assist  persons  to 
emigrate.  I  do  not  say  that  that  power 
has  in  every  instance  worked  well,  but 
I  do  not  think  it  has  caused  any  mis- 
chief. But  there  is  a  word  put  in  the 
clause  of  a  very  different  character  to 
emigration — namely,  **  colonization." 
Emigration  may  cost  £5,  £10,  or  £15  a 
head,  but  colonization  may  cost  £100. 


The  charge  under  a  scheme  of  coloniza- 
tion might  be  extremely  heavy.  Though 
the  county  is  to  have  a  guarantee  from 
some  authority,  it  does  not  say  what 
authority.  It  mentions  the  colonies,  but 
colonial  security,  in  some  cases,  may  be 
very  doubtful  security.  Though  these 
guarantees  are  necessary  there  is  no 
other  restraint  put  on  the  County 
Councils.  They  might  spend  £10,000 
or  £20,000  on  colonization  without  any 
other  restraint.  I  would  suggest  that 
the  words  **or  colonization"  should  be 
omitted.  The  words  are  very  wide  and 
they  are  inconsistent  with  the  principle 
on  which  for  tO  years  we  have,  under 
our  Poor  Law,  acted. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  It  is  unfor- 
tunate that  this  important  clause  should 
have  been  passed  through  Committee 
without  being  discussed  at  all.  When 
we  got  to  the  latter  part  of  the  Bill  in 
Committee  it  was  shoved  through  with 
insufficient  discussion.  It  will  bo  diffi- 
cult to  deal  with  this  clause  as  it  should 
be  dealt  with  on  Heport ;  and  I,  there- 
fore, hope  that  the  Government  will 
consent  to  make  this  clause  one  of  those 
in  respect  of  which  the  Bill  is  to  be  re- 
committed. I  agree  that  there  is  great 
danger  in  the  wide  character  of  this 
clause.  Not  only  are  powers  to  be 
given  for  emigration  and  colonization, 
but  they  are  to  be  given  to  bodies  "  cor- 
porate and  incorporate."  That  means, 
or  may  mean,  jobbing  emigratioa 
companies,  of  which  there  are  & 
great  many  in  Scotland.  These  com- 
panies may  be  influential  in  certaia 
counties,  or  may  manage  to  get  the 
ear  of  County  Councillors.  It  seems 
to  me  dangerous  to  give  the  Local 
Authorities  power  to  lend  money 
to  bodies  like  these,  who  profess  to  own 
land  in  certain  places,  but  which  land 
nobody  has  ever  seen.  There  are  many 
land  companies  who  are  paying  large 
dividends,  but  there  are  many  who  have 
come  to  grief,  and  there  are  many  more 
who  may  come  to  grief,  and  by  whom 
the  ratepayers  might  be  let  in  to  a  con- 
siderable extent.  The  clause  speaks  of 
getting  colonial  guarantees,  but  my  im- 
pression is  that  you  woidd  not  get  tho 
Government  of  any  colony  to  guarantee 
anything.  If  you  did,  you  would  have 
no  power  to  enforce  the  guarantee.. 
The  matter  is  one  that  requires  amend- 
ment, and  I  hope  the  Government  will 
consent  to  drop  the  clause,  and  allow  it  to 
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be  01.*:  m  r€^pe<l  of  vhich  :!:€-  Bill  «ball  maj  l:*e  used  in  the  fatnre  if  thiBclauB* 

be  TC'  toEtmiti^.  *hoa!d  pase.     What,  for  ixistance,  is  to 

♦Mn    D.  CRAWFOED:    I   }iope  the  pi^-Tent  the  landlords  of  the  Western 

GoreixiLeLt    Till   l.-frt-i.  t.    ibe  appeal  Inlands,   when  they    meet   together  at 

wLic-i'j    has   b*eii    ii-aie    to  therL  with  InT*-mess  or  Dingwall,  from  proposing 

regard  lo  th:*  clauwr,  ruv  or.iections  to  that  curtail}   ptarishe*  in  Lewis  or  else- 

which   go  ereu   bevoLd  tLos^   of    the  wheie  shoal d  be  depopulated  under  this 

riirht  Lol.  GeLtlemari  the  Member  for  clause,  and  the  p»eople   sent  abroad  hy 

E-inlur^h,     We  are  iLOtt  anxi'iis  that  mehns  of  the  County  Council?     Allud- 

the   adn-iLifrtration   of    tLe    P'>or   Ijiw  ing  to  the  locpiany  I  have  referred  to, 

should     be     brought     iLtc     c-i-nnection  the  newspapers  hare  fuund  fault  with  us 

with    the    C-ouLty  CoiiE'il*':    but    our  for  not  supporting  it ;  and  on  making  in- 

effc-rts  to  afxii.pl;*L  that  were  resitted  quiries  on  the  subject,  I  found   that  out 

atd  defeated,  and  I  di    :,o:  tLink  the  of  every  £4 (M)  which  might  be  advanced 

cla-fce   ought   to    \.^    allc-w^e-i  to   ttand  for  emigration  to  America  they  would 

in    it*    present    sLape    il    r-eiation    to  expect  lo  be  repaid   about  £2.5(K*.     If 

a  RLgle  detail  of  P'-or  Law  adn^in:«tra-  this  is  so.  where  is  it  all  to  end?     I 

rioL — namely  the  hat  ding  over  to  the  would  suggest  that  if  the  Lord  Advo- 

County  Councils  the  quett: in  of  eniigra-  cate     would     consent    to    strike     out 

tion.     The  clause  i%  a  fancy  clause,  and  the    letter  e   from    "emigration"  and 

we  do  not  want  fancy  clauses  in    this  limit  the  clause  to  **  migration,"  there 

Bill.  wuuld  then  be  n  *  oppiosition  to  it.     In 

*Mk.    pro Y AND     Glas^oflT.    Black-  that  case  the  money  of  a  county  would 

friars ^  :  The  propo*^]  c-^'n*a:ned  in  this  be  used  for   migrating  the  inhabitants 

clauMr  has  DO  parallel  in  anything  that  within  its  ovn   boundaries,  and  there 

has  V  een  suggested  in  pa^t   legislation  wtiuld  be  no  objection  to  that. 

relating  to  l>x:al  GoTernn^ent.     Though  M&.    A.    ELLIOT :     I     would     put 

it  might  not  be  of  great  consequence  in  it    t«t    the    Hou^e   whether    it   is  sup* 

relation  t/i  England  it  assumes  a  very  posed    that    the    en  afters  would   have 

different  shape   wh^n  pppiied   to  Scot-  no  representation  on  the  County  Coun- 

land,  in  some  parts  of  which  the  clause  cils  capable  of  protecting  their  interests 

would   be  simply  inoperative,  while  in  in  this  matter?     Is  it  to  be  supposed 

those  parts  v  here  it  would   be  put  in  that  thdse  who  do  not  send  representa- 

force   it    would    \j^   a   most   dangerous  tives  of  their  own  class  to  this   House 

power  to  confer  on  the  L/.cal  Authority,  are  therefore  unrepresented  here?  Why, 

Whether    the    assi«tance    •    mes    from  then,   should  it    be   supposed   that  the 

local   or  Imperial   taxation    the    result  County  Councils  would  improperly  dis- 

would  l/e  exactly  the  same.    All  Scotch-  charge  their  functions  in  this  or  any 

men  on  either  side  of  the  House  ought  other  matter  'r     Are  the  Scotch  County 

to  oppose  this  clause,  the  scope  of  which  Councils  likely  to  be  less  fair  than  the 

is    sr^mewhat    remarkable,    because    it  English,   and   is  it    alleged    that    tlie 

authorizes  the  levy  of  rates  for  the  pur-  English  County    Councils  are    making 

pose  of  sending  the  people  out  of  the  rash  use  of  their  powers?  In  my  opinion, 

countri'.  and  enable^  the  Lr-cal  Autho-  ;  the  judicious  use  of  this  clause  would 

emigration  agent.      I  say  that  t}iis  is  a  confer  immense  benefit  on  the  countij; 

dangerous  p^jvier  to    confer,    and    the  ■  but    if    there     is     any    possibility     of 

Government  would  do  better  to  omit  it.  ** migration"   being   included    in  it,  I 

^Dh.  McDonald  :    l  hope  the  Go  should  be   glad  to  give  my  support  to 

vemment  will  allow  this  matter  to  be  fur-  that  proposal. 

ther  confeidered.     I  dare.«av  it  is  in  the  *Mr.   ESSI^EMONT:     I    would    aak 

meOiOry  of  the  House  that  at  one  time  leave    to     move     an    Amendment    to 

ail  Kirt«  of  influence,  including  that  of  the    clause— namely,     in    line    37,    to 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  omit  the  word  *' colonization,"  in  order 

for  \V<-fst  Birmingham,  was  used  among  .  to  insert  the  word  "  migration." 

hon.  Merjibers  h(-re  ior  the  purpose  of  -    *Mb.   SPEAKER:     The  Amendment 

getting  up  an  emigration  company,  and  suggested  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  could 

that  meetings  were   even  held  in  this  \  not  be  accepted  at  this  stage. 


Houte    for  the   purp^jse   of   promoting 
Mich  a  company ;  from  which        t  it  is 


Mr.    HUNTER:      I    would    mint 
out  that  while  the  Govemment  nave 


ea^y  to  imagine  what  sort  of  in  rafuaed    to    give    the    County    Ooiin* 
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oils  a  great  many  powers  that  would 
be  indubitably  good,  they  now  in- 
sist, against  the  opinion  of  a  large 
majority  of  the  Scotch  Members,  on 
foisting  on  those  bodies  a  power  of  a 
most  objectionable  character.     At  the 

S resent  time  there  is  an  artificial  preju- 
ice  against  foreigners  and  foreign 
products  ;  and  yet  the  very  men 
who  protest  against  foreigners  most 
loudly  are  the  first  to  vote  for  emigra- 
ting the  people  to  foreign  countries. 
For  my  part,  while  I  think  that  voluntary 
and  spontaneous  emigration  is  a  very 

food  thing,  I  altogether  object  to 
tate  aided  and  State-directed  emigra- 
tion. It  is,  in  fact,  a  practical  admission 
that  our  civilization  is  a  failure,  and  that 
what  the  Socialists  are  saying  is  true. 
What  could  be  more  absurd  and  irra- 
tional than  to  bring  up  a  large  number 
of  human  beings  to  an  age  at  which 
they  may  be  useful  to  the  country,  and 
then  to  suggest  methods  by  which  they 
should  be  sent  abroad  ?  We  have  heard 
a  good  deal  about  the  necessity  for  emi- 
gration from  the  Highlands ;  but  having 
looked  into  the^question,  while  I  admit 
that  here  and  there  the  population  has 
increased  more  rapidly  than  in  other 
places,  I  say  that  the  whole  of  this  story 
about  the  over-population  of  the  High- 
land districts  is  sheer  moooshine  and 
nonsense.  The  evils  met  with  in  the 
Highlands  are  due  to  bad  laws,  and  not 
to  any  grudgingness  on  the  part  of  nature, 
nor  to  any  excess  of  population.  More- 
over, I  say  that  if  anything  could  justify 
|.  he  turning  of  people  out  of  the  country, 
t  would  be  impossible  to  devise  a 
scheme  more  objectionable  than  that 
iembodied  in  this  clause.  If  you  em- 
powered the  County  Councils  to  spend 
money  when,  how,  and  where  they 
might  deem  most  expedient  in  emigra- 
tion, something  might  be  said  for  the 
clause  ;  but  what  is  it  you  do  ?  Why, 
the  Imperial  Parliament  is  here  made 
to  suggest  that  County  Councils  should 
enter  into  financial  arrangements  with 
land  companies,  which  are  usually 
formed  by  a  number  of  enterprising 
speculators,  who  go  to  the  colonies  and 
buy  large  tracts  of  land  for  nominal 
sums,  and  then  come  here  and  pro- 
pose through  the  medium  of  the 
Countj  Councils  to  send  out  an 
adult  population  capable  of  turning 
that  land  into  valuable  property.  Why, 
Sir,  this  is  neither  more  nor  less  than 


Scotch  coolie  emigration  for  the  benefit 
of  another  country.  These  emigrants 
do  not  go  out  as  independent  individuals, 
but  are  tied  hand  and  foot,  and  placed 
at  the  mercy  of  the  speculators.  Why 
do  the  Government  insist  on  this  clause  ? 
The  Scotch  Members  do  not  want  it, 
though  certain  landowners  would  pro- 
bably like  to  make  use  of  it  to  their 
own  advantage,  through  means  obtained 
on  the  credit  of  the  localities.  If  it  is 
said  the  County  Councils  may  be  trusted 
not  to  abuse  this  power,  I  agree  that 
this  might  be  so  in  the  case  of  the  Low- 
lands ;  but  in  other  parts  it  is  very  pos- 
sible that  by  means  of  the  ex  officio 
members  and  the  enfranchisement  of  a 
large  number  of  ratepayers  there  might 
be  a  landlord  majority  who  would  do 
great  mischief.  Again,  if  this  be  a 
bond  fide  plan  for  assisting  emigration, 
why  not  leave  it  free  ?  Why  thirl  the 
people  to  the  land  companies?  I  remem- 
ber receiving  an  invitation  to  attend  a 
meeting,  already  referred  to,  under  the 
auspices  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham, 
though  I  did  not  go,  as  I  thought  we 
ought  not  to  mix  up  politics  and  land 
speculation.  Nor  do  I  think  we  ought 
to  encourage  these  companies,  which  do 
harm  not  only  to  the  Colonies,  but  to 
the  people  they  send  out,  because  those 
people  go  out  loaded  with  debt,  and 
bound  to  the  land  speculators  under  a 
monstrous  and  indefensible  system.  If 
the  Government  will  give  the  County 
Councils  power  to  deal  with  this  matter 
with  perfect  freedom,  their  sincerity  will 
then  have  been  tested.  This  clause 
however,  limits  emigration  to  the 
Colonies.  We  all  know  that  a  large 
number  of  the  voluntary  emigrants  do 
not  go  to  the  Colonies,  but  to  the  United 
States,  and  I  object  to  the  County  Coun- 
cils being  limited  as  to  the  destination 
of  the  emigrants.  The  way  this  clause 
is  worded  seems  to  show  that  it  is  the 
result  of  influence  brought  to  bear  on 
certain  persons  in  high  quarters  by  land 
speculators,  and  I  say  let  the  action  of 
the  County  Councils  be  free  and  un- 
trammeled  in  the  matter  ;  at  any  rate, 
if  it  must  be  trammeled  let  it  be  for  the 
benefit  of  the  emigrants  and  not  of  the 
speculators. 

Mr.  H.  COSSHAM  :  I  agree  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
spoken  that  it  is  delusive  to  speak 
of  the  over-population  of  the  Highlands 
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di we jjard  the  interest  and  welfare  of  the  over    t'-.e    irdniti.n*    of    colonixatioay 


p^jple  in  their  county,  and  enter  into  ecii^atir'n.  ani  niisration.  but  it 

i^jme  kind  of  combination  with  pers-^LS  to  me  tJ:e  s*iljr<t  did  no:  require  all 

or   bodieft  of   persons   for   the  purpose  :his.  and  that  it  :ni^:i;  hare  been  daalfe 

of     depopulating     their     own     wucty  witr.   with  s-:'=ie  of    that   urbanitj    we 

and    sending    their    pe«5ple   abroad   in  hare  ?r.  en  acv.;? to zie-i  to  from  the  right 

order   to   make    their    position    worse,  hon.    Gentleuian    in   discussions   upoih 

"Well,  we  have  greater  confidence  in  the  Local  G  .'Temsiect.     My  object  in  rising 

representative  body  we  propose  to  set  is  to  suggest  a  e.-sipromise  to  my  ium. 

up.     We  say  that  to  confer  on  C:)iinty  Friend.     I  do  not  see  that  we  adTaaea 

Councils  in  England  those  powers  and  matters  very  u  jch  by  drawing  mbtia 

in  the  same  breath  to  say  we  have  not  distinctions    between    emigration 
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colonization,  and  I  think  we  might 
accept  the  Division  just  taken  as  the 
decision  of  the  House  that  emigration 
and  colonization  shall  stand  together. 
What  I  would  suggest  to  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  is  that  they  should 
meet  my  hon.  Friend  so  far  as  to  agree 
to  want  the  migration  in  addition  to 
emigration  and  colonization.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  migration 
means  much  more  than  the  conveyance 
of  people  from  one  part  of  the  country 
to  another,  but  does  not  the  same  defi- 
nition apply  to  emigration  ?  You  will 
not  say  our  duty  is  fulfilled  by  simply 
transporting  people  across  the  Atlantic 
and  leaving  their  settlement  there  to 
chance.  I  have  some  small  knowledge 
of  the  Highlands,  though  that  may 
have  been  acquired  in  following  pur- 
suits that  do  not  altogether  meet  the 
approval  of  some  of  my  hon.  Friends,  but 
I  can  assure  them  that  even  sportsmen 
have  their  sympathies,  even  sportsmen 
are  desirous  of  benefiting  the  people 
among  whom  they  dwell  and  with  whose 
assistance  they  enjoy  their  sport.  My 
belief  is  that  there  is  ample  room  for 
the  people  of  Scotland  to  find  holdings 
and  for  the  sportsman  to  have  his  sport 
in  Scotland.  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
two  things  are  necessarily  incompatible. 
From  all  I  have  seen  and  heard  I  believe 
that  the  very  greatest  benefits  would 
accrue  to  the  Highlands  from  an 
efficient  system  of  migration  that  would 
relieve  the  congested  districts  and  settle 
the  people  removed  in  some  other  part 
of  the  Highlands.  It  is  work  that 
might  readily  be  undertaken  by  a  body 
like  the  County  Council,  either  within 
their  own  county  or  in  conjunction  with 
another  County  Council  from  one  county 
to  another.  I  think  it'  my  hon.  Friend 
would  modify  his  Amendment  as  I 
suggest,  introducing  the  word  '*  migra- 
tion *'  and  leaving  the  other  words, 
it  would  receive  the  support  of  Scotch 
Members  from  both  sides. 

Mr.  ILLING worth  (Bradford): 
I  was  a  little  surprised  at  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  reserving  all  his 
energies  until  the  last  moment,  and  then 
getting  into  a  fit  of  enthusiasm  about 
trust  and  mistrust  of  the  County 
Council.  Why,  all  through  the  progress 
of  the  English  measure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  colleagues  were  con- 
tinually seeking  to  curb  the  power  of 


the  County  Councils.    Never  a  question 
comes  before  the  House  as  to  the  powers 
of  borrowing  to  be  allowed  to  a  munici- 
pal body,  though   the   outlay  contem- 
plated may  be  for  the  most  substantial 
purposes,  but  every  disposition  is  shown: 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  restrict 
those   local  powers,  though  they   may 
be    in    relation    to     essential    matters 
in     which     the     locality     would      be- 
greatly      benefited — in     reference     to 
water   supply,    gas,  roads,   sewage,  or 
any  purpose  of  general  utility  for  the 
people  in  relation  to  whom  the  municipal 
body  may  have  duties  to  discharge.      I 
confess  I  am  amazed  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  attempted  to  grapple 
with  the  enormous  power  it  is  by  thifih 
clause  proposed  to  give  to  the  County 
Council.     The  Lord  Advocate,  in  dealing 
with   another   point,    pointed   out   how 
unfair  it  was  to  fix  upon  one  branch  of 
a  subject  and  not  look  at  the   whole* 
question,  in  which  one  part  balanced  the 
other.     Now,    here   we    have  the    two- 
questions  of  emigration  and  colonization; 
they   cannot  mean  the  same  thing  or 
the  two  words  would  not  be  used,  and  I 
say   is  there  not  a  possibility  that  in 
some   particular   County  Council  there 
may  be  some  influential  members  largely- 
interested  in  some  scheme   of  colonial 
colonization,  and  will  they  not  use  their 
influence  for  the  purpose  of  inducing 
the  County  Council  to  embark  upon  this 
policy  of  lending  and  borrowing  on  the^ 
security  of  colonial  land  ?      It  is,  to  my 
mind,  a  higlily  dangerous  policy  for  a 
County  Council  to  follow.     Without  for 
a   moment   indulging    in    any   hint  or 
suspicion    of    anything:    of    a    corrupt 
character,    I     cannot   but    regard   thisr 
proposal     as    most    dangerous    for     a- 
County    Council.      Of  course    English 
Members  have  left  these  discussions  to* 
Scotch  Members  to  a  great  extent,  but 
this  proposal  goes  far  beyond  anything 
we  have  in  the  English  Local  Govern- 
ment Act  ['*  No,  no."]     Notwithstand- 
ing  these  expresi>ions  of  scepticism   I 
repeat  there  never  has  been  made  under 
any  English  Bill  a  proposal  to  enter  into 
such  a  scheme  of  foreign  land  purchase 
and  taking  security  from  abroad.    There 
is  no  more  safety  in  such  a  proposal  for 
Scotland  than  for  England,  and,  going  sa 
far  afield  from  local  government  in  thi»^ 
Bill,  there  is  no  telling  where  we  may  not 
be  ultimately  landed.  Why,  after  the  re* 
strictions  we  have  placed  upon  Municipal^ 
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W4f  »«*t.    I  •AJt*  it  *. it  Ijh#t  Irlriscrti  wii 

^//sor/^itUbd  V>  ^txti:fntL*:ioii,  I  bare  lo 
^t\^f^tm  hX  4JI  Vj  <fxziI;rnit3on,  for  I  be- 
iMrvf;  tL«E;  co^/z^i^  Lat^  a  ^i^ater  fstnre 
^^Uku  iiih  i/i^Aher  c/^ribtrj.  I  do  not 
<>bj^;t  t/>  ryy/*th r/i •ria  goiLg  v>  strengthen 
iiM  t'j»\/rtxihh,  I  ofiljr  a^k  that  joa  shonld. 
whiJ«r  you  nerjd  away  the  people  from 
th#!  'y/ri^eftt^;d  difstrictB  t/^  cultiTate  these 
praJr^e  iMndn,  aWj  promote  the  cultiva- 
ti//A  of  our  wahte  landfc  at  home.  I 
have  no  ohjiAlion  t/>  foreign  ry^ioniza 
ti//h  if  we  have  home  c^ilooization  too. 
I  l'>^;k  at  thiH  wAiUsr  horn  a  practical 
atari d[>/iint«  Vou  have  consented  dis- 
iri/HA  in  the  Highlandi),  and  you  have 
not  far  off  wide  belt*  of  more  or  less 
hrillh  land  where  men  liave  heen 
cleared  in  the  pant  t'i  make  room  for 
aheep.  'i'hift  clearance  of  the  land 
for  hheep  raining  wa««  the  original  cause 
of  tlie/^;ngehtion.  It  was  supposed  that 
•heeti  would  pay  better  than  land.  But 
the  If  ighland  landlords  have  long  since 
diw;overed  the  blunder  that  was  made, 
and  they  do  not  get  any  economic  return 
for  their  land  from  the  southern  people 
who  r;ome  North.  I  do  not  object  to 
Nport,  I  lilie  hjiort  myself;  but  I  do 
not  think  a  Yanlceeultrirnately  drinking 
oharnpjif^ne  and  shooting  deer  constitutes 
snort.  True  sport  is  never  without  some 
elnniont  of  danj^or.  The  value  of  land 
in  the  HighlandH,  the  scat  of  sporting 
estates,  huH  fallen  rapidly  and  is  falling. 
♦Mil.  HIMOAKKK:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man  is  dealing  very  discursively  with 
the  question  before  the  House.  He  can 
scarcely  raise  the  whole  economical 
question  of  rent  and  land  value  on  this 
question. 

l)u.  (JLAUK:  I  will  not,  Sir,  enter 
into  it  more  fully.  All  I  wish  to  do  is 
to  point  out  the  advantages  of  a  system 
of  migration  from  the  congested  districts 
to  diNtricts  where  land  purely  occupied 
J/r.  Illing worth 
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Is 

m  w    -     »  « 


done  vidi  ample 
of  eitetes 


wri^  iLe  0'jsz:r^  OyssgEl  coold  Ihit,  and 
•z:^fyL,  wLSdh  ihcj  e::)aL3  »Ecd«  dw  people 
tL€jrdgra::efrGc&  :he  ecg^wted  dutzieta. 
I  kz^:>w  t*df  is  the  casfr  in  CaidiBeaa,  and 
I  bfeliere  h  is   so  de&where.      Whj, 

,  thei.  sLo^ild  the  ohIt  ostict  be  Canada, 

.  Br^dfin  Col:::nbia.  and  ocher  oolonieay 
while  land  can   be  acqmied  at  home, 

,  a^d  where  the  TCcuritr  is  ample 
asi    more    under    tout    eontrol   than 

'  land  in  the  Colonies  ?  AH  I  ask  ia  that 


the  people  should  have  a  choioe,  that 

those  shonld   go  to  Canada  or   other 

i  Colonies  who  wish  to  do  so,   but  that 

.  others  should  hare  the  chance   of  re- 

j  cultivating  the  land  upon  whieh  their 

fathers   lived,    land    now  lying  waste, 

and  restoring  it  again  to  fertility,  to  the 

j  increase  of  its  value,  and  the  increase  of 

the   trade  of  the  country.     I  am  not 

J  objecting  to  emigration ;  all  I  say  is. 

I  give  a  man  the  choice  of  settling  upon 

land  at  home,  or  of  being  expatriated. 

Whatever  reasons  there  are  in  favour  of 

emigration  apply  with  greater  foroe  to 

home  colonization. 

81&  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  hope  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^ 
the  Member  for  Berwick,  will  be  aooep- 
ted.  I  do  not  object  to  the  word  oolo- 
nization  as  likely  to  do  much  harm.  I 
am  inclined  to  think  it  is  aurplusagOy 
because  you  cannot  colonize  a  man  until 
you  have  emigrated  him.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  enlarging  upon  Hie 
advantage  of  colonization  in  Panada, 
left  out  of  view  the  field  for  emig^tion 
in  Iowa  and  Dacota.  I  am  not  quite 
sure  whether,  if  you  assist  a  man  there, 
it  would  come  within  the  scheme  of 
colonization.  Indeed,  my  objection  to 
the  word  colonization  is,  that  it  smaoks 
of  land  companies  and  jobbery.  I 
would  have  preferred  to  have  the  word 
left  out,  but  since  we  are  to  have  it, 
then  I  think  we  might  very  well  aooept 
the  amended  suggestion  of  my  hcm» 
Friend  the  Member  for  Berwick,  and  add 
migration.  I  should  just  like  to  sav  a  few 
words  on  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  when  he  spoke  of  the  result 
of  crofter  emigration.  He  has  an- 
ticipated   what   may    be  done    by  the 
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Orofter  Gommittee.  The  work  has  only 
just  begun,  and  it  is  much  too  early  to 
speak  of  this  emigration  as  a  tremen- 
dous success,  as  he  has  done.  What 
evidence  there  may  be  I  do  not  know, 
but  this  I  do  know,  and  I  can  say  em- 
phatically and  without  hesitation,  that 
the  people  who  emigrated  from  the 
crofter  districts  were  not  of  the  poorest 
<!lass,  but  they  were  comparatively  well- 
to-do.  There  was  no  attempt  to  select 
the  poorer  people,  and  so  to  give  relief 
to  the  congested  districts  of  the  Mother 
Country.  The  emigration  was  carried 
out  by  a  Government  Agent  and  an 
Agent  of  the  Colonial  Government ;  and 
the  Colonial  Agent  practically  selected 
those  who  were  to  be  sent  out,  and  they 
were  selected  as  being  likely  to  benefit 
the  colony  rather  than  to  benefit  the 
Mother  Country.  It  is  absurd,  after  an 
experience  of  a  few  months,  to  speak  of 
this  scheme  as  a  success.  It  must  be 
tried  for  years,  and  then  we  shall  be 
able  to  decide  upon  the  success  of  it. 
At  present  it  has  been  tried  only  upon 
a  very  small  scale  and  with  selected 
emigrants ;  and  these  few  people  have 
been  petted,  made  much  of,  and  cared 
for  on  the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic,  as 
being  a  sort  of  decoy  ducks  of  the  Emi- 
gration Agent  and  the  speculative  land 
companies.  So  far,  there  has  been  no 
fair  test.  As  to  migration,  I  think  that 
something  might  be  done  by  doing  as 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Caith- 
ness suggests,  and  populating  those 
places  at  home  which  have  passed  out 
of  cultivation.  My  hon.  Friend  says 
that  in  Caithness  there  are  many  estates 
that  can  be  availed  of  for  this  purpose, 
and  for  this  Caithness  is  eminently 
suited.  It  has  a  soil  something 
like  the  Orkneys,  where  we  have  a 
model  system  of  small  cultivation  suc- 
cessfully established.  I  do  not  see  why, 
with  a  good  system  well  carried  out,  we 
might  not  make  of  Caithness  another 
Orkneys.  Migration  need  not  absolutely 
be  confined  to  agriculture,  I  really  do 
not   see   why    we   should    not   migrate 

Eeople  to  Glasgow,  where  they  would 
ave  an  opportunity  of  usefully  em- 
ploying their  labour.  Glasgow  wants 
labour  and  cannot  get  good  Scotch 
labour  ;  Glasgow  is  too  full  of  Irishmen, 
and  I  daresay  the  same  might  be  said 
of  many  other  towns.  Certain  it  is  that 
we  have  admirable  material  for  labour 


in  the  Highlands.  I  do  hope  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  agree,  while 
they  insist  upon  retaining  oolonizatioiii 
to  add  this  word  migration. 

Ma.  CALDWELL:  This  Amendment 
involves  two  things ;  the  omission  of 
colonization  and  the  substitution  of 
migration.  Now  the  objection  to  colo« 
nization  is,  that  it  takes  from  the  country, 
and  not  from  the  poorest  of  the  country, 
a  certain  amount  of  labour  and  energy, 
the  development  of  which  takes  place 
in  another  country,  and  the  value  of 
which  goes  to  that  new  country ;  it  is  of 
no  benefit  to  the  country  from  which  the 
emigration  takes  place.  Now  in  the 
case  of  migration  what  we  claim  is  that 
it  is  for  the  benefit  of  the  district  from 
which  the  labour  is  removed,  and  it  is 
equally  of  benefit  to  the  district  to 
which  the  labour  is  transferred,  and 
that  you  do  not  only  take  away  the 
most  active  among  the  people  but  you 
can  remove  the  most  necessitous  also. 
We  ask  that  the  people  should  be  re- 
tained in  the  counties,  and  that  the 
money  should  be  lent  by  the  County 
Councils  for  the  purpose  of  developing 
the  counties  themselves  and  promoting 
the  prosperity  of  the  people  within 
them.  There  is  the  greatest  distinction 
to  be  dra^n  between  giving  the  County 
Councils  authority  to  lend  money  that  is 
to  be  taken  abroad  for  the  purpose  of 
developing  a  foreign  country,  and  migra- 
tion, which  means  the  development  of 
the  country  itself  and  the  spending  of 
money  under  the  eye  and  supervision  of 
the  Local  Authority.  The  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  says  we 
are  anxious  to  limit  the  powers  of  the 
Councils,  and  that  was  rather  a  curious 
statement  to  come  from  him,  seeing  that 
while  he  is  ready  himself  to  give  the 
Councils  power  to  send  the  people 
abroad,  he  refuses  to  give  them  power 
to  migrate  the  people  to  different  parts 
of  Scotland.  He  is  ready  to  give  power 
to  carry  out  the  policy  of  his  own  party, 
which  is  to  send  people  out  of  the 
country.  What  is  the  clause  we  are 
going  into  Committee  on?  It  is  a 
clause  authorizing  the  County  Council 
to  give  advances  on  account  of  allot- 
ments. If  that  is  adopted,  why  should 
we  not  give  the  County  Councils  at  the 
same  time  power  to  migrate  the  people 
to  these  very  allotments  the  Councils  are 
to   acquire?    It  cannot  be    said  that 
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Scotland  is  over-populated,  seeing  that 
we  are  only  4,000,000,  spread  over  a 
large  territory.  We  have  plenty  of 
room  for  migration,  and  we  say  that 
before  giving  the  people  facilities  for 
emigration  and  colonization,  we  should 
take  into  consideration  the  large  extent 
of  territory  that  is  available  in  Scotland 
itself  for  migrating  the  poorer  classes 
from  the  islands  to  the  main  land.  All 
I  want  is,  that  if  the  County  Councils 
are  to  have  powers  in  the  direction  de- 
sired by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  they 
should  also  have  powers  in  the  direction 
vva  desire 

♦Mr.  PEOVAND  :  I  would  ask  leave 
to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

♦Me.  speaker  :  Is  it  your  pleasure 
that  the  Amendment  be  withdrawn  ? 
[6yw«o/'«No."] 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  114;  Noes 
74.— (Div.  List,  No.  248.) 

Dr.  CLARK :  I  desire  to  move  to 
insert  '*  and  migration,"  so  as  to  enable 
the  County  Councils  to  advance  money 
for  migration. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  Tlie  hon.  Member 
cannot  make  that  Motion.  If  the  last 
Amendment  had  been  merely  to  omit 
**  colonization,"  an  opportunity  would 
have  been  afforded  subsequently  of 
moving  to  insert  **  migration"  ;  but  as 
the  Amendment  was  to  omit  **  coloniza- 
tion," and  insert  **  emijj^ration,"  an'l  as 
that  has  been  negatived,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber cannot,  by  the  Forms  of  the  House, 
make  the  Motion  to  which  he  refers. 

Mr.  firth  :  Would  it  not  be  pos- 
sible  to  put  in  the  words  *'  at  home  and 
abroad  "  after  *'  colonization  "  ? 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  No;  that  would 
simply  be  an  evasion  of  the  Rules  of 
the  House. 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate, 
the  following  Amendments  were  made  : 
— Clause  65,  page  43,  line  1,  leave  out 
**  the  said  Acts,"  and  insert  **  this  Act"; 
Clause  65,  page  13,  line  3,  after 
**  borrow,"  leave  out  to  **  year,"  inclu- 
sive, in  line  5. 

Mr.  CALDWELL :  I  have  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  that  Section  67  be 
omitted,  and  I  refer  to  it  for  the  purpose 
of  calling  the  attention  of  the  Lord 
Advocate  to  a  suggestion  as  to  the 
County  Auditor.  In  ^Scotland  we  have 
an  Accountant  to  the  Court  of  Session 

Mr,  Caldwell 


who  is  a  paid  Government  offioialy  and 
I  leave  it  to  the  Lord  Advocate  to  say 
whether  this  person  should  be  referred 
to  here  or  not.  Without  moving  my 
Amendment,  I  would  refer  to  the  next 
proposal  to  leave  out  ''  seven "  and 
insert  *'  fourteen."  The  accounts  of  the 
County  Council  are  to  be  open  to  the  * 
inspection  of  the  ratepayers  seven  dear 
days  before  the  audit ;  but  in  Sub-sec- 
tion 4  we  find  that  the  ratepayers  must 
lodge  complaints  six  clear  days  before 
the  audit.  That  only  gives  one  day 
for  lodging  complaints.  If  yon  are 
going  to  hold  to  that  six  days,  then 
you  should  at  least  have  the  accounts 
open  for  inspection  14  days  before  date 
to  give  a  reasonable  time  for  the 
examination  of  the  accounts. 

Amendment  moved,  page  44,  to  leave 
out  Clause  67. — {Mr,  Caldwell.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  Clause  67 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  We  have 
had  an  immense  number  of  communica- 
tions from  officials  conversant  with  the 
subject,  and  this  point  has  never  been 
alluded  to.  Therefore,  I  should  not 
think  it  necessary  to  make  any  altera- 
tions in  the  clause. 

Mr.  HUNTER:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  can  hardly  have  followed 
this  with  his  usual  close  attention.  A 
ratepayer  making  an  objection  must  give 
notice  six  clear  days  before  the  audit, 
and  these  accounts  are  only  accessible  to 
him  seven  clear  days  before  the  audit. 
So  that  having  only  one  day  at  his  dis- 
posal it  is  clear  he  cannot  make  objec- 
tion. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  should 
be  quite  ready  to  consider  the  point,  but 
I  thought  the  hon.  Member's  observa- 
tions applied  to  the  first  point.  The  hon. 
Member  addressed  himself  in  the  first 
place  to  Clause  67.  On  the  second 
point  I  am  willing  to  meet  the  hon. 
Gentleman. 

*Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  Question  before 
the  House  is  to  leave  out  Clause  67. 

Mr.  CALDWELL:  I  withdraw  that 
Amendment,  by  luave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed  in.  Clause  68, 
page  45,  line  30,  leave  out  ''six/'  and 
insert  •*  two."— (i/r.  Caldwell.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
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On  Motion  of  Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Bobertson, 
the  following  Amendment  a  were  made  : 
—Clause  71,  pn);e  4H,  line  3S,  leave 
out  "  or  road  trustees;"  linen  40 
and  41,  leave  out  "  or  road  trustee;" 
page  49,  line  8,  leave  out  sub-eeotion 
(8)  ;  line  8,  after  "  eouncillors." 
insert  "or  members  of  district  com- 
mittees;"  Claune  74,  page  50,  line 
15,  after  ■■  purpose,"  insert  "of  this 
Act ;"  Clause  75,  page  51,  lice  23,  after 
"districts,"  leave  out  to  "highways." 
inclusive,  in  line  34  ;  leave  out  line  26, 
and  insert— 

"  in  tfae  caa?  of  a  couoty  caataining  fever  than 
six  pariahea,  or  which  has  not  been  divided  into 
diatricta  lor  tfae  purposes  of  the  managecaenC 
and  maintenance  of  highwHys  therein." 

Mr.  CALDWELL  :  The  next  Amend- 
ment ia  rather  an  important  one.  its 
object  being  to  provide  that  the  District 
Councils  shall  consist  of  elected  members 
of  the  County  Councils  alone,  and  that 
there  shall  be  no  representation  by  dele- 
gates from  the  Parochial  Boards.  The 
Lord  Advocate  himself,  I  think,  has 
supplied  to  ua  the  best  reason  for  the 
Amendment,  as  be  says  he  wishes  to 
have  continuity  of  policy  as  regards  the 
Commissioners  of  Supply.  Well,  as 
regards  the  Parochial  Boards  the  reason 
for  taking  the  administration  of  the 
Public  Health  Act  out  of  tbeir  hands 
is  that  they  have  mismanaged  the 
matter,  and  yet  the  proposal  is 
that  the  Parochial  Boards  shall  have 
an  equal,  if  not  a  greater  voice,  with  the 
County  Councils  in  dealing  with  mat- 
ters which  the  Lord  Advocate  says  shall 
be  dealt  with  on  the  District  Councils. 
At  present  the  members  elected  to  the 
Parochial  Boards  consist  for  the  great 
part  of  owners.  You  have,  as  a  rule, 
some  20  owners  to  seven  ratepayers,  so 
that  the  members  selected  by  the 
Parochial  Boards  will  be  representative 
of  owDers,aud  will  be  able  to  swamp  the 
members  elected  by  the  ratepayers. 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  is  to  pre- 
vent that  being  done. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  51, 
line  30,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
'districts,"  to  the  word  "  dlBtriot,"  in 
line  32,  inclusive.— ( ffr.  O-'liwdl.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  staad  part  of  the 
Clause." 
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Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  nse 
mainly  for  the  purpose  of  saying  that 
this  was  one  o(  the  questions  most  care- 
fully, deliberately,  and  repeatedly  dis- 
otts&ed  in  Committee.  The  boa. 
Onntlemaa  has  added  nothing  to  the 
arguments  which  were  addressed  to  the 
Committee,  and  I  do  not  think  I  should 
be  justified  in  occupyingthe  time  of  the 
House  by  goinif  fully  into  the  matter. 

Da.  CLAEK :  I  hope  the  Govern- 
ment will  make  some  modification  in 
the  clause.  This  matter  was  somewhat 
sprung  upon  us,  the  number  of  County 
Conncillors  being  given  to  us  late  in  the 
da;.  We  have  since  found  that  some  of 
the  counties  will  ouly  have  four  or  six 
parishes  with  20  Councillors,  while  in 
others  you  will  have  twice  as  many 
parishes  as  members  ofthe  County  Coun- 
cil. Some  parishes shouldbavemorethaa 
one  member  on  the  District  Committee. 
I  had  hoped  that  we  might  have  bad 
some  of  the  parishes  grouped,  and  not 
have  had  a  parish  of  a  quarter  of  a 
million  inhabitants  with  one  represen- 
tative. But  there  seems  to  be  no  relation 
between  taxation  and  representation, 
and  you  merely  take  the  counties,  some 
with  50  or  70  parishes,  and  some  with 
only  six  parishes ;  so  that,  in  some 
cases,  the  elected  County  Councellore 
number  four  times  the  number  of  tfae 
members  for  Parochial  Boards,  while 
in  oiher  counties  the  members  tor 
Parochial  Boards  number  two  or  three 
times  the  number  of  the  elected  Coun- 
cillors. 1  had  hoped  that  the  Qovem- 
ment  would  have  done  something  to 
prevent  the  County  Councillors  being 
entirely  swamped  in  those  counties 
where  there  are  a  number  of  small 
parishes. 

Sir  a.  CAMPBELL  :  Sir,  sometimes 
one  is  excited  at  night,  and  the  morning 
brings  with  it  reflection.  The  more  I 
think  of  this  matter,  the  more  I  think 
that  Parish  Councils  are  unnecessary  ; 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  you  are  spoiling 
the  measure  by  introducing  an  unequal 
and  unnecessary  elrtront,  an  element 
which  is  not  fairly  representative  be- 
cause it  is  not  uniform. 

*SiK  W.  FOSTER  :  I  would  appeal  to 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  to  re-consider 
this  matter.  The  more  I  have  thought 
of  it  the  more  I  am  convinced  that  the 
scheme  will  not  work  satisfactorily  in 
the  iatereste  of  the  public  health.    I  am 
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▼ery  anxious  that  the  initiative  in  this  : 
work  connected  vith  the  public  health 
should  be  given  to  the  County  Council, 
and  that  the  power  of  outvoting  should 
not    be    given    to    three    or    four    or 
half -a-  dozen  representatives  of  Parochial 
Boards.     It   happens  in  rural  districts 
that  certain  of  the  members   may  be 
interested    in    the  very   cottages   pro- 
posed   to    be    improved     because     of 
their    unsanitary  condition,  and    they 
obstruct,  and  the  work  is  not  done.     In 
England   this    difficulty    is    constantly 
cropping  up.   Whole  ranges  of  property 
are  pulled  down,  and   the  people  are 
driven  to  the  outskirts  of  the  town  or 
into    villages    because   it    would     cost 
the  owners  more   money  to  put  their 
property     into     a    sanitary     condition 
than     they    think     worth,    considering 
the  profits    derived    from    it.     If  you 
have  an    unequal    representation    like 
this  of   different    interests  in   different 
parts  of  the  country,  you  will  have  the 
work  done  efficiently  in  some  places  and 
inefficiently  in  others,  and  you  will  have 
friction  and  dissatisfaction  which   will 
necessitate  sooner  or  later  the   revision 
of  the  Bill,  after  it  has  become  an  Act. 
On  this  ground  I  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
to  give  some  further  consideration  to  this 
subject. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  143  ;  Noes 
86.— (Div.  List,  No.  249.^ 

Mr.  HOZIER  (Lanark,  S.) :  There 
is  very  naturally  a  strong  objection 
to  fighting  over  again  questions  that 
have  been  already  decided  in  Com- 
mittee, but  this  question  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  Assessors  was  never  discussed 
in  Committee  at  all.  It  therefore 
affords  an  instance  of  the  usefulness 
of  the  Report  dtage.  There  is  no  more 
persuasive  speaker  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate,  but  he 
is  also  able  to  realize  that  there  are 
moments  when  silence  is  not  only  golden, 
but  very  golden  in  Committee,  and  in 
moving  the  insertion  of  the  words  to 
which  I  object  he  made  no  regular 
speech,  but  merely  said  —  "I  move, 
Sir."  Yet  by  these  words  he  effected 
an  entire  revolution  in  the  relations 
that  have  subsisted  since  1857  between 
the  counties  and  burghs  on  the  one 
hand,  and  the  Treasury  and  Inland  Re- 
venue Department  on  the  other,  in  regard 
to  this  matter  of   the  api>ointment  of 
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Assessors.  According  to  the  new  pro- 
posal we  shall  have  in  future  to 
go  cap  in  hand  to  the  Treasury  to  ask 
as  a  favour  that  which  hitherto  we  have 
demanded  as  a  right.  The  original  Act 
for  the  valuation  of  land  in  Scotland  waa 
passed  in  1S54;  but  there  was  an 
amending  Act  passed  in  18i7.  to  which 
I  specially  refer.  The  first  clause  of  the 
latter  Act  says : — 

**  It  shall  be  lawfal  for  the  Commiuioaers  of 
Sapply  of  each  county  and  the  Magistntet  of 
each  bnrgh  in  :^cotlan(L  TeApectirely,  if  they 
shall  think  fit.  to  appoint  the  officer  or  officers 
ot  Inland  Revenue,  having  the  sarvey  of  the 
Income  Tax  and  Assessed  Taxes  witlun  tach 
county  or  burgh  to  be  the  assessors  or  ssscssor 
for  the  purpose  of  the  said  Act ;  and  such  officer 
or  officers,  when  so  appointed,  as  long  as  sacb 
appointments  remain  unrecalled,  shall  in  all  re- 
spects and  for  all  the  purposes  aforesaid,  stand 
in  the  place  of  and  shall  have,  use.  exercise, 
and  perform  all  the  powers  and  duties  of  the 
person  or  persons  whom  the  said  Commiasioners 
and  Magistrates  respectively  are  authorized  to 
appoint  for  like  purposes,  under  or  by  virtue  of 
the  third  section  ot  the  said  Act ;  and  in  snch 
case  the  expense  attending  the  making  up  of 
valuation  rolls  bv  such  officer  or  officers  shall 
be  defraved  bv  the  Commissioners  of  Inland 
Revenue,  or  as  the  Commissioners  of  Her 
Majesty's  Treasury  shall  direct  in  that  behalf.** 

There  is  good  reason  to  believe  that  this- 
was  proposed  by  the  Board  of  Inland 
Eevenue  themselyes,  because  they  were 
anxious  that  there  should  be  uniformity 
of  valuation  and  taxation.  30  counties 
and  45  burghs  have  availed  themselves 
of  the  permission  accorded  in  this  Act, 
and  have  employed  the  surveyors  of 
Inland  Eevenue  as  Assessors  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Act  of  1851.  The  ad- 
vantages of  this  arrangement  are,  in  th» 
first  place,  economy.  The  work  has  only 
to  be  done  once.  In  the  second  place, 
there  is  the  advantage  of  uniformity,  as 
between  taxation  and  rating.  Only  one 
Eetum  is  required  from  one  official, 
instead  of  people  being  pestered  by 
double  applications  for  double  returns. 
Moreover,  there  is  only  one  tribunal  to 
which  appeals  have  to  he  made  in  case 
of  dissatisfaction.  If  the  Lord  Advocate's 
Amendments,  which  were  introduced  in 
Committee,  are  allowed  to  stand,  the  op- 
tion will  no  longer  remain  with  the  public* 
It  will  actually  be  in  the  power  of  the 
Inland  Hevenue  to  deprive  the  counties 
and  burghs  of  the  services  of  the  Sur- 
veyors at  once  by  moving  them  from 
district  to  district,  and  so  compelling  a 
county  or  burgh  to  apply  to  the  Treasuty 


1161 


Local  Government 


{July  23,  188^}  {Scotland)  Bill. 


1162 


for  permission  to  employ  those  appoin- 
ted to  succeed.  This  is  in  no  way  a 
Party  question.  I  hope  to  have  *  the 
support  of  Members  in  every  quarter  of 
the  House.  Finally,  and  most  em- 
phatically, let  me  point  out  that  the 
whole  question  is  still  *uh  judice.  A 
Committee  on  Bating  and  Valuation  in 
Scotland  is  sitting,  and  has  not  yet 
reported.  That  Committee  has  had  this 
very  question  before  it ;  and,  as  far  as 
indications  go«  there  is  not  much  likeli- 
hood of  the  Eeport  being  in  favour  of 
the  view  taken  by  the  Treasury,  and 
embodied  in  the  words  which  by  my 
Amendment  I  propose  to  omit.  I  beg 
now  to  move  my  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  54,- line 
17,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "office," 
to  the  word  **  burgh,"  in  line  26,  in- 
clusive.— (1/r.  Bo%icr.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
BilL" 

Mr.  firth  :  I  think  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  have  consulted  the  Local 
Authorities  before  insisting  upon  a 
change  by  which  tl^ey  will  be  so  ma- 
terially affected.  I  would  suggest  that 
the  whole  matter  might  very  well  be 
postponed,  as  it  does  not  appear  to 
be  at  all  germane  to  the  present  Bill. 

Mr.  THOEBURN  (Peebles  and 
Selkirk) :  It  appears  to  me  that  this  is 
an  insidious  attempt  on  the  part  of  the 
Treasury  to  evade  a  responsibility 
which  at  present  belongs  to  them. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  can 
quite  confirm  what  has  been  said  as  to 
the  admirable  manner  in  which  the  exist- 
ing arrangements  have  worked.  But,  Sir, 
the  position  of  the  matter  is  this — the 
Assessor's  duties  are  not  entirely  local. 
He  has  to  make  up  the  county 
valuation  roll.  Formerly  the  counties 
paid  for  that ;  but  the  Treasury,  finding 
that  roll  to  be  the  basis  of  taxation, 
entered  into  the  arrangement  now  em- 
bodied in  the  Act  of  Parliament.  They 
said  to  the  Local  Authorities — if  you  take 
an  officer  of  Inland  Revenue,  then  we 
shall  pay  the  cost  of  making  up  the 
valuation  roll.  Over  and  above  that 
there  comes  the  Act  of  Parliament 
which  makes  the  Assessor  the  official  to 
make  up  the  Parliamentary  register. 
That,  again,  is  a  purely  county  function. 
For  the  expense    of    making    up   the 


valuation  roll  where  an  Inland  Revenue- 
officer  is  employed,  the  Treasury  pays;, 
but  of  course  for  the  registration  it  does- 
T  ot  pay,  and  there  you  have  this  pre- 
•     ament — that   the    officer    of  Inland 
ICo venue,  who  is  primarily  paid  by  the- 
Treasury  for  his  whole  time,  is  also,  to  a- 
certain  extent,  the  servant  of  the  Town 
Council.     The  Treasury  have  no  desire 
to  terminate  the  arrangement ;  but  the* 
present  change  of  functions  in  regard 
to  county  administration  has  suggested 
this  alteration .     You  have,  as  incident 
to  the  change  in  county  administration. 
yet  another  roll  of  voters  to  be  made- 
up,  and  the  duty  of  making  it  up  falls 
by  Act  of  Parliament  upon  the  Assessor.. 
That    implies  more  attraction  towards 
the   County  Authority  as  his   masters, 
and  more  remuneration  for  him  from 
that  quarter,  and  accordingly  it  detracts- 
from  what  I  may  observe  is  primarily 
his  duty  as  an  officer  of  Inland  Revenue.. 
Uuder  the  circumstances  the    Qovem* 
ment  have  proposed  these  two  simple 
changes.      The  first  is  that  where  the 
Assessor  is  an  officer  of  Inland  Revenue,, 
any   regulation    made  by    the    County 
Council  with  respect  to  his  duties  and 
conduct  shall  be  subject  to  the  approval 
of  the  Treasury.     That  means  no  more 
than  that  the  County  Council  are  not  to 
assign  to  him  duties  that  will  detract, 
or  take  him    away    from  his  primary 
duties  as  an  officer  of  Inland  Revenue^ 
without  the  consent  of  his  paymasters^ 
Now,  is  not  that  in  itself  a  fair  arrange* 
ment,   th^re   being  a  joint  interest  in 
this  public  servant  ?  I  think  it  is  neces* 
sary  that  while  one  body  has  to   pay 
him,  the  other  oueht  not  to  be  allowed 
to  throw   upon   him  any   engagements 
which  are  inconsistent  with  his  duties  to- 
his  paymasters.     The  other  recommen- 
dation of  the  Government  provides  that 
henceforth     it    shall     not    be    lawful 
to    appoint    an    Assessor    without  the 
consent     of     the     Treasury,     but     it- 
also  provides  that  such   consent   shall 
not    be    necessary  in  the  case  of   the 
re- appointment  of  an  Assessor.  Where 
you    have    got    an    officer    of    Inland 
Revenue  acting  as  Assessor,  the  mere 
circumstances  of  his  changing  mastere 
and  of  its  being  necessary  to  re- appoint 
him  from  time  to  time,  will  not   brings 
into  force  the  embargo  by  the  Treasury. 
That  seems  to  me  to  be  only  fair.    It  is- 
provided,    however,    that  if   a  Countjr 


1167  Uoal  Omfernment  {COMMONS}  (Scotland)  Bill.  1168 

hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  |  under  oertain  schemes  of  the  Eduoational 
House  who  understand  the  huge  evils  i  Endowment  Commissioners,  where  at  ike 
that  grow  up  under  any  system  of  pen-  ^3^^^  ^^^^^^  ^hey  charge  school  fees 
sions  will  help  us  in  Scotland  to  protect    *^  ^  o 


ourselves  from    the    introduction  of   a 
principle  wholly  foreign  to  our  Scotch 
traditions,    and    in    itself  wholly    ob- 
jectionable. 

Me.  J.  P.  B.  EGBEETSON :  This 
subject  is  one  very  fairly  open  to  con- 
sideration. The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  quite  right  in  flaying  that 
there  is  no  organized  system  of  pensions 
in  Scotland,  and  that  the  matter  is  open 
to  consideration.  The  question  is  not 
matured  for  settlement  with  regard  to 
the  Departments  of  the  Civil  Service  in 
Scotland,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
better  way  to  deal  with  it  will  be  to 
reserve  it  for  consideration  along  with 
the  more  general  question.  I  am,  there- 
fore, prepared  to  assent  to  theAmendment. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  CALDWELL:  I  beg  to  move 
the  Amendment  standing  in  my  name.' 

Amendment  proposed,  Clause  82, 
page  55,  line  10,  after  the  word  **  oflBce," 
to  insert  the  words** but  without  any 
additional  remuneration  therefor."  — 
{Mr.  Caldwell) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  EGBEETSON :  I  think 
it  would  hardly  do  to  provide  that  there 
should  be  no  additional  remuneration 
where  there  is  a  transfer  of  duties  much 
more  onerous  than  those  originally 
imposed  on  the  official.  I  think  it 
would  be  better  that  the  matter  should 
be  left  to  the  County  Council. 

Me.  CALDWELL:  I  should  have 
thought  that  the  Lord  Advocate  would 
himself  have  seen  that  this  was  reason- 
able. We  have  inserted  the  very  same 
words  with  regard  to  other  offices — 
namely,  that  the  officials  are  to  act 
without  any  additional  remuneration. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Me.  CALDWELL:  I  beg  to  move 
the  next  Amendment  that  stands  in  my 
name.  This  is  one  of  those  clauses  that 
was  passed  the  other  night  without  any 
discussion  whatever.  I  would  merely 
point  out  that  there  are  oertain  schools 

Mr,  EunUr 


in  the  elementary  standards.  The  ob- 
ject of  this  clause  is,  that  in  all  those 

schemes  where  school  fees  are  paid  lor 
the  elementary  standards,  the  money 
shall  be  applied  to  those  stan- 
dards that  are  above  the  elementary 
standards.  There  is,  however,  one 
omission,  and  the  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment is  to  provide  that  all  such  schools 
should  be  placed  in  the  same  position 
as  the  Board  Schools. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  55, 
line  2j,  after  the  word  *' school,"  to  in- 
sert the  words,  *'or  in  any  school 
authorized  under  any  scheme  of  Pro- 
visional  Order." — {Mr,  Caldwell.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Me.  J.  P.  B.  EOBEETSON :  I  cannot 
accept  the  Amendment,  as  it  does  not 
square  with  Clause  22. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  EGBEETSON :  I  beg  to 
move  the  next  Amendment  standing  in 
my  name. 

Amendment  proposed  in  page  55, 
line  24,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
**  applied,"  to  the  word  **  enacted, *'  in 
line  26  inclusive. — {The  Lord  Advocate,) 

Question  proposed,  ^*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Me.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) : 
I  should  like  to  have  a  word  of  explana- 
tion respecting  this  Amendment.  As  I 
understand  the  purport  of  it,  those  funds 
which  are  at  present  being  applied  in 
payment  of  school  fees  may  in  future  be 
turned  to  any  purpose  which  the  Govem- 
ing  Bodies  and  the  Scotch  Education 
Department  may  approve,  apparently 
without  any  restriction  whatever.     This 

is  giving  very  wide  powers  to  the  public 
bodies  and  to  the  Education  Depart- 
ment, and  I  would  suggest  that  some 
direction  should  be  given  in  the  daose 
as  to  the  purpose  for  which  the  funds 
should  be  used.  I  would  also  suggest 
that  some  provision  should  be  introduo^ 


(SeotUnd)  BiU. 
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for  ensuring  pablicitj  and  also  providing 
for  some  right  of  appeal. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  may 

saj  I  am  in  substantial  agreement  with 

the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  G. 

Campbell)    in  the  Amendment    which 

stands  in  his  name  a  little  further  down 

on  the  Paper.     The  object  of  the  clause 

is  simply  this.  We  have  set  free  certain 

funds  which  hitherto  have  been  applied 

in  payment  of  school  fees.  It  is  obviously 
desirable  that  no  inference  should  be 
drawn  from  that,  that  persons  who  have 
received  school  fees  are  deprived  of  some 
of  the  benefits  that  have  gone  along  with 
school  fees  in  the  administration  of 
certain  trusts.  It  is  manifest  that  the 
funds  which  are  set  free  ought  to  go 
to  other  purposes  which  are  most  like 
the  payment  of  school  fees  ;  and  the 
object  of  the  clause  is  to  carry  this  out. 

Mb.  HUNTER:  I  have  only  one 
remark  to  make,  and  it  is  that  I  hope 
the  Government  will  consider  whether 
they  cannot  apply  this  surplus  money  in 
aid  of  continuation  schools. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  55, 
line  29,  at  end,  to  add  the  words — 

**  Provided  that  when  funds  are  allocated  as 
aforesaid  for  elementary  education  those  funds 
shall  still  be  applied  for  elementary  education, 

or  for  technical  education  of   an  elementary  ingritutions.        I  do'  not    object  tO  th« 

character,  so  long  as  there  remains   any  ele-  ,  •        n     • 

mentary  education    for  which    fees   are  still  English  people  having  Christmas  Day 

exigible.    If  no  fees  are  still  exigible  for  such  and  Good    Friday,  or   whatever   other 

education,  or  if  after  paying  any  fee  so  exigible,  ^^5  s  they  wish  ;  but  the  only  day  which 

and  for  books  and  stationery  any  surplus  re-  jg  Jeally  kept   as  a  holiday  in  Scotland 

mams,  the  funds  or  the  surplus  so  remaining  t    ij      -^^  *^,    j^       i*w»xi^c»j  *u  >^u^/iij.»uu 

shall  be  devoted  to  such  other  purposes  (if  anyj  18  New  Year  S  l->ay. 

included  in  the  scheme,  Provisional  Order,  deed         rjn^^    House    divided  :  —  Ayes      180  ; 

or  instrument  as  the  governing  iKKly,  with  the  i^^^^  1  10 -.miir   T.iat    Nn   "L^W 

approval  of  the  Scotch  Education  Department,  ^^^^  1 10.— (UlV.  LilSt,  INO.  Zdl.j 

may  direct."-(5iV  G,  Campbell.)  Amendment  proposed,   in  page    58, 

Question, ''That  those  words  be  there    line  35,  after  the  word  *' election,"  to 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to.  add  the  words — 


which  iff  really  the  ffreat  heyday  in 
Scotland,  is  not  mentioned  at  all.  I 
do  not  see  why  we  should  follow  the 
English  Act  so  slavishly  as  to  adopt 
these  words. 

*Mb.  SPEAKER  :  Amendment  pro- 
posed. Clause  90,  page  57,  line  26,  leave 
out  **  Sunday  " — 

Mr.  CALDWELL:  No,  no;  Christ- 
mas Day,  or  Good  Friday. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  Does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  move  **  Sabbath  ?  " 

Mb.  CALDWEIJj  :  No,  Sir. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  57, 
line  26,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  Christ- 
mas Day  or  Good  Friday,"  and  insert 
the  words  "or  New  Year's  Day." — 
{^fr.  Caldwell.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Bill." 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  I  hope  this 
Amendment  will  be  accepted.  There  is 
something  to  be  said  for  Christmas  Day, 
but  Good  Friday  is  an  institution  totally 
unknown  in  Scotland. 

Mr.  hunter  :  I  hope  the  Govern  • 
ment  will  not  put  us  to  the  trouble  of  a 
Division,  for  divide  we  must  if  they 
refuse  the  Amendment.  I  object  to  this 
system  of  attempting  to  Anglicise  Scotch 


**  Or  the  limits  within  which  the  raliiation 

roll  for  a  county  or  burgh  is  made  up  as  at  the 

passing  of  this  Act,  or  the  right  of  assoMing 

Good  Friday,"  in  line  26,    and    insert    for  the  cost  of  making  up  such  valuation  roll  or 

•^  the  register  of  Parliamentary  voters  for  any 


Mr.  CALDWELL :   I  beg  to  move 
to     leave    out     "Christmas    Day,    or 


**New  Year's  Day."  Christmas  Day 
and  Good  Friday  are  unknown  ae 
Scotch  holidays,  and  I  do  not  see 
why  we  should  introduce  in  a  Scotch 
Bill    words     which     really    have    no 


county  or   division    or   burgh."— ^7%*   Lord 
Advocate,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment    proposed,  in   page  59, 
line  22,  at  end  of  Clause  97,  to  insert 


meaning  in  Scotland.   New  Year's  Day,    *^®  words 
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"  But  the  inhabitonta  and  ratapaysn  of  nicli 
police  burzh  shall  cease  to  be  liable  to  be  rated 
or  awesaed  by  the  County  Couucil  under  the 
Public  Health  Act."-(Jfi-.  CaldwtU.) 

Ameadment  Degatived. 

Amendment  proposed,  leave  out 
Clause  100.— (-Ifr.  J.  P.  B.  Roherinon.) 

Clause  omitted. 

Amendmeut  propoflt'd,  in  Clause  102, 
page  60,  liue  3)j,  to  add  as  a  new  para- 
graph— 

(Definition  of  population.) 

'■  Wherever  in  thia  Act  reference  la  made  to 
the  population  of  burjjha  or  police  burj^hs,  such 
reference  ahall  ho  deemed  to  be  made  to  the 
population  according;  to  the  Ceneua  of  1881, 
uniQU  it  Hhall  be  eatabliiihod  to  the  BatiafactioD 
of  the  Secretary  for  ^Scotland  within  10  days 
aCtor  the  puaaini^  of  thia  Act  that  in  the  c^e  of 
any  burgh  or  police  burgh  it  has  a  larger  popu- 
Utiou  aa  at  the  paasing  of  chia  Act.  luid  in  any 
such  case  auch  reference  shall  bo  taken  to  be  to 
the  larger  population  so  oatabliahed."— (?!« 
lerd  Adcooate. 

Br.  CLAKK:  This  Bmounta  to  a 
revolution  in  some  of  the  proTisiona  of 
the  Bill,  aud  I  think  the  Lord  Advocate 
might  tell  uB  how  it  is  proposed  to  deter- 
mine the  question  of  population  if  there 
is  not  to  be  a  census. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  have 
explained  this,  I  think,  about  six  times, 
and  the  proposal  has  met  with  no  oppo- 
sition. We  propose  a  much  more  flexible 
system  than  that  of  taking  the  flgures 
of  the  last  census.  It  is  proposed  that 
the  Town  Clerk  shall  produce  that  mo- 
derate amount  <d  information  that  will 
satisfy  the  Secretary  of  State  that,  upoi 
a  reliable  calculation,  the  Ggure  is  as 
stated.  I  do  not  imagine  that  Town 
Clerks  will  find  any  difficulty  in  doing 
this. 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  ; 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  consider 
whether  10  days  after  the  passing  of 
this  Act  is  not  too  brief  a  period  wherein 
the  Town  Clerk  is  to  make  his  repre- 
sentation ? 

Me.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  No 
duubt  at  first  that  would  seem  so;  but 
it  is  uecessary  to  set  the  machinery- 
going  as  soon  as  possible  after  the  pass. 
ing  of  the  Act ;  but,  in  order  to  obviate 

any  difficulty,  the  Town  Clerks  and  other 


{COMMONS)  {SeoOtmt^  Sm.  llh 

ofBoers  of  the  bargha  interested  will  be 
communicated  with  before  the  A.ot  pawe> 
in  order  to  give  them  time  to  miike  the 
necessary  preparations. 
•Mr.  ESSLEMONT  :  ^TiU  anjr  asnet- 
once  be  given  to  the  bnrgha  in  the  wmy 
of  suggestion  as  to  how  the  Secretaij 
of  State  may  be  satisfied?  A  oensns 
iritt  be  an  expensive  process,  and  it  will 
be  difficult  for  a  burgh  to  can?  it  ont 
Will  any  regulations  be  laid  down  by 
I  he  Scotch  Department  in  the  matter  P 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  BOBEBTSON :  It  is 
irregular  for  me  to  say  onythii^  more, 
but  I  may  just  add  that  thwe  will  be 
no  pedantic  adherence  to  rales  in  the 
case,  and  we  shall  be  glad  to  ^ve  any 
assistance  by  suggestion, 
*Mb.  ESSLEMONT :  I  am  qoite  satU- 
Qed. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendments  proposed,  in  Olatue  108, 
page  61,  line  9,  after  "  recited,"  insert 
"  or  under  the  provisioiu  of  onj  loosl 
Act " ;  line  12,  after  "  part,"  insert  the 
expression  "  Highlands  and  Islands  of 
Scotland,"  shall  mean  the  oonntiestrf 
Argyll,  Inverness,  Boss  and  Oronutt^, 
Sutherland,  Caithness,  Orlcn^,  and 
Zetland;  line  18,  leave  out  " except 
vhere  otherwise  expressly  pronded  " ; 
line  21,  after  "Acts,"  insert  "or die 
Valuation  Acts,"  as  the  case  may  be ; 
leave  out  lines  22,  23  and  34,  line  !t9, 
after  "  be,"  insert  as  a  new  paragraph  ; 
the  expression  "The  Valuation  Aeta" 
means  the  Act  of  the  seventh  and 
eighteenth  Victoria,  chapter  ninefy-one, 
and  any  Acts  amending  the  same. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Mb.  CALDWELL :  In  Clause  104 1 
beg  to  propose  the  addition  of  the  wad 
after  "fill."  ^LaugiUr.']  The 
object  of  my  Amendment,  which  appears 
to  afford  hon.  and  right  boa.  (>eotlMa«B 
so  much  amusement,  is  to  t 
accidental  omission.  The  meei 
"  and  may  from  time  to  time  f 
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vacanoy."     Of  course  it  should  be  ''  fill 
up  "  any  vacancy.     [^Laughter.'] 

Amendment  proposed,  Olause  104, 
after  **  fill  "  insert  **  up." 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  The 
sympathy  in  the  House  with  the  Amend- 
ment is  so  universal  that  I  feel  it  would 
be  in  vain  I  should  attempt  to  resist  it. 
[^Laughter,'] 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  Clause  106, 
page  64,  line  21,  leave  out  '^meeting," 
and  insert  ''and  second  meetings.'' — 
{Mr.  Caldtcell) 

Amendment  negatived. 

Dr.  CLAEK  :  I  have  to  move  the 
omission  of  Clause  107,  and  I  do  so  be- 
cause it  contains  what  I  recognize  as  the 
thin  end  of  the  wedge  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  English  Aldermen.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  has  taken 
credit  for  the  fact  that  in  Scotland  we 
would  not  hear  of  Aldermen  in  con- 
nection with  this  Bill,  but  now  we  have 
a  proposal  that  there  shall  be  a  larger 
number  of  non-elected  members  than 
you  have  in  some  of  the  English  County 
Councils,  and  in  a  considerable  number 
of  Scotch  counties  there  will  not  be 
more  than  20  elected  members.  The 
Commissioners  of  Supply  will  provide 
four  members,  but  the  Commissioners 
of  Supply  are  not  an  elected  body ;  they 
sit  by  right  of  property  qualification, 
and  the  number  four  is,  I  think,  out  of 
all  proportion.  The  original  project 
was  to  add  the  Convener  of  the  county, 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and  the  Chairman 
of  the  County  Road  Trustees.  To  two 
of  these  I  have  no  objection,  but  see 
how  the  arrangement  will  work  out  in 
Caithness.  The  Lord  Lieutenant  (the 
Duke  of  Bucoleuch)  was  appointed  a  few 
days  ago  the  Chairman  of  the  County  Road 
Trustees  ;  he  is  also  the  Convener  of  the 
county,  and  so,  practically  of  the  four 
Councillors  appointed  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Supply,  there  will  be  only  one 
who  will  have  any  practical  acquaintance 
with  the  business  of  the  county.  With 
the  increased  power  given  to  County 
Councils  in  regard  to  emigration,  there 
might  be  danger  in  having  so  many 
nominated  members  on  the  Council,  but 
I  hope  we  shall  be  able  to  fight  them 
upon  that  point  should  it  arise.  It  is 
simply  because  I  think  the  number  of 
four  is  too  many  nominated  members 


to  have  on  the  Council  I  oppose  Olause 
1 07,  and  move  its  omission. 

Amendment  proposed  in  page  65,  line 
4,  to  leave  out  Olause  107.— (2>r.  Clark.) 

Question  proposed  **  that  Clause  107 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  admit 
the  importance  of  this  question, 
but  it  has  twice  been  thoroughly 
discussed  in  Committee,  and  I  can- 
not say  that  the  hon.  Member  has 
advanced  any  argument  of  a  novel 
character  that  should  induce  me  to 
enter  into  the  controversy  again.  I  do 
not  think  any  useful  purpose  will  be 
served  by  my  doing  so.  Of  course, 
if  the  hun.  Member  thinks  that  after 
the  decisions  at  which  the  Committee 
has  arrived  it  is  his  duty  to  divide  the 
House,  he  will  be  within  his  right  in 
calling  a  Division. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

It  being  midnight,  further  proceed  - 
ing  stood  adjourned. 

Further  proceeding  to  be  resumed 
to-morrow. 

REGULATION  OF  RAILWAYS  BILL. 

(No.  338.) 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading,  read. 

Sir  MICBAEL  HICKS  BEACH:  I 
ask  the  permission  of  the  House  to  make 
a  short  statement  as  to  this  Bill.  The 
Bill  has  been  introduced  for  the  purpose 
of  enabling  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
enforce  the  adoption  of  certain  precau- 
tions and  certain  modes  of  working 
which  we  regard  as  greatly  in  the 
interest  of  the  Public  Service,  among 
them  being  the  block  system,  the  im« 
proved  coupling  system,  and  the  sub- 
stitution, where  necessary  for  the  public 
safety,  of  bridges  for  level  crossings.  I 
am  aware  that  it  will  be  quite  impossible 
to  pass  the  Bill  this  Session  if  it  is  really 
opposed.  I  have  had  several  communi- 
cations on  the  subject  from  hon.  Mem- 
bers, and  I  regret  to  say  that  I  have 
found  very  large  and  persistent  opposi- 
tion  to  our  proposals  with  regard  to  the 
coupling  system.  It  will,  therefore,  be 
impossible  for  me  to  proceed  with  that 
part  of  the  Bill  this  year.  If  the  Bill  is 
read  a  second  time  to-night  I  will 
undertake  in  Committee  to  strike  out 
the  coupling  clauses  and  to  fix  the  Com- 
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mittee  for  next  week.     I  beg  to  move 
the  second  reading. 
An  hon.  Membeb  :  I  object. 

Postponed  until  to  morrow. 

PASSENGER  ACTS   AMENDMENT  BILL 
[LORDS.]  (No.  327.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  this  day. 

LIGHT  RAILWAYS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

(No.  261.) 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  order  for  Committee  be  dis- 
charged, and  that  the  Bill  be  referred 
to  the  Grand  Committee  on  Trade. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.) :  This  is 
a  very  technical  Bill,  and  raises  very 
important  issues,  and  as  many  Irish 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
take  a  special  interest  in  the  Bill,  I  hope 
it  will  not  go  to  the  ordinary  Committee. 

An  hon.  Member  :  I  object. 

Postponed  until  to-morrow. 

STEAM  TRAWLING  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

(No.  335.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  this  day. 

MOTION  . 

PAYMASTER  GENERAL  BILL. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Jackson,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Acts  relating  to  the  office  of  Paymaster 
General,  and  to  make  better  provision  for  the 
discharge  of  the  duties  of  that  office,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Jackson  and  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  348.] 

INTERMEDIATE  EDUCATION   (WALES) 

BILL.    (No.  4.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

Clause  3. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
14,  to  leave  out  the  words  "County 
Council,"  and  insert  the  words  "joint 

Sir  Miclml  H%ck$  B$ath 


Education    Committee,    as    hereinafter 
mentioned." — {Sir  WHUam  Hart  Dyke,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
*  County  Council '  stand  part  of  the 
clause." 

♦The  vice  PEESIDBNT  op  the 
COUNCIL  FOR  EDUCATION  (Sir  W. 
Hart  Dyke,  Kent,  Dartford) :  When 
this  Bill  was  last  in  Committee  we  were 
discussing  the  question  of  a  joint  Educa- 
tion Committee.  Since  the  last  discussion 
I  have  had  the  opportunity  of  seriously 
discussing  the  situation  with  my  col- 
leagues, and,  looking  to  the  fact  that  the 
Amendments  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment will  make  a  vast  and  comprehen- 
sive change  in  the  whole  system  of 
intermediate  education  in  Wales,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  there  is  something  just 
and  fair  in  the  objections  which  have 
been  urged  irom  both  sides  of  the  House, 
and  therefore  we  are  prepared  to  consent 
that  the  joint  Education  Committee  shall 
consist  of  five  members,  three  to  be 
appointed  by  the  County  Council  and 
two  by  the  Privy  Council.  When  we 
come  to  Clause  6  I  propose  to  amend  it 
in  that  way. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Several  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  Clause  5,  page 

3,  line  10,  leave  out  from  *' taught,''  to 

the  end  of  line  24,  and  insert — 

*'  To  a  scholar  attending  as  a  day  scholar  a 
the  school  established  or  regulated  by  a  sohemis 
and  that  the  times  for  prayer  or  religions  wor- 
ship or  for  any  lesson  or  series  of  lessons  on  a 
religious  subject  shall  be  conveniently  arranged 
for  the  purpose  of  allowing  the  withdrawal 
of  a  day  scholar  therefrom  in  aocordanoe  with 
the  said  Section  16.*'— 5tr  W.  Hart  Difke. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
question." 

*Mr.  STUART  RENDEL  (Mont- 
gomeryshire) :  I  hope  that  when  his 
Bill  is  re-committed  the  Government  will 
re- consider  one  of  these  words — ^I  mean 
the  word  **day"  before  "sirfiolw," 
which  one  word  **day"  I  beg  the 
Government  to  omit.  The  qaestioiL 
of  boarders  is  one  about  which  tbe  feel* 
ing  is  very  strong  in  Wales.  The  Amend- 
ment, as  it  stands,  would  take  away  the 
Erotection  which  we  wish  to  confer  on 
oarders.  I  hope  it  may  be  poiaibb  to 
leave  out  the  word  ''  day." 
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Hx.  OSBORNE  MOBOAN  (Den- 
bighahire,  E.):  I  think  th«  right  bon. 
Qentleman  would  b«  rightly  advised  if 
he  acceded  to  this  requeet.  He  is 
hardly  aware  of  the  great  amount  of 
feeling  which  this  matter  has  excited 
in  Walee. 

•8ia  W.  HABT  DTKF, :  I  appreciate 
the  point  which  has  been  raised,  but  I 
cannot  accept  any  Amendment  virtually 
tending  to  widen  the  clause,  which 
already  extends  the  Cow  per- Temple 
clause  to  day  achoole.  If  this  is  merely 
a  question  of  verbal  Amendment,  so  as 
to  give  better  effect  to  the  sxiBting  pro- 
visions of  the  Endowed  t^chools  Acts,! 
will  consider  the  point.  I  cannot  under- 
take to  extend  the  clause. 

Ua.  T.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) :  Hay 
I  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ? 
I  think  it  would  be  rather  bard  if  a 
Nonconformist  child  were  a  boarder  at 
a  school  in  Wales  and  were  compelled 
to  attend  lessons  on  any  religious  subject 
in  connection  with  some  other  relif^ous 
denomination.  It  would  be  a  very 
email  change  in  the  Bill  to  allow  the 
child  to  be  withdrawn  from  such  inatruo- 
tion. 

VibootihtCBANBORNE  (Lancashire, 
N.E.,  Darwen) :  1  certainly  hope  that 
the  proposed  change  will  not  be  made. 
Though  I  do  not  belong  to  Wales  1  care 
for  the  interests  of  the  denominational 
schools,  and  I  certainly  think  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  bas  already  gone 
to  the  extreme  limit  of  what  he  ought 
to  do. 

Mr.  MUNLELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  The  intervention  of  the  noble 
Lord  appeus  to  me  to  be  singularly 
unfortunate.  The  right  boo.  Gentle- 
man's Amendments  have  changed  the 
character  of  this  Bill,  considering  the 
sharp  collisions  therj  are  between  Non- 
conformists and  the  Church  in  Wales. 
I  think  this  clauae  should  be  allowed  to 
extend  to  Board  scholars  as  well  as  day 
scholars.  The  Welsh  people  do  not  ob- 
ject to  religious  teaching  because  there 
is  no  part  of  the  Queen's  dominiona 
where  such  teaching  is  more  given  than 
Wales,  but  they  do  object  to  any 
p  articular  deaominationalte  ach  ing  being 
given  to  children  whone  parents  object 
to  it. 


Mb.  G.T.KENTON  (Denbigh,  &o.): 
The  noble  Lord  (Yiecount  Oranbome) 
has  thrown  an  apple  of  discord  into  the 
debate,  althougn  he  does  not  appear 
to  know  much  about  the  question.  I 
think  the  suggeation  made  from  the 
other  aide  of  the  House  is  well  worth 
the  consideration  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  I  would  suggest  that 
the  matter  should  be  left  open  for  oon- 
eideration  at  the  Report  stage. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to< 

Other  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Clause  6, 
•Sir  W.   HABT  DYKE:    I  beg  to 
propose  the  Amendment  standing  in  my 
name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  6, 
page  3,  line  34,  leave  out  from  "  Act," 
to  end  of  clause,  and  insert — 

"Tbeie  iholl  ba  appointed  in  ever;  count; 
in  Wales  a  Joint  EdacatJon  Committee  of  the 
County  Council  of  lucb  county,  consiiting  of 
three  persons  nominated  by  the  County  Coanoil, 
and  throe  persons,  being  persons  woll  ac- 
quainteil  with  the  uonditiona  of  Wain  and  the 
wanta  of  the  people,  Dominated  by  the  Loid 
President  of  HerMaJeaty's  Privy  Coimail." — 
{Sir  W.  Harl  Dyht.) 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  olauae," 
put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

8iK  HU88EY  VIVIAN  (Swansea 
District) :  I  desire  to  insert  after  "  wants 
of  the  people  "  these  worda,  ''preference 
being  given  to  peraons  resident  in  die 
county,  for  which  such  Joint  Committee 
is  appointed."  I  have  ooromunioated 
these  words  to  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
and  I  think  he  is  prepared  to  accept 
them. 

Amendment  proposed  to  proposed 
Amendment,  after  "  people,"  to  insert — 

"  Prefareace  beinej  sfiven  to  persons  remdent 
in  the  county  for«hi(£auch  Joint  Committee  is 
appointed."— (Sir  ffutity  Vipi-m.) 

Queatiou  proposed,  "  That  these 
words  be  there  inserted." 
*8iE  W.  HABT  DYKE :  Of  course 
the  Government  of  the  day,  who  would 
be  responsible  for  the  working  of  this 
Bill,  must  appoint  the  very  best  persona 
either  within  or  without  the  ooant<y. 
As  far  as  these  words  are  oonoernea, 
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however,  I  have  no  objection  to  that 
insertion  as  indicating  that  where  it  is 
possible  to  find  two  men  in  the  county 
to  represent  the  county  that  should  be 
done. 

Sir  J.  PULESTON  (Devonport): 
Would  not  the  same  principle  apply 
to  the  appointment  of  persons  by  the 
County  Council? 

♦Jib    W.    hart    DYKE :    I  would 
leave  that  equally  open. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  6,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  Clause  17, 
page  7,  line  25,  leave  out  from 
**  children,"  to  end  of  clause,  and 
insert — 

*' Or,  where  the  benefits  of  such  endowment 
are  divisible  between  two  counties  or  between 
the  counties  in  Wales,  or  any  of  them,  and  any 
place  outside  of  Wales,  then  means  so  much  of 
the  endowment  as  the  Charity  Commissioners 
may  determine  to  be  applicable  for  the  benefit 
of  the  county  of  the  joint  education  commit- 
tee. 

'*  {2.)  Any  school  or  endowment  of  a  school 
to  wnich  Section  75  of  *  The  Elementary  Edu- 
cation Act,  1870,'  applies,  and  any  endowed 
school  to  which  Section  3  of  *  The  Endowed 
Schools  Act,  1873,'  applies,  shall,  if  the  school 
is  in  the  county  of  a  Joint  Education  Commit- 
tee under  this  Act,  be  for  the  pnrposes  of  the 
Endowed  Schools  Acts  and  this  Act  an  educa- 
tional endowment  and  endowed  school  within 
the  county  of  such  Committee." — {Sir  W.  Hart 
Dyke.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

*SiR  W.  HART  DYKE :  Perhaps  I 
may  be  permitted  to  say  a  word  with 
regard  to  the  commencement  of  the 
operation  of  this  Act.  I  find  the  County 
Council  do  not  meet  until  November 
next,  and  they  would  then  take  action 
with  regard  to  this  matter.  I  would 
suggest,  therefore,  that  the  Act  com- 
mence in  November. 

SiK  H.  VIVIAN  :  Our  meeting  is  on 
October  l7th. 

*SiR  W.  HART  DYKE:  No  doubt 
hon.  Members  will  consult  with  regard 
to  that. 

*Mr.  8.  RENDELL:  I  propose  to 
move  a  new  Clause,  to  the  efi'ect  that 
the  Charity  Commission  should  report 
annually  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
the  proceedings  under  this  Bill  during 
the  preceding  year.  I  believe  such  a 
course  would  be  of  very  great  advan- 
tage to  the  working  of  this  Bill.  It 
would  stimulate  the  Joint  Committees, 

air  W.  Bart  Dyl^ 


keep  them  in  touch  with  one  another, 
and  conduce  to  the  harmonious  and  con- 
sistent as  well  as  energetic  operation  of 
the  Act  throughout  the  entire  Xingdom. 
♦Sir  W.  hart  DYKE  :  I  have 
drafted  a  Clause — 

'*  That  the  Charity  Commissioners  shall  in- 
clude in  the  Report  of  their  proceedings  under 
the  Endowed  Schools  Act  a  Report  of  their 
proceedings  under  this  Act." 

Mr  S.  KENDEL:  We  do  not  at  all 
wish  that  the  prooeedings  under  this 
Act  shall  be  included  in  the  general 
Report  of  the  Charity  Oonunisaioners. 
What  we  desire  is  a  special  and  sepa- 
rate Report,  and  I  trust  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  accept  my  new  clause. 
*SiR  W.  HART  DYKE  :  Very  well. 

Mr.  S.  RENDELL:  I  move,  then, 
the  following  new  clause  : — **The 
Charity  Commissioners  shall  in  every 
year  cause  to  be  laid  before  bom 
Houses  of  Parliament  a  Report  of  the 
proceedings  under  this  Act  during  the 
preceding  year." 

Question,  '*  That  this  clause  be  read 
a  second  time,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  ''That  this  clause  be  added 
to  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  as  amended,  to  be 
considered  upon  Friday,  and  to  be 
printed.     [BUI  349.] 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to  the  National 
Portrait  Gallery  Bill,  with  an  Amend- 
ment. 

NATIONAL  PORTRAIT  GALLERY  BILL, 

(No.  279.) 

Lords'  Amendment  to  be  considered 
forthwith  ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

FISHERY  ACTS  AMENDMENT  (IRE- 
LAND) BILL.    (No.  91.) 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

MERCHAN  r  SHIPPING  ACTS   AMEND- 
MENT  BILL.    (No.  889.) 

Bead  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  this  day. 

It  being  One  of  the  clock,  Mr.  Speaker 
adjourned  the  House  without  Question 
put. 

House  Adjourned  at  One  o'oIoQk, 
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NOTICE    OF    MOTION. 

SCOTLAND  AND  GOOD  FRIDAY. 
SiH  G.  CAMPBELL  CKirkcaldy):  ] 
beg  to  ;^Te  notice  that  ualess  the  Oo- 
remment  verj  eerioualy  re-conaider  thait 
pontioii  in  regard  to  violently  imposine 
on  Scotland  the  Englisli  Episcopal  and 
Fapistioal  institution  of  Good  Friday,  in 
uttei  disregard  of  the  spirit  and  intent 
of  the  Act  of  Union,  I  will  on  an  early 
day  move — I  will  not  say  the  repeal  of 
tbe  Union — but  for  such  a  te-arrange> 
ment  of  the  relations  between  England 
and  Scotland  aa  shall  make  sucli  an 
outrage  impossibls  in  the  future. 

ORDERS  OF  TRE  DA  7. 

LOCAL    OOTfiRNUENT    (SOOTLAlfD) 
BILL.    (No.  3».} 
Older  for  further  consideration  of  Bill, 
RB  amanded,  read. 

Db.  OLABK  (Oaithnesa) :  I  hare  an 
Amendment  to  move  in  Clause  118,  with 
the  view  of  making  it  quite  dear  that 
no  claim  for  compensation  shall  be 
raised  under  that  clause,  and  that  only 
existing  officers  who  are  entitled  under 
their  engagement  to  compensation  shall 

St  it.  I  wish  to  remove  all  doubt  on 
it  matter,  and  I  accordingly  propose 
the  insertion  after  the  word  "  offloer," 
of  the  words  "  who  ie  otherwise  entitled 
to  compensation."  If  the  Lord  AdTO- 
oate  objects  to  the  words  of  the  Amend- 
ment, perhaps  he  will  accept  the  words 
he  has  oAed  himself  in  Clause  117— 
VOL.  OOOXXXVIH.  [THisD  aniu.] 


namely,  suoh  compensation  "  as  he- 
would  be  entitled  to  under  his  former 
engagement."  I  cannot  say  that  upon 
these  matters  I  am  altogether  prepared 
to  accept  the  dictum  of  tbe  Lord  Advo- 
cate. My  eiperieiice  of  previous  Lord 
Advuoates  would  ecarcely  justify  me  ia 
doing  eo.  I  remember  a  case  in  which 
Lord  Advocate  took  a  different  view 
from  that  of  the  Scotch  Member* 
generally;  but  the  Court  of  Quarter 
Session  supported  our  view.  All  I 
want  is  to  make  assurance  doubly  snro 
that  compensation  will  not  be  given  to 
those  whom  it  is  not  intended  to  com- 
pensate. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Pftge  IS, 
line  30,  after  the  word  "  oEBcer,"  to 
insert  the  words  "  who  is  otherwise  en- 
titled to  oompensation." — {Dr.  Clari.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  thosfr 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Sib  Q.  CAMPBELL :  I  hope  the 
Government  will  accept  this  very  rea- 
sonable Amendment,  which  makes  the 
same  provision  in  regard  to  compensa- 
tion as  that  contained  in  the  English 
Act,  and  which  has  already  been  in- 
serted by  the  Government  in  a  previous 
olaase. 

Thi  lord  ADVOCATE  {Mr.  J. 
P.  B.  BoBKKTBoir,  Bute) :  I  should  like 
to  make  it  clear  what  the  object  of 
the  olanse  is.  By  Clause  117  we  have 
dealt  with  the  case  of  the  abolition  of 
any  existing  of^ce,  and  provided  that 
the  holder  of  it  shall  be  entitled  to 
similar  compensation  under  this  Act  to 
that  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled 
under  Ma  former  engagement.  Bat 
there  ia  another  claaa  of  caaea  dealt 
with  under  Olanse  118.  The  chango 
which  the  Bill  effects  is,  undoubtedly,  a 
la^e  one,  and  no  doubt  there  will  be  a 
certain  amonot  of  re-adjostment  of  work 
2  U 
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«Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
•<[o  not  think  the  hon.  Member  is  entitled, 
vpon  this  Motion,  to  go  into  details,  as 
he  is  now  doing,  in  regard  to  the  work- 
ing of  the  Allotments  Act  in  England. 

♦Sib  WALTER  FOSTER:  I  bow  to 
the  ruling  of  the  Ohair,  and  I  will  limit 
myself  to  warning  the  Scottish  Members 
that  the  working  of  these  clauses  will  not 
be  satisfactory.  I  have  shown  that  in 
other  cases  these  clauses  have  not  worked 
well.  The  argument  that  they  would  be 
likely  to  induce  landowners  to  offer  land 
for  the  purpose  of  allotment  is  not  a 
justifiable  one.  If  there  is  a  disposition 
on  the  part  of  landlords  to  offer  their 
land,  it  is  not  so  much  due  to  the  Act  as 
to  the  fact  that  the  demand  for  allot- 
ments on  the  part  of  the  labouring  poor 
is  steadily  growing,  and  landowners 
with  charitable  instincts  are  endeavour- 
ing all  over  the  country  to  meet  that 
demand.  I  do  not  want  the  same  con- 
dition of  things  to  exist  in  Scotland  as 
exists  in  England.  The  Scottish  pea- 
santry are  probably  the  finest  peasantry 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  and  I  should 
be  glad  to  see  their  independence  main- 
tained, and  that  they  should  be  able,  if 
possible,  to  live  in  greater  independence 
and  comfort.  But  I  do  not  want  to  see 
introduced  into  Scotland  a  system  of 
rural  and  politiccd  terrorism  such  as 
exists  in  some  parts  of  England. 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  am  sorry  to  in- 
terrupt the  hon.  Gentleman,  but  I  must 
point  out  that  the  House  was  not  dis- 
cussing the  clause,  but  only  whether  the 
Bill  shall  be  re-committed.  The  time  for 
the  discussion  of  clauses  is  in  Committee. 

*SiB  W.  FOSTER :  I  had  hoped  that 
the  Allotment  Clauses  would  have  been 
drawn  in  stronger  terms,  and  that  there 
would  have  been  some  means  provided 
by  which  the  compulsory  purchase  of 
land  could  be  effected,  and  that  there 
would  have  been  more  stringent  powers 
given  to  the  County  Councils.  If  the 
clauses  be  made  to  read  compulsorily 
instead  of  permissively  it  would  have  a 
better  and  more  far  reaching  effect. 
I  am  anxious  that  the  peasantry  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  owning  and  tilling 
land,  not  as  a  favour  conferred  by  the 
landlord,  but  as  a  right.  I  would  warn 
the  Scottish  Members  that  if  the  clause 
is  not  amended  it  will  not  meet  the  legi- 
timate wishes  of  the  Scottish  peasantry. 

♦Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling  Burghs)  :|I  understand    that 


the  question  now  before  the  House  at 
this  moment  is  not  as  my  hon.  Friend 
seems  to  think  the  second  reading  of 
this  clause,  but  the  re-committal  of  the 
Bill  for  the  purpose  of  considering  the 
clause.  I  gather  from  the  remarks  of 
the  Lord  Advocate  that  the  Qovemment 
are  in  some  doubt  whether  it  is  desir- 
able to  proceed  with  the  clause.  The 
clause  as  it  stands  is  certainly  not  satis* 
factory  to  the  great  number  of  Scotch 
Members,  and  it  will  be  necessary  if 
they  decide  to  proceed  with  it  to  extend 
it,  especially  in  the  direction  of  giving 
facilities  for  acquiring  ground  for  houses 
for  fishermen,  crofters,  and  others.  My 
belief  is  that  the  mere  question  of  allot* 
ments,  as  known  in  England,  does  not 
excite  much  interest  in  Scotland,  and 
that  the  principal  point  of  interest 
in  Scotland  in  connection  with  this 
question  is  the  power  to  get  a  larger 
portion  of  ground  for  other  purposes. 
Scotch  Members  are  willing  to  accep* 
the  clause  as  a  step  in  the  right  direct 
tion,  but  a  strenuous  effort  will  be  made 
by  them  to  extend  it.  If  the  Govern* 
ment  do  not  see  their  way  to  g^ant  this 
extension  it  is  for  them  to  say  whether 
they  think  it  desirable  to  go  on  with  the 
clause,  or  whether  they  will  prefer  to 
proceed  by  a  Bill  in  another  Session, 
so  as  to  deal  with  the  whole  ques- 
tion in  a  larger  and  wider  way. 
I  think  we  may  see,  from  what  has  been 
said  by  my  hon.  Friend  who  has  just  sat 
down,  that  some  of  our  English  Col- 
leagues will  have  something  to  say  on  the 
matter  from  the  point  of  view  of  English 
experience. 

♦Thb  first  lord  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  From  the  speeches  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  and  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Ukeston  Division  (Sir  W.  Foster)  it  is 
quite  obvious  that  Gentlemen  opposite 
desire  something  of  a  wider  scope  than 
the  clause  which  has  been  placed  upon 
the  Paper  to  meet  their  views.  The 
Government,  therefore,  have  to  consider 
what  their  course  ought  to  be  under  the 
circumstances.  It  is  impossible  at  this 
period  of  the  Session  and  in  the  interests 
of  the  Bill  itself,  which  we  consider  of 
great  importance,  to  enter  into  a  discus- 
sion of  the  whole  relations  of  the  popu- 
lation of  Scotland  to  the  land  of  Scotland, 
because  those  are  the  questions  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  by  their  Amendments 
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and  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Ilkeston 
Diyision  wish  to  raise.  The  Government 
have  endeavoured  to  meet  the  views  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  as  far  as  thev  could. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Stirling  Burghs  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman)  admits  that  the  clause  has 
some  value.  If  questions  of  a  large 
character  are  raised  on  the  clause  it  will 
be  impossible  to  dispose  of  it  in  the  time 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Government  for 
the  Bill.  We  are  anxious  that  the 
power  of  granting  allotments  should  be 
extended  to  Scotland,  and  that  many 
special  considerations  with  respect  to 
Scotland  should  be  taken  into  account 
with  a  due  regard  to  the  interests  of  the 
inhabitants,  and  also  with  a  due  regard 
to  the  rights  of  property.  Although  it 
is  unfashionable  now  to  speak  of  the 
rights  of  property,  yet  I  think  that  every 
subject  of    the    Queen    has    rights  of 

Eroperty  to  which  due  regard  ought  to 
e  paid.  In  these  circumstances,  there 
is  but  one  course  open  to  Her  Majesty's 
Gt)vemment,  and  that  is  to  remove  the 
bone  of  contention.  I  will  therefore  ask 
leave  to  withdraw  the  Motion  for  the 
re-committal  of  the  Bill  as  far  as  relates 
to  the  clause  dealing  with  allotments. 
It  is  with  very  great  regret  that  I  take 
this  course.  The  Government  will  con- 
sider the  matter  during  the  Becess,  and 
endeavour  to  submit  a  measure  which 
will  meet,  as  far  as  possible,  the  views 
of  hon.  Gentlemen. 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER:  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  njove  the  Motion  in  an 
amended  form  ? 

♦Mb.  W,  H.  SMITH  :  I  ask  for  leave, 
in  the  first  place,  to  withdraw  the  Motion 
which  has  been  put  from  the  Chair. 

♦Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :  As  there  is  some  difference 
of  opinion  on  this  subject,  I  should  like 
to  say  a  word  or  two  before  we  go  to  a 
Division.  There  was  a  good  deal  in  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  which,  in  its 
essence,  was  very  satisfactory.  If  we  go 
now  into  these  clauses,  it  will  be  an 
opportunity  for  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
put  forward  their  views  on  the  rela- 
tions between  the  people  of  Scotland 
and  the  land  of  Scotland.  It  will  be  an 
opportunity  for  that,  but  I  do  not  think 
it  will  be  an  opportunity  for  anything 
else,  because  it  is  certain  that  we  shall 
be  able  in  the  course  of  this  Debate  to 
get  the  dauses  the  Government  have 

Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 


put  on  the  Paper,  and  to  get  nothing 
else.  What,  on  the  other  hand,  do* 
we  gain  by  adopting  the  oonrse  t6- 
commended  by  the  Government  P  Why,. 
we  put  on  the  Government  an  oblim- 
tion,  which  I  am  sure  they  will  oe 
the  first  to  recognise,  to  bring  for- 
ward next  Session  a  Bill  suited  to* 
the  needs  and  requirements  of  Soot- 
land,  and  in  saying  that  I  beg  to  state^ 
that  I  do  not  for  a  moment  contend 
that  the  Government  are  bound  to  any 
particular  measure  as  coming  under 
that  category.  But  what  I  oonceiTe  the^ 
Government  are  bound  to  do  is  to  lay 
on  the  Table  a  Bill  which  they  consider 
specially  suited  for  Scotland  aooordinr- 
to  their  views  of  the  case.  Now,  I 
consider  that  an  extremely  valuable 
promise,  if  I  may  use  so  strong  a  word,. 
because  this  is  not  a  mere  general  pro- 
mise of  Scotch  legislation,  such  as  we- 
have  had  for  a  good  many  years  past*. 
Promises  of  S^tch  legislation  on  ar- 
similar  subject  meant  nothing  so  long- 
as  we  had  the  Universities  Bill  and  the- 
Local  Government  Bill  hang^ing  over 
us.  But  now  the  field  is  clear,  and  it  £»• 
for  us  this  Session,  as  far  as  we  can,  to 
see  what  measures  we  want  in  Scotlandy 
and  I  venture  to  say  there  is  hardly  any 
measure  in  which  the  Scotch  woula  take- 
a  greater  interest,  and  which  would  be* 
of  greater  service  to  them,  than  a  mea- 
sure relating  to  land.  We  have  already 
placed  before  the  House  our  views  onr 
the  subject.  Scotch  Members,  muob 
more  familiar  with  Scotland  than 
myself,  have  done  it  at  consider- 
able length,  and  with  great  sucoess,. 
interesting  the  House  very  much.  The 
Government  know  what  is  wanted  by 
Scotch  Members  in  these  particulars, 
and  I  earnestly  trust  that  the  result  of* 
the  short  discussion  we  have  had  to-day 
will  be,  that  we  may  have  a  Bill  from* 
the  Government  such  as  we  all  desire  to 
see.  Under  these  circumstances,  L  for 
one,  shall  vote  with  the  right  hon^ 
Gentleman,  when  he  proposes  to  with- 
draw this  Motion. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  One  thing  is: 
very  clear,  that  the  Gt>vemment  are- 
only  too  glad  to  get  rid  of  the  dause. 
They  rashly  gave  a  promise  to  put  in 
these  clauses,  and  they  are  willing  to* 
give  in  at  the  first  breath  of  opposi- 
tion which  comes  from  an  Eufflisb 
Member.  I  have  sat  with  my  non^ 
Friend  on  the  Small  Holdings  Oom*- 
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mittee,  and  have  paid  attention  to  the 
working  of  the  allotments  Bill  in 
England,  and  I  do  not  agree  with  my 
lion.  Friend  that  the  measure  has  been 
« total  failure.  There  has,  I  think,  been 
overwhelming  eridenoe  before  the  Allot- 
ments Committee,  that  in  some  oases 
directly,  but  generally  speaking  indi- 
Tectly,  it  has  been  of  great  use.  It  has 
prevented  collisions  between  landlords 
and  Local  Authorities  on  the  subject  of 
Ae  increase  of  allotments.  I  have 
great  respect  for  my  hon.  Friend,  but  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  his  feelings 
«re  influenced  by  the  circumstance  that 
ihe  measure  comes  from  what  we  con- 
sider a  tainted  source.  I  must  dissent 
from  him  in  so  entirely  depreciating  that 
Bill.  For  my  part,  I  also  regret  what 
^as  been  said  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  Front  Bench,  especially  what  has 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ihe  Member  for  Glasgow.  I  accepted  the 
view  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stirling,  that 
^e  should  rather  have  this  Allotment 
Bill  than  no  Bill  at  all.  I  admit  that  it 
is  not  a  complete  Bill,  and  that  it  does 
iiot  do  all  that  we  could  desire  it  to  do, 
but  I  think  that  half  a  loaf  is  better 
than  no  bread,  and  as  to  the  consolation 
that  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  me  Treasury  gave  us — and 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Glasgow  accepted  so  readily 
—that  we  were  to  have,  next  Session,  a 
Bill  dealing  with  the  question,  I  am 

flad  to  hear  it ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
think  that  a  bird  in  the  hand  is  worth 
•two  in  the  bush.  We  know  what  is 
likely  to  happen  in  regard  to  Scotch 
Bills.  When  we  ask  iot  a  measure, 
'Say  next  year,  we  shall  be  told  that  we 
have  had  a  Scotch  Session.  And  we 
have  had  a  Scotch  Session,  having  been 
allowed  to  go  into  Scotch  business  at 
ihe  end  of  July  when  all  other  business 
has  been  cleared  away.  The  Member 
for  Stirling  alluded  to  the  g^eat  ques- 
tions to  be  raised  in  the  Bill.  For  my 
part,  I  do  not  know  that  great  questions 
4ure  to  be  raised.  My  Amendments  are 
all  that  are  on  the  Paper,  I  think,  or 
nearly  so ;  and  these  Amendments,  with 
•one  exception,  come  under  the  descrip- 
tion of  the  Lord  Advocate  as  forming  an 
adaptation  of  the  English  Bill. 

*Mr.  speaker  :  The  question  before 
the  House  is  that  the  Motion  be  with- 
<drawn. 

Sib  O.  CAMPBELL:  I  only  desire 
io  say  that  I  should  be  willing  to  with- 


draw the  Amendments  that  di£fer  from 
the  English  Bill  in  order  that  we  may 
pass  a  clause  corresponding  to  the 
English  clause.  Though  we  have  not 
in  Scotland  allotments  under  the  name 
of  allotments  we  have  in  many  villages 
what  is  called  ''  acred  land." 
♦Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  Then  I  would 
only  express  my  willingness  to  with- 
draw the  Amendments  standing  in  mj 
name  which  are  not  taken  from  the 
English  Bill. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritohie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  I  do 
not  propose  to  go  into  the  question 
of  the  English  BiU,  but  I  entirely  agree 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down  as  to  the  effect  which  the  Eng- 
lish Act  has  had.  It  has  been  eminently 
valuable  at  all  points.  My  chief  pur- 
pose in  rising,  however,  was  to  say  that 
there  should  be  no  misunderstand- 
ing  as  to  what  the  pledge  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  was.  The  Government 
recognise,   looking  at  the  opinion  ex- 

Sressed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
[ember  for  Stirling,  and  at  the  indioa* 
tions  which  followed  from  Scotch  Mem- 
bers, that  it  is  perfectly  clear  that  there 
is  something  more  in  the  minds  of  Scotdi 
Members  in  connection  with  this  matter 
than  the  provisions  which  refer  to  Eng- 
land. Looked  at  from  a  Scotch  point 
of  view,  it  is  simply  an  allotment 
measure.  That  being  so.  it  is  evident 
there  is  no  chance  of  giving  satisfac- 
tion to  Scotch  Members  by  trying  to 
push  forward  and  to  pass  the  clause 
which  has  been  put  on  the  Paper.  The 
Government  feel,  therefore,  that  it  would 
be  very  much  better  for  them  to  consider 
the  whole  subject  in  connection  particu- 
larly with  Scotland,  and  to  endeavour 
to  frame  some  measure  on  lines  whioh 
would  be  satisfactory  to  Scotch  opinion 
generally.  We  shall,  of  course,  keep 
our  promise,  and  if  we  can  see  our  way 
to  introduce  such  a  measure  next  Ses- 
sion we  shall  be  extremely  glad  to  do 
so.  We  recognize,  and  recogpiize  fully, 
that  it  will  be  in  the  interest  not  only  of 
Scotland  but  of  ourselves  if  we  can  bring 
forward  a  measure  which  will  be  fairly 
satisfactory  to  Scotch  Members.  We 
hope  we  may  be  able  to  introduce  that 
measure,  and  carry  it  next  Session ;  but 
I  trust  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Glasgow  will  not  seek  to 
carry  tlie  pledge  further  than  that.  The 
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Gtoyemment  cannot,  of  course,  at  this 
stage  pledge  themselves  as  to  what 
measures  will  be  introduced  next  Ses- 
sion ;  but  they  will  consider  the  whole 
question  and  see  what  can  be  done. 

♦Sir  G.  TREVELYAN:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech  is  as  clear  and 
precise  as  a  Minute,  and  no  one  can  wish 
to  go  outside  it. 

♦Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) : 
As  representing  a  Scottish  county  con- 
stituency, perlutps  I  may  be  allowed 
to  say  a  word  on  the  Motion  to 
withdraw  the  clause.  I  desire  to 
express  in  a  single  word  my  en- 
tire agreement  with  what  was  said  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Stirling,  that  the  circumstances  of  Scot- 
land and  of  Scottish  counties  in  regard 
to  fishermen's  dwellings  and  other  sub- 
jects connected  with  the  land  are 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER :  I  am  sorry  again  to 
have  to  interrupt  an  hon.  Member.  But 
I  must  point  out  that  the  Motion  is  not 
to  withdraw  the  clause,  but  to  withdraw 
the  Motion  for  going  into  Committee  in 
respect  of  the  clause. 

♦Mb.  ESSLEMONT :  On  that  question 
I  must  say  that  I  agree  with  what  has 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Stirling,  and  do  not  concur  in  the  views 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy.  I  Hope  that, 
considering  the  promise  the  Government 
have  given  to  bestow  fair  consideration 
on  this  question,  and  considering  that 
all  responsibility  will  be  on  the  Govem- 
meot,  we  shall  take  no  exception  to  the 
course  they  propose. 

Mb.  HALLEY  STEWART  (Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding) :  As  there  is  an  Amend- 
ment down  in  my  name — the  first  on  the 
list — I  rise  to  say  that  I  should  be 
happy  to  withdraw  it  if  it  is  in  the  way 
of  the  passing  of  the  clause.  I  say 
frankly  that  I  was  prepared  to  move  a 
considerable  number  of  Amendments, 
but  rather  than  imperil  the  passing  of 
this  clause  I  would  refrain.  Last  year 
when  the  Local  Government  Bill  was 
before  the  House  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  told  us  that  we  should  this 
year  have  a  District  Councils  Bill.  Un- 
fortunately, however,  a  Minister  pro* 
poses  and  the  Government  as  a  whole 
disposes  of  all  these  questions.  Though 
I  do  not  wish  to  challenge  the  intentions 
of  the  individual  Ministers  who  have 
promised  us  an  Allotments  Act  next 
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Session,  I  very  much  question  wheflie'' 
next  Session  we  shall  not  find  oiitm1v6» 
in  the  same  position  with  regard  to  that 
Act  that  we  find  ourselves  in  with  regaid 
to  the  District  Ooundls  Act.  I  hope  the 
Government  will  carry  out  this  ebuiss. 

Db.  CLARK:  I  must  say  I  regi^ 
the    course    taken   by  the  two    Aont 
Benches.     It  was  two  years  ago  that- 
the    Allotments  Bill   was  brought   in,. 
and  at  that  time  I  moved  an  Amendmsiik 
to  the  effect  that  the  Measure  shonU 
apply  to  Scotland.      That  Amendment 
was  accepted  originally,  but  afterwards- 
struck  out  at    3  or  4  o'olook  in  the- 
morning,  on  the  understanding  that  we 
were  to  get  a  Bill  for  Scotland.       WeD,. 
we  have  not  had  that  Scotch  Bill  yet^ 
and  I  have  no  doubt  the  Gk>yemmsnt 
will  be  able  to  find  plenty  of  excuses  lor 
not  bringing  in  a  BUI  next  Session.      I 
am  prepared  to  take  the  matter  step  hf 
step.      I  do  not  expect  much  from  toe- 
present    Government;    I    expeot  more 
from     the     Government      tnat      will 
succeed  them;   but  I  am   prepared  to- 
accept  whatever  the  Government  oad 
give  us.    Next  year  if  they  can  bring- 
in  a  Bill  to  give  us  allotments  and  smsu. 
holdings  I  shall  be  surprised;   but  I 
shall  be  glad  to  be  surprised. 

«Mb.  SPEAEEB:  H  the  Motion  t^ 
withdraw  the  clause  is  objeoted  to,  X 
shall  have  to  put  the  question  in  4 
different  form,  otherwise,  if  the  Go- 
vernment were  to  gain  their  point  on  a. 
Division  the  House  would  be  in  ex- 
actly the  same  position  it  is  in  now.  Is 
it  your  pleasure  that  the  Amendment  b» 
withdrawn  ?    [  Criee  of  "  No."] 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  onfc 
the  words  ''and  in  respect  of  anew 
Clause  (County  Council  to  have  power  to- 
take  land.) — {Mr,  Solicitor' Geturdl  fer 
Scotland,) 

Question  put,  **  That  the  words  jpro* 

g)sed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the* 
uestion." 

The  House  divided  : — ^Ayes  61  ;  Noes* 
152.— (Div.  List,  No.  253.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed*. 

Mb.  CALDWELL :  I  have  an  Amend-^ 
ment  down  to  re-conmiit  the  Bill  also  i& 
respect  of  Clause  19,  for  the  purpose  of 
amending  the  clause  in  such  a  way  as  to- 
place  Scotland  in  the  same  positiaB^' 
pecuniarily,a8  England  is  in  witn  re^ttdi 
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to  licenses — that  is  ta  say,  that  the 
amount  of  licenses  shall  be  given  for 
the  current  year  to  Scotland  as  is  the 
case  in  England.  We  are  only  getting 
£265,600  in  respect  of  these  grants,  ana 
if  we  were  placed  in  the  same  position 
as  England  we  should  get  £57,000  more. 
If  the  Government  do  not  see  their 
way  to  accept  my  proposal,  I  would 
leave  it  to  them  to  equalise  the  pay- 
ment to  Scotland  in  some  other  way. 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  would  point  out 
that  this  is  a  matter  for  the  OhanceUor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  not   in   order    in    moving  the 

Amendment.  

Mb.  CALDWELL:  I  am  aware  of 
that.  Sir  ;  but  I  desire  to  draw  the  at- 
tention of  the  Government  to  the 
matter,  and 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!— 
there  is  no  Question  before  the  House. 

♦Mb.  LYELL  (Orkney  and  Shetland): 
There  is  a  proposal  on  the  Paper  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wick 
(Mr.  Macdonald  Cameron)  —  namely, 
as  an  Amendment  to  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate's Motion,  at  end  to  add  "  and  also 
in  respect  of  a  new  Clause  (Payment  of 
travelling  expenses  to  County  Coun- 
cillors within  those  counties  to  which 
'The  Crofter  (Scotland)  Act,  1886,' 
applies.")  I  desire  to  move  the 
first  part  of  this  Amendment  down  to 
*<  Councillors."  This  matter  has  been 
left  open  to  this  final  stage  owinff  to 
some  misunderstanding  with  the  Lord 
Advocate.  I  think  it  was  understood 
that  he  was  to  consider  the  matter  be- 
fore the  Report  stage.  The  cost  of  my 
proposal  would  not  be  much — probably, 
not  more  than  £d00  per  annum — and 
yet  it  would  conduce  greatly  to  the 
efficiency  of  the  County  Council. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of 
the  Question,  to  add  the  words  **  and 
also  in  respect  of  a  new  Clause  (Pay- 
ment of  travelling  expenses  to  County 
OounciUors.")—(  ATr.  LyeU.) 

Question  proposed  ''That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  macdonald  CAMERON 
(Wick) :  I  beg  to  move,  as  an  Amendment 
the  addition  which  stands  in  my  name 
on  the  Paper,  whereby  the  Bill  will  be 
further  committed  in  respect  to  a  new 
clause,  providing  for  the  payment  of 
travelling  expenses  of  County  Council- 
lors within  those  counties  to  which  the 


Crofters'  Act  applies.  I  know  from 
what  the  Lord  Advocate  has  stated  that 
the  Oovemment  are  not  inclined  to 
agree  to  this  proposal ;  but,  as  I  have 
pointed  out  on  a  previous  occasion, 
there  are  special  conditions  in  the 
Highlands  of  Scotland  which  make  it 
almost  absolutely  necessary  that  some* 
thing  of  the  kind  should  be  introduced 
into  this  Bill.  We  know  that  there  are 
men  in  different  parts  of  the  Highlands 
who,  when  elected  as  Councillors, 
would  have  to  travel  very  long  dis- 
tances to  and  from  the  Council  meetings, 
and  it  is  only  fair  that  in  their  case  we 
Government  should  accept  some  pro- 
position of  this  kind. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  at  the  end  thereof  to  add 
the  words — 

''Within  those  oounties  to  which  the 
Oroften  rSootland)  Act,  1886,  applies)."- (ifr. 
MaedontUd  Cameron,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those 
words  be  there  added  in  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  The 
proposals  of  the  two  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  have  just  spoken  illustrate  the 
difficulty  and  complexity  of  the  matter 
with  which  we  have  to  deal.  The  hon* 
Member  for  Orkney  and  Shetland  (Mr, 
lorell)  proposes  one  thing  and  the  hon* 
Member  for  Wick  (Mr.  Macdonald 
Cameron)  proposes  another;  and  the 
latter  hon.  Gentleman  told  the 
House  that  he  knew  from  me 
the  Gk>vernment  would  not  assent 
to  his  Amendment.  What  I  said 
when  the  Bill  was  in  Committee  was 
that  I  thought  it  might  be  possible  to 
make  some  provision  in  certain  cases  by 
which  the  travelling  expenses  of  those 
who  will  be  called  on  to  go  very  long 
distances  might  be  met.  The  hoi. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wick  haa 
referred  to  a  private  conversation  which 
passed  between  us  on  this  subject. 
What  I  said  to  him  was  that  I  haa  an 
idea  that  the  matter  was  one  requiring 
consideration,  and  that  I  must  consult 
my  Colleagues  on  the  subject ;  but  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  better  put  down 
an  Amendment  on  the  Paper.  How- 
ever, the  subject  being,  as  I  have  said, 
a  very  complex  one,  the  view  which  I 
expressed  with  regard  to  it  in  Committee 
did  not  meet  with  general  acceptance, 
hon.  Members  finding  themselves  un- 
able to  distinguish  between  the  needs 
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'oreation    of   aa    exceptional    privilege 
with  regard  to  that  class  of  expenditure. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  as  amended,  and  con- 
sidered as  amended  (Queen's  consent 
signified). 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  Bill  he 
now  read  a  third  time." 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  T  think  the 
House  will  admit  that  this  Bill  has  been 
most  fully  and  carefully  considered  on 
both  sides  of  the  House.  There  has 
been  a  large  amount  of  time  given  to  it, 
but  not,  I  think,  an  unreasonable 
amount,  having  regard  to  the  great  im- 

r»rtance  of  its  subject ;  and,  therefore, 
trust  that  I  shall  not  be  thought  to  be 
asking  for  anything  that  is  unfair,  look- 
ing at  the  period  of  the  Session  and  the 
very  important  business  to  be  disposed 
of,  if  I  request  the  House  to  allow  the 
Bill  now  to  be  read  a  third  time.  I  do 
not  think  that  the  House  either  would 
desire  to  effect,  or  could  effect,  any  con- 
siderable alteration  of  the  Bill  on  the 
Third  Eeading  stage.  On  the  contrary, 
there  has  been  every  indication  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  that,  although  there 
may  be  considerable  difference  of  opinion 
as  to  its  provisions,  some  thinking  that 
it  does  not  go  quite  far  enough  and 
some  desiring  to  make  it  a  larger  mea- 
sure, still,  taking  it  as  it  is,  there  is  a 
universal  desire  it  should  pass;  and 
under  those  circumstances  I  hope  I  am 
not  asking  too  much  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  third  time. 

*Me.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
I  hope  the  House  will  agree  to  the 
Motion  without  difficulty.  I  trust  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  able  to 
arrange  for  having  the  Bill  printed  im- 
mediately as  it  stands,  in  order  that  our 
constituents  in  Scotland  may  know  what 
are  its  provisions.  Before  passing  from 
the  subject  I  wish  to  congratulate  the 
Lord  Advocate  personally  on  the  success 
which  has  attended  his  labours ;  and  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  the  passing 
of  the  measure  in  the  form  in  which  it 
now  stands  is  largely  due  to  the  g^eat 
care,  courtesy,  and  ability  which  the 
Lord  Advocate  has  displayed. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL:  I  am 
very  willing  that  the  Bill  should  now  be 
read  a  third  time  as  we  have  done  our 
beet  to  amend  it,  and  could  not  hope  to 
amend  it  further  now.  I  only  wish  to 
say  a  word  as  to  a  question  to  which  I 
attach  great  importance,  both  practical 
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and  sentimental,and  which  has  not  been 
discussed — namely,  as  to  the  impoflitiaa 
of  English  holidays  upon  Gotland 
under  3ause  90.  I  am  not  a  Sootdi 
Nationalist — I  do  not  want  to  legialai^ 
for  Scotland  as  a  separate  nation ;  bat 
that  country  is  an  ancient  kingdom^  and 
at  least  a  large  Province  of  the  Empire ; 
we  have  our  own  law  and  institotiana, 
and  I  think  it  could  never  be  intended 
that  our  institutions  should  be  Anglir 
cized  in  a  forcible  manner  by  surpnaa. 
New  Year's  Day  is  by  far  the  most 
important  holiday  in  Scotland;  and  it 
is  notorious  that  Gbod  Friday  is  a  day 
entirely  unknown  in  shops  or  plaoea  ot 
business  in  the  country.  There  la  9^ 
good  deal  of  feeling  on  this  subject^ 
for  this  provision  shows  a  disposition  ta 
wipe  out  Scotland  as  a  separate  part  of 
this  kingdom.  I  therefore  hope  that 
the  question  will  be  re-considered,  and 
that  what  has  been  done  by  inaidveor- 
tence  in  this  House  will  be  set  right 
when  the  Billgoes  to  the  other  Hooae. 
Da.  CLAEK :  I  will  not  oppose  the- 
Third  Beading  of  the  Bill.  I  think  it 
has  been  fairly  well  amended,  and  that 
the  Government  have  conceded  a  good 
deal  to  the  opinions  of  Scotch  Members 
on  the  Opposition  Benches.  At  tha 
same  time,  I  regard  the  financial 
arrangements  of  the  measure  as  unfair 
and  unjust  to  Scotland,  which  th» 
Treasury  appear  to  consider  %■ 
country  to  be  exploited,  and  not  to  be* 
given  a  farthing  if  they  can  help  it. 
This  year  Scotland  was  to  be  robbed  of 
£57,000  which  rightly  belongs  to  her. 
I  think  the  Chancellor  of  th^  Exoheqner 
should  remember  that  Scotland  paya 
more  than  her  fair  share  of  taxation, 
and  as  we  are  to  lose  £57,000  thia 
year  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  afford  some  aid  to  more  or  leaa 
philanthropic  schemes  which  are  being 
promoted  in  the  poorer  districts. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed* 

UNIVERSITIES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

(No.  307.) 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Ac^oumed 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  the 
Bill  [nth  July]  on  consideration  aa 
amended. 

And  which  Amendment  was,  in  page 
9,  line  12,  after  the  word  "Eaqnivey'^ 
to  insert  the  words  ''  Sir  WiUian 
Thomson."— (Jfr.  J.  P.  B.  Bohmimm.) 
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Quettion  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  '  Sir  William  Thomson '  be  there 
inserted." 

Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  HUNTEB:  There  are  several 
reasons  why  the  name  of  Sir 
William  Thomson  should  not  be 
inserted  in  this  Oommission.  In 
the  first  place,  the  excessive  represen- 
tation of  Olasgow  and  Edinburgh  of 
which  we  have  complained  is  aggravated 
and  intensified.  I  hold  that  each  of  the 
Universities  of  Scotland  is  entitled  to 
equal  representation  on  the  Oommission 
irrespective  of  the  number  of  students. 
Undoubtedly  Aberdeen  will  fare  badly 
when  the  Commission  comes  to  deal 
with  financial  arrangements,  as  there 
is  scarcely  one  representative  of  Aber- 
deen upon  it.  I  do  not  say  that  men 
who  come  from  Glasgow  and  Edinburgh 
will  be  consciously  guilty  of  unfairness 
towards  Aberdeen  in  the  distribution  of 
the  grant  of  £12,000  a  year,  but  I  think 
it  requires  no  special  knowledge  of 
human  nature  to  understand  that  Olas- 
gow men  will  see  more  clearly  and  feel 
more  strongly  the  wants  of  Olasgow; 
that  Edinburgh  men  will  see  more 
dearly  and  feel  more  strongly  the  wants 
of  Edinburgh,  and  that  they  will  not 
see  so  clearly  or  feel  so  strongly  the 
wants  of  Aberdeen.  That  is  one  ground 
for  objecting  to  the  addition  of  this 
ffentleman  to  the  Oommission.  There 
IS,  too,  another  objection.  The  original 
desire  was  to  abstain  from  putting  on 
the  Oommission  any  University  Pro- 
fessors. I  think  the  Government  were  wise 
in  that  respect.  It  is  quite  true  that, 
so  far  as  expert  knowledge  is  concerned, 
the  professors  are  most  capable,  but 
then,  unfortunately,  their  pecuniary  in- 
terests are  involved.  Human  nature  is 
human  nature,  and  although  any  pro- 
fessor appointed  on  this  Oommission 
would,  so  far  as  any  personal  interests 
were  concerned,  try  to  be  perfectly  fair, 
still  he  would  hardly  be  in  a  pleasant 

Sosition  when  dealing  with  unreasonable 
emands  by  his  fellow  professors.  I  re- 
member an  old  story  of  a  Professor  of 
Ohemistry,  who  was  sent  to  London  by 
a  certain  Senatus  Academicus  to  make 
certain  demands.  When  he  returned 
it  was  noticed  that  he  was  very  chary  of 

S'ving  information.  The  Professor  of 
umanity  asked  what  he  had  done  for 
him.  The  answer  was  nothing.  The 
Ptofessor  of  Greek's  question  reoetved  a 


similar  answer,  and  when  at  last  it  was 
inquired  what  had  been  gained  by  the 
visit  to  London  the  reply  was  that  he 
had  only  got  another  £100  a  year  for^ 
the  Professor  of  Ohemistry.  There  were 
strong  reasons  why  there  should  be  no 
professors  on  the  Commission.    I  know 
that  Sir  William  Thomson  is  an  ex- 
tremely  spirited  and  original  thinkery 
and  we  have  not  too  many  of  such  meow. 
I  should,  therefore,  be  extremely  son^ 
to  divide  against  his  name,  because  it 
might  be  construed  as  a  slight  to  him.- 
As  Scotchmen    we    are    proud  of  his 
eminence  and  distinction.    Under  these 
circumstances  I  will  not  move  now  the- 
adioumment  of  the  consideration  of  this- 
Bill,   but  will  agree    to    Sir    Williani^ 
Thomson's  name  being  added. 

Question  put,  and  ag^ed  to. 

Mb.  HUNTEB :  I  now  beg  to  move 
that  the  further  consideration  of  thie< 
Bill  be  postponed,  and  my  object  is 
to  put  myself  in  order  and  to  call  the- 
attention   of   the  Government   to    the- 
position  in  which  we  stand.     Last  Wed- 
nesday   we    divided    against    two    or 
three  names,    but    when  we  came    to- 
the  name    of   Sir    Francis     Sandford|. 
which     is     peculiarly     obnoxious    to* 
the    g^eat    majority    of     the    people^ 
of  Scotland,  we  were  debarred  from  con- 
sidering his  merits  or  demerits  by  the 
step  which  the  right  hon.   Gentlemaa 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  thought, 
fit  to  take  on  that  occasion.     He  left  us 
the  only  alternative  of  moving  the  Ad» 
journment  of  the  Debate  and  thus  put: 
us  at  a  great  disadvantage,  because  we 
could  not  go  into  the  general  question,, 
and  there  are  some  hon.  Members  oil 
this  side  of  the  House  who,  on  prin- 
ciple,   vote    against    Motions    for    th» 
Adjournment  of  the  Debate.     On  that 
occasion  30  Scotch  Members  voted  for- 
the  adjournment  and  only  20  against>.. 
and  this  Division  may  be  taken  as  show- 
ing the  hostile  Scotch  opinion  on  the 
name    of   Sir    F.    Sandford.     Do    the- 
Government   intend  to  retain  this  and. 
other  names  on  the  Oommission  in  the 
face  of  a  hostile  Scotch  opinion  ?    The- 
name  of  Mr.  Frederick  Fuller  was  par- 
ticularly objectionable  to  Scotch  Mem- 
bers.   The  addition  of  that  is  simply 
adding  insult  to  injustice,  and    if  th»- 
Gt>vernment  insist  on  retaining  it,  th»' 
Scotch  Members  must  use  such  weapons 
as  are  placed  in  their  hands  for  brings 
ing  the  matter  before  the  people   at 
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'Scotland.  I  appeal  to  the  Goyemment 
<iow  to  consent  to  the  omission  of  Sir  F. 
Sandford's  name. 

Motion    made,    ''  That    the    further 
-proceedings  of  consideration  of  the  Bill, 
^as  amended,  be  now  adjourned." — {Mr, 
Hunter  J) 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBEKTSON :  I  am 
;rather  surprised  at  the  tone  in  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  made  his  pro- 
.posal.    I  must  remind  the   House   of 
yarious  stages  at  which  the  Goyernment 
ihaye  shown  a  great  readiness  to  consider 
not  only  the  reasons,  but  the  preposses- 
«ion8    of   the  House.      Criticisms  and 
^comments  were  not  unfairly  made  of 
the  composition  of  the  Commission  as  it 
then  stood,  and  the  Goyemment  con- 
sidered how  they  could    giye  effect  to 
"the  wishes  expressed.     Communications 
'Passed  between  the  two  sides  of  the 
House,  with  the  result  that  four  names 
A^ere  struck  off  the  Commission.     That 
in  itself  was  a  most  distasteful  operation, 
dnyolving  personal  disappointment   and 
personal   explanation;    and,  moreoyer, 
'gentlemen  would  be  unwilling  to  serye 
'On  the  Comtnission  if  their  names  were 
■always  to  be  subject  to  hostile  criticism. 
Then  came    the    question,   how    were 
"those  four  places  to  be  filled  up  ?    The 
•Goyemment    put    themselyes    frankly 
•in  communication  with  the  Opposition 
with  regard  to   four  names  to  be  sub- 
-stituted  for  those  struck  out,  and  two 
>of   the  four    were  nominated    at    the 
suggestion    of   right    hon.   Gentlemen 
opposite.      I  am    not    aware    of    any 
instance   in   recent  times  in    which    a 
Goyernment  has  gone  further  in  the  way 
-of  modifying  the  composition  of  a  Com- 
mission.    If  criticisms  are  passed  on  the 
dour  names,  all  I  can  say  is  that  the 
Ooyernment  haye  entertained  a  doubt  as 
to  whether  it  was  well  to  put  on  the 
Oommission  professors  and  extra-mural 
teachers,  thinking  it  better  to  appoint 
persons  not  so  directly  concerned  in  the 
-questions  coming   before  the  Commis- 
^on.     But  the  opinion  of  the  other  side 
^of  the  House  was  that  it  was  necessary 
•to  haye  representatiyes  of  extra-mural 
teaching,  and  that  consequently  the  pro- 
fessors should  also  be  represented.   The 
<}oyernment  haye  placed  two  professors 
•on  the  Commission,  one  of  whom  excites 
the  critical  displeasure  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Aberdeen.     I  offer  no  comment 
-on  the  gentlemen  who  represent  extra- 
mural teaching,  but  merely  state  that  I 

Mr,  Hunter 


belieye  they  will  be  worthy  MemboTB  of 
the  Commission.  But  the  hon.  Member 
for  Aberdeen,  not  acting  apparenthr  in 
direct  conference  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stirling 
Burgh,  has  lodged  a  most  yehement 
objection  to  the  omission  of  Aberdeen, 
and  has  proposed  a  name  to  give  effeot 
to  the  representation  of  Aberdeen.  That 
name  has  not  met  with  general  aooept- 
ance  in  all  quarters  of  the  House,  and 
certainly  has  not  on  the  Government 
side  of  the  House.  The  Goyemment^ 
while  thinking  that  the  representation 
of  Aberdeen  is  inadequate,  were  willing 
to  concede  the  point,  and  in  the  negotia- 
tions about  the  four  names  they  made 
an  offer  that  there  should  be  special 
representation  of  Aberdeen  among  the 
four.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  thought  that  it  was  not  neces- 
sary. In  the  Debate  last  Wednesday 
the  Goyernment  were  asked  whether 
they  could  supply  a  representatiye  for 
Aberdeen,  and  the  need  of  the  repre- 
sentation was  urged  on  purely  acade- 
mical grounds,  hon.  Gentlemen  opposito 
especially  desiring  some  one  who  was 
acquainted  with  the  more  modem  teach- 
ing  in  Aberdeen.  After  consideration 
the  Goyernment  found  a  name  open  to 
no  objection  whateyer. 

Mb.  hunter  :  Question. 
«Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 
There  is  a  certain  amount  of  irreg^olarity 
in  the  whole  discussion.  The  reasons 
for  the  adjournment  may  be  entered  into^ 
but  it  is  not  in  order  to  discuss  the 
representation  of  Aberdeen,  which  has 
been,  and  which  will  be  again,  the  sob- 
ject  of  Debate. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  wiU 
then  confine  myself  to  declaring  that  the 
Goyernment  has  not  exhibited  the  smaU- 
est  indisposition  to  consult  opinion  in  all 
parts  of  the  House.  I  am,  howerer, 
anxious  to  say  one  word  about  Sir  F. 
Sandford.  Except  on  some  narrow  and 
personal  ground,  I  cannot  understand 
why  such  yehement  objection  is  taken  to 
Sir  F.  Sandford's  name.  He  is  one  of 
the  oldest  and  most  honoured  paUio 
senrants  in  the  country,  and  one  of  the 
most  distinguished  of  liying  Sootohmsn* 
He  seryed  a  long  time  in  the  PaUie 
Sendee  when  Scotch  education  was  ad- 
ministered with  English  education,  and 
when  the  seyerance  took  place  he  enfesfsd 
the  Scotch  Office,  and  his  administration 
has  been  uniyersally  applauded  as  giving 
the  Scotch  Office  a  fresh  and  fair  atttC 
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I  speak  of  Sir  F.  Sandford  in  the  pre- 
seDoe  of  an  ex-Secretary  for  Scotland ; 
and  I  say  that  there  is  no  man  who  more 
completely  combines  a  knowledge  of 
Scotch  affairs  and  opinions  than  Sir  F. 
Sandford. 

♦Mb.  OAMPBELLBANNERMAN  : 
It  is,  Sir,  after  your  mling,  extremely 
difficult  to  discuss  this  question  without 
touchinjr  iipon  names. 

♦Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
irrefi^ularity  was  in  discussing  names  on 
a  Motion  for  Adjournment. 

♦Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Lord  Advocate  has  misunderstood  the 
gist  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen's 
remarks.  When  he  complains  that  the 
Gbvemment  are  not  regarding  Scotch 
opinion  he  is  not  reierring  to  the 
negotiations  which  have  taken  place, 
but  to  the  Division  upon  the  name  of  Sir 
F.  Sandford.  With  regard  to  the 
selection  of  those  names,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman' is  quite  accurate  in  what  he 
said,  within  certain  limits,  but  I  should 
like  to  state  my  side  of  the  case. 

♦Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
matter  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposes  to  discuss  is  quite  irregular. 
The  Question  before  the  House  is  that 
the  further  consideration  of  this  Bill  be 
postponed. 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  trust  I  may 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  not  to 
press  his  Motion. 

Mb.  hunter  :  I  ask  leave  to  with- 
draw it. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9, 
line  1 2,  to  insert  the  words  *'  Dr.  JBlackie, 
Dr.  Watson.*' — {Mr.  Campbell-Banner' 
man,) 

Question  nroposed, ' '  That  those  words 
be  there  adaed." 

*Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
The  reason  I  suggested  the  names  of 
Dr.  Blackie  and  Dr.  Watson  was  that 
they  represented,  as  fairly  as  anyone 
who  could  be  thought  of,  the  reforming 
party  in  the  University  Councils,  the 
one  of  Glasgow  and  the  other  of  Edin- 
burgh. For  myself,  I  should  have  very 
much  preferred  a  much  smaller  execu- 
tive Commission  of  perfectly  neutral 
men,  but  I  wish  to  absolve  the  Lord 
Advocate  from  any  responsibility  with 
reg^d  to  the  composition  of  the  Com- 
mission. We  are  all  aware  the  Bill 
has  been  drifting  about  in  the  currents 


of  Parliamentary  accident  for  a  great 
many  years,    and  the  Commission  as^ 
now  proposed  is  the  g^wth  of  years. 
Since  I  and  my  Friends  failed  to  secure- 
a  smaller  and  stronger  Commission,  the^* 
next  best  thing  was  to  have  both  sides- 
on  educationfu  questions  fairly  repre- 
sented.   I  think  there  can  be  no  objec- 
tion fairly  token  to  the  constitution  of ' 
the  proposed  addition  to  the  Commission 
if  only  the  Member  who  is  to  represent 
Aberdeen    interesto    is    satisfactory  to- 
those  who  have  those  interests  so  much 
at   heart.     Unfortunately    there    is    a. 
difference  of  opinion  between  the  Lord 
Advocate  and  his  Colleagues    on  the^ 
one  hand,  and  my  hon.  Friends  behind 
me,  who  know  more  about  Aberdeen^ 
on  the  other,  as  to  the  suitableness  of 
the  particular  names  the  Government- 
have  suggested. 

Mb.   HUNTER:    I  have  only  one 
word  to  add  to  what  has  been  said  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  and  that  is  that- 
there  was  a  complete  understending  on 
these  Benches  when  the  Government 
agreed  to  add  four  additional  names  to 
the  Commission  that  the  intention  waa 
to  add  four  names  which  would  be  satis- 
factory to  this  side  of  the  House.    The 
difficulty  which  has  arisen  is  entirely  due* 
to  the  fact  that  the  Government  have^ 
insisted    upon    putting    on    two  more' 
names  in  place  of  those  they  struck  off. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  fore- 
going Amendment,  to  insert  the  words 
"Samuel  Henry  Butcher.'' --{The  Lord 
Advocate.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words- 
be  there  inserted." 

Sib  G.  TREVELYAN  :   I  regard  the- 
introduction  of  the  name  of  Professor 
Buteher  as  a  very  serious  matter  indeed, . 
and  all  the  more  on  account  of  the  very 
great   respect    I    have    for   Professor 
Buteher  as  a  man,  and,  what  goes  with 
me  very  far,  as  a  scholar.     There  is  no 
Cambridge  man  but  must  be  proud  of 
Professor  Buteher,  alike  as  a  man  and 
as    a    scholar,  but   his  views  on  the 
subject    of    extra-mural   teaching  are 
such  that  his  presence  on  the  Commis- 
sion cannot  be  regarded  with  anything 
but  feelings  akin  to  uneasiness.    Thia- 
Bill  would  never  have  been  introduced 
if  it  had  not  been    for    the    object  of 
throwing  open  the  Universities  of  Soot- 
land  to  a  proper  system  of  extra-moraL 
teaching.    I  think  the  Government  ill- 
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4idviiied  in  putting  on  the  Commission  a 

fentleman  who  is  absolutely  oommitted 
J  tibe  most  openly-expreseed  opinions 
to  refusing  that  boon  for  which  Scotland 
has  asked,  and  for  the  sake  of  which 
the  Bill  was  fOYeu.  In  an  address  to 
theEdinbureh  branch  of  the  Educational 
Institute  of  Scotland,  given  in  November 
last,  Professor  Butcher  argued  against 
extra-mural  teaching  in  medicine ;  but 
lie  drew  a  distinction  between  medicine 
and  arts,  and  went  on  to  say : — 

*' Competitive  extra-academical  teaching  in 
.  arti  meant  undoubtedly,  in  Scotland,  competi- 
tive teaching  down  to  the  pass  standard  of  the 
M.A.  degree.  It  meant  a  rivalry  of  crammers, 
a  lower  level  of  teaching,  a  lower  conception  of 
the  teacher's  office.  In  arts  more  than  in 
medicine  would  the  evil  be  felt,  partly  owing 
to  the  difference  above  noted  between  profes- 
sional and  non-profesrional  subjects  of  study ; 
partly,  also,  because  extra-mural  teaching  in 
medicine  merely  supplemented  a  professional 
■practice.  The  eminent  doctors  wno  lectured 
m  the  oxtxa- mural  schools  were  raised  above 
sordid  care,  and  could  afford  to  have  a  mind  and 
soul  al>ovn  examination  results ;  whereas  in 
arts  extra-mural  teaching  would  itself  be  the 
profession,  the  bread-winning  pursuit.  The 
teachers  would  bo  dependent  on  the  success  of 
the  moment ;  by  the  necessities  of  their  position 
they  would  teach  with  an  eye  to  immediate 
results,  and  impart  the  minimum  of  knowledge 
required.'* 

But  this  is  not  all.  Professor  Butcher, 
not  knowing  that  he  himself  was  going 
to  be  a  Commissioner,  looked  forward  to 
this  Commission  for  the  express  purpose 
of  extinguishing  the  very  idea  of  extra- 
mural teaching.     He  said : — 

**  A  Commission,  it  was  hoped,  would  soon  be 
sitting,  and  thev  should  then  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  remodelling  the  framework  and  their 
educational  curriculum  by  enlarging  the  range 
of  their  teaching,  and  allowing  freer  play  to 
special  bents  and  aptitudes.  The  reform  must 
work  from  within.  What  was  needed  was  not 
outside  teachers,  who,  as  a  duplicate  and  quad- 
ruplicate professoriate,  should  in  each  branch 
repeat  the  same  facts,  travel  over  the  same  well- 
worn  ground,  and  impart  the  routine  acquire- 
ments of  an  ordinary  do^free.  They  should  aim 
at  making  each  University  into  an  intellectual 
organism,  nut  at  forming  accidental  accumula- 
tions fn>m  without.'* 

I  do  not  think  you  could  have  put  into 
more  forcible  and  eloquent  language  the 
non  posiumH9  on  the  subject  of  extra- 
mural teaching.  I  think  it  most  unfor- 
tunate that  because  two  geutlomon  have 
boon  nddiHl  to  the  Commission  to  repre- 
sent extra-mural  tiMiohing  it  should  have 
been  thought  utHHHu»ary  to  oouuter- 
balanoo  tluMu  with  two  gtmtlouien,  one 
of  whom  is  a  dwlared  op|Hment  of  what 
tho  Bill  is  iuttvudod  to  otfwt.  1  think  I 
have  shown  to  tlio  House  that  1  have 

Sir  (r.    JV^jf^iH 


very  grave  reason  for  objeoCmg  to  this 
name.  

«Thb  CHIEF  SECRETARY  ms 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoux,  Man- 
chester, E.) :  While  no  one  oan 
object  to  the  right  hon.  Gendemaa's 
remarks  about  I^rofeseor  Batcher  on 
personal  grounds,  I  think  the  Houae 
has  some  reason  to  complain  of  the  line 
of  argument  adopted  by  the  riffht 
hon.  Qhentleman.  In  the  first  place,  it  is 
inconsistent  with  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Oampbell- 
Bannerman)  near  him,  who  has  reoog« 
nized  not  only  the  right  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  do  what  they  have  done,  but 
also  the  fairness  of  the  course  they  have 
adopted.  The  Government  have  never 
been  in  favour  of  putting  upon  the 
Commission  avowed  partizans,  bat  have 
always  thought  it  better  to  leave  theee 
questions  to  men  who  are  not  oommitted 
to  one  view  or  another.  But  ftom  the 
other  side  of  the  House  we  were  urged 
to  adopt  another  system — ^namely,  that 
of  having  on  the  Oommission  advocates 
committed  to  one  view  or  the  other.  In 
deference  to  the  wishes  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men  opposite  we  reluctantly  aooepted 
that  course,  and  consented  to  put  on  the 
Oommission  two  gentlemen  who  are 
committed  to  the  theory  of  extra-mural 
teaching,  but  we  say  that  if  the  House 
is  going  to  adopt  the  system  of  advo- 
cates we  must  have  advocates  on  both 
sides,  and  surely  that  is  consistent  with 
the  elementary  principles  of  juatioe. 
Nobody  has  made  any  secret  of  the  fiaot 
that  Mj.  Blackie  and  Dr.  Wataon  are 
committed  to  extra-mural  teaching. 
One  is  the  head  of  an  extra- 
mural college,  and  the  other,  I 
believe,  is  engaged  in  extra-mural 
teaching.  Under  the  circumatanoea, 
I  feel  that  the  argumenta  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  addressed  to  the 
House,  so  far  from  being  any  oonclaaiTe 
reason  why  Professor  Butdier'a  name 
should  not  be  added  to  the  Oonunia- 
sion,  have  amply  justified  the  oourae 
taken  by  the  Government.  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  feel  that  we 
have  taken  a  course  not  only  fair  in 
itself,  but  one  which  in  common  joatioe 
to  all  interests  involved  we  ooald  not 
have  avoided  taking. 

«Mr.  0.  S.  PARKER  (Perth) :  I  hope 
that  in  a  spirit  of  fairness  hon.  Mem* 
hers  on  this  side  of  the  Houae  will  not 
think  it  deairable  to  divide  againal  a 
name    ao    eminent   aa   that  at    Pko» 
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ieaaor  Butoher.    I  agree  with  my  hon. 
Friends  who  have    spoken,    that    the 
dommission    as    originally     proposed 
would  haTe  been  of  a  very  one-sided 
character,  that  it  represented  rather  the 
predominance  of  opinion  in  the  House 
than  the  predominance  of  political  or 
4U)ademical  opinion  in  Scotland.     But  I 
must  admit  that  the  Gbvemment  have 
met  us  very  fairly  on  that  point,  and 
that  they  have  well  dischargea  what  was 
4k  most  difficult  task — that  of  obtaining 
the  withdrawal  of  four  of  the  gentlemen 
who  had  accepted  seats  on  the  Commis- 
sion, that  is  to  say  who  were  originally 
proposed.     It  was  in  order  to  meet  the 
Tiews  of   Liberal    Members    that    the 
-Goyemment  have   consented  to  aban- 
don the    principle   of   putting  on   the 
Commission      only      gentlemen      who 
were    uncommitted,    and    are    takine 
strong  advocates  on  the  one  side,  and 
balancing  them  with  persons  known  to 
be  committed  on  the  other  side.     I  do 
not  know  that  the  original  method  of 
framing   the  Oommission   was  not  the 
best,  but  as  we  on  this  side  urged  on  the 
-Government      to      accept      candidates 
strongly  committed  for  the  extra-mural 
interest,  it  is  only  fair  if  they  bring  us 
eminent  men  on  the  other  side  that  they 
should  be  admitted.      Now,   we  shall 
have  this  state  of  things  on  the  Com- 
mission.    We  shall  have  the  arguments 
of  those  who  are  committed,  and  a  con  • 
siderable   body  of    gentlemen   uncom- 
mitted, to  judge  of  those  arguments.     I 
am  sorry  to  differ  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Bridge- 
ton  Division  of  Glasgow  (Sir  G.  Tre- 
Telyan).     I  think  he  took  rather  a  one- 
sided view  of  the  object  of  the  Bill.  He 
held  that  its  main,  almost  its  sole,  ob- 
ject was  to  introduce  largely  this  extra- 
mural teaching.     No  doubt  that  is  one 
of  the  objects,  and  there  is  a  considerable 
amount  of  feeling  in  Scotland  in  favour  of 
that;  but  only  look  at  the  clause  which 
gives  to  the  Commissioners  their  powers. 
Every  one  can  see  that  to  favour  extra- 
murd.  teaching  is  far  from   being  the 
sole  or  even  the  principal  object  of  the 
Bill.  With  regarid  to  Professor  Butcher, 
only  two  points  have  been  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  Bridgeton 
Division,  that  to  introduce  outside  teach- 
ing is  the  whole  Bill,   that  Professor 
Butcher  is  committed  to  the  principle 
of  extra-mural  teaching.     With  the  for- 
mer point  I  have  dealt,  and  to  the  latter 
my  answer  is  that  it  was  at  the  reqaett 


of  hon.  Members  on  our  side  of  the 
House  that  the  Government  departed 
from  their  original  intention  to  appoint 
gentlemen  who  were  uncommitted.  I 
hope  the  House  will  see  the  fairness  of 
allowing  the  name  of  Professor  Butcher 
to  stand. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Another    name,     "  Patrick    Heron 
Watson,  Esq.,"  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line 
12,  after  the  foregoing  Amendment,  to 
insert  the  words  "  And  Frederick  Fuller, 
Esq."— (7%^  Lord  Advocate.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  hunter  :    I  regret  very  much 
that  the  Government  have  placed  the 
name  of  Professor  Fuller  on  the  Paper 
in  such  a  position  that  it  has  to  be  ois- 
cussed  before    my    own    Amendment, 
which  proposes  to  add  Professor  Bain  to 
the  Oommission.  Of  course,  the  Govern- 
ment have  a  perfect  right  to  bring  on 
their    Amendment    before    that   of    a 
private    Member;     but    if,    in    conse- 
quence of  that  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment, I  am  obliged  to  say  disagreeable 
things  of  Professor  Fuller,  the  Govern- 
ment have  only  themselves  to   blame. 
If  they  had  allowed  the  name  of  Pro- 
fessor Bain  to  be  discussed  we  should 
have  avoided  making  any  odious  or  in- 
vidious comparisons;  but  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  thought  fit,  in  the 
exercise  of  his  undoubted  right,  to  put 
us  in  that  position,  upon  his  head  must 
be  the  consequences  and  not  on  mine. 
Now,  my  objection  to  Professor  Fuller 
is  not  so  much  that  the  Government 
have  selected  him  as  that  they    have 
deliberately  gone  out  of  their  way  to 
avoid  taking  a  man  incomparably  better. 
They  have  taken  a  man  who  is  a^ree 
able  to  the  Tories,  which  Mr.  Bain  is 
not.    That  raises  a  great  question  of 
principle,  which  is  of  much  concern  to 
Scotland — namely,  whether  a  man,  on 
account  of  his  eminence  I  might  almost 
say,  but,  certainly,  in  spite  of  his  emi- 
nence, should  be  ostracized  and  boy- 
cotted   merely  because  he  is  a  Home 
Buler  and  a  Liberal.    Mr.   Fuller  has 
not    even    the    advantage  of  being  a 
Scotchman.      He    is    an    Englishman 
educated    in    England,   and    naturally 
more  or  less  fond  of  English  ways   of 
education.    He  has  served  in  Scotland 
as  a  Professor  of  Mathematics,  first  in 
King's     Oollege,     of    Old    Aberdeen 
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and  afterwards  in  the  University. 
Now,  I  am  not  going  to  say  one  word 
against  Professor  Fuller.  I  had  the 
pleasure,  such  as  it  was,  of  sitting  in 
his  class  ;  but  this  I  think  I  may  say, 
without  the  possibility  of  challenge  or 
dispute— that  Professor  Fuller,  although 
a  perfectly  respectable  professor,  was 
not  a  distinguished  or  an  ideal  professor. 
He  was  not  a  man  of  any  remarkable, 
extraordinary,  or  exceptional  originality 
or  power.  Scotch  professors  have  full 
six  months'  leisure  in  the  year,  and  such 
men  ought  to  do  something  to  enlarge 
the  bounds  of  human  knowledge,  or  at 
least  add  something  to  the  literature  of 
the  subject  which  they  teach.  That  can 
hardly  be  said  of  Mr.  Fuller.  When 
Mr.  Fuller's  term  of  office  expired  he 
left  Aberdeen,  and  he  has  not  been  there 
since.  If  it  had  been  desired  to  select 
a  man  from  the  whole  list  of  professors 
who  has  the  fewest  claims  and  no  pre- 
eminent claim  for  this  office,  Mr.  FiUler 
ought  to  have  been  selected.  Of  course, 
as  I  have  said,  he  possesses  in  the  eyes 
of  people  influencing  the  Government — 
I  do  not  say  the  Government  themselves, 
but  a  little  miserable  clique  of  Aberdeen 
professors — the  inestimable  advantage 
of  being  a  Unionist,  and  that  to  their 
minds  outweighs  all  the  other  circum- 
stances oonnected  with  the  Universities. 
J  take  it  that  I  should  not  be  in  order 
if  I  alluded  to  Professor  Bain,  and  there- 
fore the  strength  of  my  objection,  which 
lies  in  a  comparison  between  the  two  men, 
cannot  be  shown  on  this  occasion.  The 
st^ngth  of  the  objection  rests  upon 
oomparison.  Mr.  Fuller,  though  pos- 
sibly well  qualifled,  has  not  the  distin- 
guished position  of  Dr.  Bain.  I  have 
no  right  to  complain  of  the  Kules  of  the 
House,  or  that  the  Government  should 
take  advantage  of  their  position ;  but  if 
I  do  not  say  anything  further  it  is  rather 
because  I  do  not  wish  to  say  anything 
disafipreeable  in  reference  to  a  worthy 
gentleman  whom  the  Government  have 
preferred  to  Dr.  Bain. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  EOBEETSON  :  In  one 
or  two  uncontroversial  sentences  I  will 
at  once  state  to  the  House  the  qualifica- 
tions of  Mr.  Fuller  to  be  a  member  of 
the  Commission.  For  25  years  he  was 
Professor  of  Mathematics  in  the  Univer- 
sity of  Aberdeen,  from  which  he  has  for 
some  years  retired,  and  he  is  in  posses- 
sion of  University  experience,  and  that 
which  is  a  valuable  possession  for  a 
Commissioner — ^leisure,  which  eminently 
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qualifies  him  for  the  position  to  whidL 
we  have  nominated  him.    His  profettor- 
ship   covered    the    period    from    1860- 
to  1878,  and  during  that  time  he  largely 
participated  in  the  arrangement  of  the* 
system  of  examination  that  prevails  at 
Aberdeen,  and  to  him  belongs  the  great 
credit    of     sending     from     Aberdeea 
to  Cambridge  that  brilliant    band    of 
young    mathematicians    who    achieved, 
such  remarkable  success  at  the  English. 
University.      He  was  Secretary  to  the 
Senatus,  and  is  intimately  acquainted 
with  the  business  of  the  University  of 
Aberdeen,  and  has  a    combination  of 
qualifications  not  often  to  be  met  with ; 
his  experience  well  qualifies  him  for  the= 
position,  while  he  is  separated  from  all 
the  prejudices  of  the  surroundings  of  a 
professorship. 

Question  put,  ''That  those  words  be* 
added." 

The  House  divided  : — ^Ayes  167 ;  Noes 
122.— (Div.  List,  No.  256.) 

Db.   FAEQUHABSON    (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) :  I  beg  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment standing  in  the  name  of  my  hon- 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Aberdeen 
(Dr.  Hunter),  and  I  may  say  at  the  outset 
that  no  apology  is  needed  for  pressing 
the  appointment  of  one  whom  we  all  fed. 
would  be  an  ideal  Commissioner.  I  think 
when  we  first  heard  that  a  Commissioa 
was  to  be  instituted  the  name  that  camO' 
first  to  our  minds  and  was  readiest  on 
our  lips  was  that  of  Dr.  Bain,  familiar  to- 
all  with  any  knowledge  of  Aberdeen 
University,    and   known,    I  may    say, 
throughout  the   inhabited    globe.    As- 
sociated   with    University    reform    for 
many    years,  to    him    has    fallen    the 
imique  honour  of  being  twice  elected  by 
the    students  of  Aberdeen    to  fill  the 
responsible  and    honourable    offioe  of 
Lord  Eector  of  the  University.     His 
knowledge  and     experience   are    saeh 
as  alone  would  be    sufficient   to  give 
that  confidence    in    the    Commission 
which,  as  at  present  constituted,  I  may 
say  it  somewhat  lacks.    It  was  nndei^ 
stood  in  the  first  instance  that  tffere  was 
one  objection,  and  that  a  very  serious 
one,  to  his  nomination,  that  Dr.  Bain 
was  unwilling  to  serve  on  the  Commis- 
sion, but  I  think  the  Government^  the 
House,  and  the  country  generallyi  owe 
a  debt  of  gratitude  to  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Aberdeen,  for   h%  I 
understand,  prevailed  upon  Dr.  Bain  ta 
overcome  his  scruples,  and  induced  him 
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Friend  the  Member  for  North  Aberdeen 
I  suggest  the  poesibility  that  it  was  on  the 
ground  of  his  extreme — sot  too  extreme 
— political  views  tbat  Dr.  Bain  was 
objected  to.  It  ia  possible  tbat  there  is 
an  apprehension  that  Dr.  Bain's  appear- 
ance on  the  Commission  might  disturb 
the  sweet  serenitj'  of  the  Tory  and 
Unionist  gentlemen  who  form  the  large 
proportion  of  tbat  bod;.  But  let  the 
government  aay,  let  them  eire  us  a 
reason  for  it.  Yet  we  have  had  none. 
I  will  sit  down,  and  in  Shakesperian 
phrase,  "  I  pause  for  a  reply." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line 
12,  after  the  foregoing  Amendment  to 
insert  the  words  "  Alexander  Bain, 
Esquire." — {Dr.   Farquharton.') 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  am 
extremely  happy  to  say  tbat  I  find  it 
.  unnecessary  to  say  one  word  that  would 
be  distasteful  to  any  friend  of  Dr.  Bain. 
Of  his  eminence  and  distinction  there 
can  be  no  doubt,  but  that  is  really 
not  the  question  now.  We  bare 
equipped  the  Commission  to  the 
number  which  is  regarded  on  all  sides 
as  complete  and  abundant,  and  there  is 
no  occasion  for  proaecating  further  any 
invidious  personal  comparisons,  to  pro- 
nounce eulogies  or  indicate  disqualifica- 
tions. All  that  ix  closed.  We  have 
endeavoured  to  meet  the  views  of  hon. 
Members  opposite.  We  have  stated 
fairly  that  tbe  name  of  Dr.  Baiu  did  not 
command  that  general  assent  to  induce 
ua  to  believe  that  hia  appointment  would 
conduce  to  the  smooth  working  of  the 
scheme,  and  having  so  said,  I  have  said 
all  that  I  have  to  say  in  regard  to  Dr. 
Bain.  Hon.  Members  opposite  have 
thought  fit  to  hint  a  great  number  of 
things,  and  have  said  incomparably  more 
against  Dr.  Bain  than  I  have  thought  it 
necessary  to  say.  The  Commission  is 
now  complete,  and  I  hope  I  may  be 
excused  if  1  do  not  enter  further  into 
tbe  discussion. 

•Ma.  ESSLEMONT  :  It  is  futile  for 
the  Qovemment  to  think  that  the 
people  of  Scotland,  that  Members 
who  represent  the  North  of  Scot- 
land, and  know  anj-thing  of  Aberdeen 
University,  will  accept  of  this  "  go  by  " 
the  Lord  Advocate  has  offered  us.  I 
have  had  the  honour  of  personal 
acquaintance  with  Professor  Baia  for 
some  40  years,  and  it  is  of  no  use  for  tbe 
Liord  Advocate  to  declare  that  hia  action 
2  X 


to  give  up  some  portion  of  his  well- 
earned  repose  to  tbe  performance  otthie 
responsible  duty.  I  am  quite  prepared 
to  admit  that  the  Government  have  met 
ne  half-way  in  regard  to  the  represen- 
tatiou  of  Aberdeen  on  this  Commission, 
but  why,  I  aak,  will  they  not  go  tbe 
whole  way  ?  I  must  say  that  I  look 
forward  with  very  considerable  interest 
to  the  production  by  the  Government  of 
any  objection  to  this  distinguished  Uni- 
versity man.  I  will  go  so  far  as  to 
oballenge  them  to  produce  any  objection 
that  will  in  any  way  remove  those  feel- 
ings of  suspicion  that  are  called  up  by 
the  mysterious  attitude  they  have  taken 
upon  this  subject.  I  believe  an  objec- 
tion may  be  taken  that  the  health  of  Dr. 
Bain  is  not  strong  enough  for  him  to 
undertake  the  duty.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  Lord  Advocate  is  a  constant 
reader  of  the  Aberdttn  Ftm  Freu,  but 
if  he  is  he  must  have  seen  a  letter  lately 
communicated  to  that  journal  by  Dr. 
Bain,  iu  which  he  stated  that  he  ia  quite 
willing  to  serve  on  this  Commission  if 
his  services  are  required,  to  meet  the 
wants  and  wishes  of  the  Northern  Uni- 
versity, and  tbat  his  health  is  strong 
enough  to  enable  him  to  carry  out  the 
duty.  Has  he  been  too  great  a  refor- 
mer ?  The  period  during  which  he  was 
Lord  Rector  was  a  period  marked  by  the 
greatest  prosperity  of  the  University, 
and  when  his  reforming  interests  in 
the  promiuent  position  gave  him  great 
influence  for  good  or  barm.  Consider- 
ing that  this  is  a  reforming  Commission, 
this  is  a  very  great  advantage  and  not  . 
an  objection.  I  will  say  nothing  on  the 
question  of  religiou.  There  has  been 
some  idea  that  Dr.  Bain's  views  are  not 
orthodox,  but  I  have  not  heard  that  any 
religious  test  is  required  from  tbe  Com- 
missioners, and  if  any  objection  is  taken 
on  that  score  I  would  like  to  aak  the 
Lord  Advocate  whether  all  the  other 
0i>inmi98ioner8  are  perfectly  sound  upon 
the  39  Articles.  It  ia  a  very  invidious 
thing  to  have  to  consider  the  personal 
claims  of  genllomen  who  are  nominated 
for  this  Commission  one  by  one,  and  to 
give  reasons  for  and  againat,  but  the 
position  ia  forced  upon  us.  We  want 
this  gentleman  appointed,  and  we  have 
had  no  reason  against  his  appointment. 
Hia  consenthas  Keen  formally  obtained, 
and  I  think  it  is  our  duty  to  press  upon 
the  Government  tbe  urgeni  necessity  of 
showing  why  it  is  that  this  name  is  not 
accepted  by  them.  I  heard  my  hon. 
VOL.  CCCXXXVm.  [thim)  aMiM.] 
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neede  no  defence  in  thiB  case.    It  has     «Sib  LYON  FLAYFAIB  (Ijeadi,  8^: 
repeatedly  come  to  our  ears  that  there   I  intend  to  Tote  for  the  luune  off  lur. 
were  objectiuns  to  this  very  eminent  man    Bain.     I  cannot  oonoeiTe  a  Sooteb  Uni- 
which  are  most  unworthy  of  the  Govern-   versity  Commission    bein^  ooiutitatad 
ment  to  entertain.      We  have  been  told    without  the  presence  of  a  mail  who  has 
by  Members  of  the  House   that    this   done  so  much  for  the  «d¥miieomoBt  of 
gentleman  is  not  in  health,  so  as  to  be   the  mental  and  moral  adenoes  as  dui 
able  to  undertake  the  duty  of  a  Com-   distinguished  Scotch  profeasor.      Sool- 
missioner,  that  he  has  lately  been  suffer-    land  has  always  been  fiunoos  for  the 
ing  from  a  stroke  of  paralysis.     There   teaching  of  mental  scienee,    and  Pro* 
is  no  foundation  for  these  reports.     Dr.    fessor  Bain  has  advanced  these  ooioneaB 
Bain   is  in  perfect  health    and  in  full    with  which  his  name  has  been  ao  long 
possession   of  his  intellectual    powers,   connected  by  new  modes  of  inTOStigatioo 
He  has  had  a  life-long  connection  with   which  have  been  accepted  not  onlj  in 
the  University  of  Aberdeen,  in  which    Scotland,  but  very  largely  acoepted  in 
from  a  very  humble  position   he  has   England  also.     He  has  been  examiner 
raised  himself  to  the  most  eminent  posi-   in  mental  science  at  the  UniTenity  of 
tion  among  the  professors  of  Hcotland.    London,  and  has    exercised  maeh  in- 
He  is  well  known  throughout  Scotland  as  fluence  on  the  study  of  mental  eoienee 
the  man  whose  knowledge  and  intellec-  \  throughout  the  country.      He  haa  been 
tual  attainments  mark  him  out  as  an  ,  a  professor  of  many  years  in  oonneotion 
almost  indispensable  member   of  this   with  Aberdeen  XJniyersity,  and  twioe  he 
Commission.  He  is  the  simplest-minded,    has  been  elected  Lord  Rector  of  that 
fairest-minded,  most  agreeable  man  I 
have  ever  met,  and  I  have  met  many 
agreeable  men  in  my  time;  but  he  is 
one  that  will  not  swerve  one  iota  from 
what  he  believes  to  be  the  fair  path  of 
duty.  My  hon.  Colleague  (Dr.  Farquhar- 
son)  made  a  slight  allusion  to  his  religious 
opinions.      Now,   I  have  watched  this 
eminent  man  for  many  years,    but  I 
never  heard  him   say  one  word  in  dis- 
approval of  anyone's  religious  belief,  it 
is  the  last  thing  he  would  think  of  doing. 
I  feel  that  in  regard  to  the  representa- 
tion of   our    I^rthem   University  the 
Government    have     treated     us    very 
shabbily.     We  have  been  most  anxious 
that    the    names  on    this  Commission 
should  not  be  discussed   at  all.     We 
proposed  that  we  should  have  the  num> 
ber  reduced,  and  that  we  should  begin 
de  novo  in  regard  to  our  Motion.     But, 
still,  with  the  knowledge  that  Professor 
Bain  has  the  confidence  of  the  people  of 
Scotland,  that  hois  in  political  harmony 
with  the  general  opinion  in   Scotland, 
and  that  he  is  an  able  and  a  sincere  re- 
former    in     University     matters,     his 
presence  on  the   Commission  has  been 
denied  to  us.      The  people  of  Scotland 
have  very  strong  reason  to   complain 
that  the  Governiuont,  instead  of  comply- 
ing with  their  wishes,  have  stopped  out 
of  their  way  and  asked  us  to  give  our 
confidence  to  a  gentleman   of  whom  I 
have  not  a  wonl  to  say  but  of  commen- 
dation, in  order  that  thoy  might  deprive 
us  of  that  representation  that  we,  on  the 
part  of  Aberdeen,  most  desire. 

Mr,  J£99hmQni 


University,  which  -shows  the  high  ap- 
preciation in  which  he  is  held  there. 
In  appointing  a  University  Commie- 
sion,  not  only  should  the  name  of 
Dr.  Bain  be  there  almost  as  a  matter  of 
course,  but  all  the  KepreaentatiTee  of 
Aberdeen  have  expressed  themaelvas 
most  anxious  that  Aberdeen  University 
should  be  represented  by  this  distin- 
guished professor.  I  intend  to  record 
my  vote  in  favour  of  this  name. 

Mr.    W.    p.    SINCLAIR   (Falkirk, 

&c.) :    I  think  the  name  of  Dr.  Bain 

has  been  supported  by  some  arguments 

that  had  better  been  left  unused. 
Whatever  the  political  opinions  of  the 
gentleman  may  be,  they  ought  not  to 
have  any  weight  in  this  matter,  and  are 
no  disqualification.  If  he  be — as  has 
been  said — a  Gladstonian,  I  certainly 
do  not  agree  with  him  in  that,  but  I  do 
not  think  that  this  unfortunate  fact  will 
prevent  him  from  exercising  a  fair,  im- 
partial, and  independent  judgment  upon 
questions  this  Commission  are  appointed 
to  determine.  The  arguments  addressed 
to  the  House  in  support  of  the  candida- 
ture of  Dr.  Bain  have  been  grounded 
upon  his  representation  of  Aberdeen 
University,  but  it  is  not  from  that  point 
of  view  that  I  support  the  name.  Aber- 
deen  University  nas  always  been  closely 
connected  with  the  teaohinff  element 
throughout  Scotland,  in  elementary, 
secondary,  and  higher  sohoolB,  and  I 
know  that  teachers  are  most  anziooe 
that  their  views  should  find 
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tion  on  this  Commission  in  the  person  of 
Dr.  Bain. 

♦Mr.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  East) : 

I  cannot  understand  the  nature  of  the 

Lord  Advocate's  objection  to  Professor 

Bain  becoming  a  member  of  this  Com- 
mission. He  said  that  the  Commission 
was  fully  equipped  ;  in  short,  that  it  was 
too  large  already.  I  want  to  know 
whose  fault  is  that  ?  I  certainly  gave 
the  Government  the  opportunity  of 
lightening  the  Commission  by  the  excision 
of  three  names,  for  which  excision  I 
would  have  given  satisfactory  reasons. 
I  did  not  get  an  opportunity  of  doing  so. 
I  was  closured ;  so  that  they  were 
wilfully  blind  to  good  reasons  for  lessen- 
ing the  number  of  the  Commission,  of  the 
excessive  number  of  which  they  now  com- 
plain. How  long  ago  is  it  since  the  Com- 
mission was  fully  equipped?  I  suppose 
it  was  not  fully  equipped  before  the 
name  of  Mr.  Fuller  was  proposed.  But, 
therefore,  if  the  size  of  tne  Commission 
is  the  only  objection  to  the  inclusion  of 
Mr.  Bain,  it  is  an  objection  which  was 
entirely  within  their  own  power.  The 
Lord  Advocate  did  not  deny  his  worthi- 
ness to  be  placed  on  this  Commission, 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  the  reason  of 
the  Commission  being  already  suffi- 
ciently large  is  more  ingenious  than  in- 
genuous, though  I  do  not  say  very  much 
for  its  ingenuity  either.  1  think  the 
Lord  Advocate  said  that  there  were 
reasons  which  made  his  name  not 
generally  acceptable.  I  do  not  know 
that  there  are  many  names  on  the 
Commission  that  are  generally  accept- 
able, and  I  think  that  it  is  a  most 
unfortunate  thing  that  the  name  of 
Professor  Bain  should  have  been  omit- 
ted. The  name  of  Professor  Bain  is 
accepted  in  Scotland  as  of  the  very  high- 
est standing,  on  the  grounds  on  which 
a  philosophical  reputation  ought  to  be 
sustained.  Many  of  us  do  not  agree 
with  him  in  his  philosophical  exclusions, 
but  we  recognise  the  ability  and  devo- 
tion which  he  has  shown  in  giving 
himself  to  the  high  task  he  has  set 
before  himself  in  educational  matters. 
There  is  not  a  name  on  that  Commission 
which  is  more  or  equally  deserving  of 
respect  in  these  matters  than  the  name 
which  the  Government  now  so  obsti- 
nately and  so  unaccountably  exclude. 
I  oan  only  infer,  in  conclusion,  that  the 
reasons  which  actuate  the  Government 
are  reasons  of  which  they  are  so  pro- 


foundly ashamed  that  they  cannot  state 
them. 

Mr.  HUNTEE  :  On  the  last  Division 
28  Scotch  Members  went  into  the  Lobby 
with  me,  and  12  on  the  other  side.  I  do 
not  know  what  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment is,  but  it  seems  to  me  that 
they  are  determined  to  flout  in  every 
possible  case  the  opinion  of  Scotch 
Members.  He  has  distinctly  stated  that 
he  shall  give  no  reasons.  He  dared  not 
stand  up  in  this  House  to  give  utterance 
to  the  shabby  bigotry  and  disgraceful 
enmity  to  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Bain. 
I  do  not  know  whether  he  has  had 
any  part  in  this  business;  I  do  not 
know  who  has  been  the  channel 
of  communication  between  certain  ob- 
scure individuals  and  the  Government. 
But  I  defy  him  to  stand  up  in  the  House 
and  state  one  reason  in  support  of  the 
policy  which  has  been  forced  upon  the 
Government  from  the  Benches  behind 
them.  I  will  tell  the  House  the  real 
reason  why  Professor  Bain  is  hated.  Pro- 
fessor Bain  has  interested  himself  in 
subjects  of  philosophy ;  his  name  will 
rank  among  the  highest  in  this  country, 
along  with  Lock,  Dugald  Stuart,  Adam 
Smith,  and  the  two  Mills;  his  name 
will  be  imperishable  in  the  records  of 
British  philosophy.  He  is  doubly  dear 
to  Aberdeen.  He  is  an  Aberdeen  man, 
and  in  his  own  life  he  is  an  admirable 
illustration  of  some  of  our  Aberdeen 
institutions.  We  have  practically  got 
free  University  education  in  Aberdeen. 
Professor  Bain  began  his  career  as  a 
weaver  in  Aberdeen,  but  he  was  enabled, 
at  the  age  of  18,  to  enter  Marshall  Col- 
lege. From  that  time  his  career  has 
been  remarkable  and  rapid.  When  he 
was  in  London  he  servea  in  a  very  im- 
portant official  position,  and  from  his 
knowledge  of  business  he  is  extremely 
well  qualified  to  take  part  in  this  Com- 
mission. In  the  year  1 860  he  was  ap- 
pointed Professor  of  Log^c  to  the  Uni- 
versity of  Aberdeen.  I  remember  as  a 
boy  the  insinuations  directed  against 
Professor  Bain,  and  I  remember  when  I 
sat  in  his  class  it  was  with  very  consider- 
able prejudice,  and  I  expected  to  see,  if 
not  horns  and  hoofs,  something  like  a 
monster  in  human  form.  From  his 
very  first  appointment  he  was  the 
object,  on  the  part  of  a  small  num- 
ber of  individuals,  of  the  most  en- 
venomed and  bitter  hostility,  but 
everybody  who  sat  in  his  class 
learnt    what    manner     of     man     he 
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*tifi  Homfi^/,  »ind^;r»tanii  'i.e  nar'ir*^  and 
kIfi''J  of  op[#^/si*iori  which  led  the  pro- 
f'^rmorH  *o  *aif fj  tfiaf:  ?«.t/fp.  J;!.?;  It  wa^  vain. 
/'rof^js«(or  iJain  "va^  not  or.iy  fzWx^A. 
hut  r'5- ^! ! (-.ftt-A .   From  w h om  d o^.^  t h i ^  0 p- 


happen-^d  not  to  agree  wi:h  him,     !Xo^ 
Prvfr^or   Bain  is  undoabtedly   a   dis 
tinj^'ii.^hed   man.    and   many  of  ns  are 
th '.ro'i;^hly  arq-iainted  with  his  name. 
Afy   hon.    Fr: -irnd   praiaed    him   to    the 


po«*i^iori  ror.o'j  f  ft  is  a  li-.tio  hit  of  rivalry  |  skifrs,  and   say:^.  therefore,  he  oo^ht  to 
o n  t h ^5  p a rt  o f  0 h v;  1  j r^j  ;ri 0 d i ''i^T I ti es .  who  !  he  on  the  Oj m m : dslon .     Aa  to  Professor 


riiio  p^:r.-i/^,n^  more  ^sminent  than  them- 
ft^ilv'jq.  J;:it  r  h^iliev^  thes^j  ^f^jntiemen 
would  fif:*\i!i.\y  ha7e  for^iriv^jn  Vroies^^or 
i  J  a  i  n  for  /.in  ^?m  i  n  on '';'!  i  f  on  ly  he  h  ad 
hfton  a  Hfioo.  ^'rftfhHH^tr  J^ain  is,  and  ha* 
hfjofj  all  hl«i  jif'i,  an  a/':*Ive  politl«':ian.  I 
do  not  tj.inlf  h'j  ha-i  ^ak'-n  part  in  public 
utf-M'ih'i^H,  },'it  h^j  in  wf'M  known  in  private 
Jif'j  fiH  a  man  of  vf-ry  de<':ided  Liberal 
v\t)WH  This  rniaorahle  fA'iqne,  this 
wrot/;h'd  jfTan^r,  'ire  opposed  to  him  be- 
f;ftii«')  ho  f;om}iines  liberality  of  thought 


Bain's  po'.itical  opinions,  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  one  Scotchman  in  10  knows 
what  they  are.  That  is  a  matter 
brought  in  for  the  purposes  of  Debate, 
and  for  Party  purposes.  It  is  not  trae 
that  Scotch  opinion  is  in  favour  of  or 
against  Professor  Bain,  because  Scoteh 
opinion  has  not  been  brought  to  bear 
upon  the  subject.  His  politics  were  to 
me,  up  to  the  present  moment,  absolntely 
unknown.  It  is  now  said  that  he  is  a 
strong  Liberal,  or  a  strong  Gladstonian 


with  a  great  (Wfi^rafi  of  eminence.  The  ;  which  is  a  very  different  thing.  I  am 
Mouse  does  not  know,  and  my  hon.  j  in  the  position  of  99.000  out  of  every 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  L'niversities  !  100,000  Scotchmen,  of  being  absolntely 
does  not  know,  the  kind  of  people  with  ignorant  of  his  politics.  I  haTe  no 
whom  he  is  dealing.  I  can  tell  him  doubt,  in  respect  of  his  person^  die- 
this,  from  an  experience  of  more  than  a  !  tinetion,  he  is  thoroughly  fit  to  be  a 
fjuarter  of  a  century — that  any  man,  member  of  this  Commission.  That  ia 
however  eminentl}' qualified  for  his  post  ■  not  thequestiDU.  We  have  now  arrived 
he  may  be,  will  be  boycotted  and  ostra-  ,at  almost  the  last  stage  of  this  Bill  an 
cisod  unless  he  belongs  to  the  Tories  ;  this  House,  and  the  Commission  has  been 
who  have  got  control  of  the  Universi-  constituted  after  much  discuBsion  and 
ties,  and  it  is  a  very  little  section  from    conference  between   Members    of    ihe 

Mr,  Hunter 
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House,  and  the  CommiBsion  noiir  re- 
presents the  Kenernl  sentimenta  of 
tbis  House.  If  at  the  last  moment 
a  nev  name  is  to  be  introduced,  &nd 
we  are  to  be  put  in  tbe  position  of 
proving  the  unfitness  of  any  new 
name  suggested,  .1  say  it  is  evident 
to  any  honest,  clear- thinking  man, 
that  they  are  brought  forward  for  Party 
purposes,  and  have  nothing  to  do  with 
the  benefit  of  the  University. 

Tbe  House  divided:  —  Ayes  143; 
Noes  179.— (Div.  List,  No.  257.) 

De.  FARQUHAE80N:  I  beg  to 
propose  the  addition  of  the  name  of  Dr. 
Bruce,  the  elected  representative  for 
Scotland  on  the  Qeneral  Medical 
Coiincil.  la  the  first  place,  he  is  a 
medical  man,  and  we  are  n  doctor  shorten 
theOsmmlBsion,  inasmuch  as  the  Qovern- 
ment  have  excised  the  names  of  two 
doctors.  Aa  the  Scotch  Universities  are 
essentially  Medical  Schools,  I  think  it 
is  important  that  the  medical  element 
should  be  well  represented  on  the  Oom- 
mission.  Dr.  Bruce  is  a  man  of  the 
highest  eminence,  and  has  been 
elected  by  the  whole  medical  profession 
in  Scotland  to  represent  them  on  the 
Medical  Oouncil.  He  would  go  to  the 
Commission  freed  from  any  University 
trammels,  and  would  represent  the  rank 
and  file  of  the  practitioners. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line 
12,  after  the  foregoing  Amsudment,  to 
insert  the  words  "  William  Bruce,  A.M., 
M.D.,  elected  representative  for  Scot- 
land on  General  Medical  Couucil." — 
(i)r.  Farquharton.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Mb,  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  I  need 
only  say  I  have  not  a  word  to  ntter  in 
disparagement  of  Dr.  Bruce,  who  is,  I 
believe,  very  eminent  in  hia  profession  ; 
but  I  am  sure  the  House  will  be  of 
opinion  that  it  is  impossible  now  to  add 
any  other  names  to  the  Oommission.  I 
hope  thehon.  Member  will  rest  satisfied 
with  the  assurance  that  Dr.  Bruce's 
name  is  one  which  readily  occurred  to 
those  in  charge  ofthe  Measure. 

Mb.  HUNTER:  The  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  said 
the  other  day  that  the  Government  were 
not  indisposed  to  make  the  number  16 
or  17.  Of  course,  if  they  adopt  the 
same  principle  here  as  they  did  in  the 
case  of  the  other  names  they  would  add 
not  only  this  name,  but  another  also. 
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*Mb.  OAHPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  cannot  see  my  way  to  support  this 
Amendment,  One  member  was  put 
on  the  Commission  in  order  to 
satisfy  the  claims  of  Aberdeen.  I 
voted  in  the  last  Division  for  Pro- 
fessor Bain  as  a  protest  against  the  way 
in  which  he  has  been  treated ;  but 
having  disposed  of  the  controversy  that 
circled  round  the  name  of  Professor 
Bain,  I  really  cannot  see  my  way  to 
support  the  addition  of  any  further 
name. 

Db.  CLABK:  I  really  think  we 
should  require  to  add  still  another  name 
if  Dr.  Bruce  were  affixed,  as  he  is  the 
very  reverse  of  a  reformer.  I  think  we 
can  leave  tbe  interests  of  the  profession 
in  the  hands  of  Dr.  WateoD. 

■Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Sib   a.    TREVELTAN:   I  beg   to 
move  tbe  Amendment  standing  in  my 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line 
42,  after  the  word  "  University,"  insert 
the  words  "and  the  college  or  ool- 
leges." 

' '  That  those  words 

B.  ROBERTSON:  The 
series  of  Amsndmeats  which  are  stand- 

^  my  name  and  in  the  name  of 
some  other  hon.  Gentleman  have,  I 
think,  cleared  up  this  matter,  and  I  am 
not  sure  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wants  to  press  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  The  Amend- 
ment which  stands  in  my  name  has,  no 
doubt,  to  a  great  degree  been  met  by 
the  Amendment  which  has  just  been 
passed,  and  which  enables  the  Oom- 
mission  to  aboblish  any  professorship. 
It  may,  perhaps,  be  that  the  words  in  the 
Bill  enable  the  Commission  to  fix  the 
number  and  character  of  the  faculties 
and  enable  them  to  abolish  any  facul- 
ties ;  but  I  think  it  would  be  better  to 
make  it  quite  clear  by  my  Amendment, 
which  is  to  insert  the  words,  "  abolish 
existing  faculties  in  any  Universities, 
and."  Within  the  last  few  days  the 
Government,  having  staring  them  in  the 
face  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Aberdeen,  and  having  heard  the  ar- 
guments in  favour  of  the  abolition  of  the 
Theologiaal  Faculty  of  Aberdeen  and 
8t.  Andrews,  have  appointed  a  new  Pro- 
fessor of  Divinity  in  the  University  of 
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Aberdeen.     I  think  it  is  indecent  at  this 
season  of  the  year,   when  there  is  no 
teaching  going  on  and  no  occasion  to 
hurry^that  the  vacancy  should  have  been 
filled  up.     If  the  Government  are  going 
to  fill  up  these  Professorships  and  stop 
the  House  from  deciding  whether  they 
shall  be  abolished  or  not,   I  think  it  is 
desirable  that  we  should    in  so  many 
words  give  the  Commission  power  to 
abolish  faculties.      I  should    like  the 
Commissioners  to  have  power  to  abolish 
the  Faculty  of  Medicine  in  any  Univer- 
sity where  there  is  no  real  teaching  of 
medicine,  and,  still  more,  to  abolish  the 
Faculty    of   Divinity    in     Universities 
where  it  is  not  required.     I  do  not  in 
any  degree  desire  to  raise  the  question 
of  establishment    or  disestablishment. 
I  have    said   I    am    quite    willing  .to 
acknowledge  that  as  long  as  the  Church 
of  Scotland  exists  it  has  a  fair  claim. 
It  in  notorious  that  four  divinity  classes 
are  far  more  than  are  needed  by  the 
Established  Church.     Besides,  many  of 
the  divinity  students  are  frauds.    There 
is  a  great  demand  for  schoolmasters  in 
Scotland  at  present,  and  there  is  a  great 
desire  that  schoolmasters  should  be  fully 
educated.     Many  of    the  young   men 
studying  for  schoolmasters  enter  them- 
selves as  divinity    students    simply  in 
order  to  keep  the  bursaries,  and  without 
the  slightest  :intention  of  following  the 
profession  of  divinity.     I  am  delighted 
they  should  in  that  manner  be  able  to 
qualify  themselves  fully  and  thoroughly 
for  their  profession ;  but  it  is  an  abuse, 
and    altogether  contrary    to    the   real 
meaning   and   intention   of    a  divinity 
school,  that  such  a  school  should  be  kept 
up  and  fully  equipped  in  order  to  enable 
these  gentlemen  to  hold  their  bursaries. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12, 
line  6,  after  the  word  **  to,"  to  insert 
the  words  *'  abolish  existing  faculties  in 
any  university,  and." — {Sir  Q,  Camp- 
heiL) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.^ 


*Mr.  D.  CRAWFORD :  I  should  have 
thought  the  original  words  of  the  clause 
were  amply  sufficient  for  all  purposes, 
if  it  had  not  been  for  the  manner  in 
which  this  subject  was  discussed  by  the 
Government  in  Committee.  The  Bill,  as 
it  stands,  gives  the  Commissioners  power 
to  alter  the  number  of  the  existing  facul- 
ties, and  to  create  new  faculties.  Con- 
sideriug  the  very  large  powers  given  to 

Sir  G.  Camph0U 


the  Commissioners  in  other  respects,  I 
submit  that  it  would  be  ezpedieiLt  that 
they  should  have  an  entirely  free  hand 
widi  regard  to  the  tacultieB  as  well.    B 
may  be  extremely  improbable  that  in  the 
case  of  a  single  University  the  Oommii- 
sioners  should  decide  that  one  of  the  old 
faculties  should  cease  to  exist ;  but  there 
are  two  things  to  consider.     In  the  first 
place,  the  Commissioners  are  empowered 
to  create  new  faculties;  and, in  the  second 
place,  the    existing    Faculties  of  Law, 
Medicine,    and  Divinity    are   Tery   old 
university    arrangements:     they    oome 
down  from  other  ages  and  from  other 
countries.     Considering  the  very  large 
powers  given  to  the  Commissioners^  I 
do  not  think  it  ought  to  be  absolately 
assumed    beforehand  that  the  Oommis- 
sioners  may  not  desire  to  make  some 
change   in  the   old  historical  existing 
nomenclature  and  classification  of  the 
faculties.    A  more  practical  considera- 
tion, however,  is  that  these  UniTersities 
differ  in  size.     There  are  four  Univer- 
sities  in  Scotland,  two  are  much  smaller 
than  the  others,  and  ought  it  not  to  be 
left  an  open  question  whether  the  com- 
plete     equipment      of     the     ezisting 
faculties    is    to    remain    in    each    <n 
the    four     Universities?      Is     it     not 
possible — I  do  not  think  it  is  probable 
— that  one  or  other    or    both    of  the 
smaller    Universities     may    desire    to 
specialize-  themselves  to  a  certain  eztent, 
and  that  one  of  the  faculties  may  oease 
to  exist  there  ?    According  to  the  inter- 
pretation put  on  the  Bill  by  the  QoTem- 
ment  in  Committee  it  would  be  impossible 
for  the  Commissioners  to  initiate  or  to 
sanction  such  an  arrangement,   and  I 
rose  simply  for  the  sake  of  endeavonring 
to  elicit  an  expression  of  opinion  from 
the  Lord  Advocate.     Perhaps  I  was  too 
hasty  in  putting  my  own  interpretation 
on  what  was  said  by  him  in  Committee ; 
but  I  put  it  to  him  whether  it  would  not 
be  desirable,   according  to  the  spirit  of 
the  clause  as  it  stands,  to  give  an  abso« 
lutely  free  hand  to  the  Oommissioners 
in  dealing  with  the  faculties. 
*Thb    SOLICITOR  GENERAL   ion 
SCOTLAND   (Mr.  M.   T.    STOBicomcH 
Darling,   GlsMgow  and   St.  Andrew's 
Universities) :    The    Government   oan- 
not      accept     this     Amendment     for 
reasons  which  were  fully  stated  when 
the    Bill    was    in    Committee.      The 
Commissioners  have,    no   doabt|    TSiy 
full  and   ample  powers  in   regard  to 
faculties  ;  but  I  should  not  be  dealing 
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frankly  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  if  I  did  not  say  that,  in  my 
opinioD,  the  power  to  abolish  faculties  is 
very  different  from  the  power  to  abolish 
Professorships.  I  do  not  think  that  the 
Bill  as  it  now  stands  confers  on  the  Com- 
missioners power  to  abolish  faculties.  The 
hon.  Member  has  very  plainly  avowed  that 
his  main  object  is  to  procure  the  abolition 
oftheFaculty  of  Theology  in  St.  Andrew's 
Uniyersity.  There  is  a  special  reason 
why  we  should  not  give  the  Commis- 
sioners instructions  to  that  effect  now. 
It  is  possible  that  as  the  result  of  their 
report  on  the  subject  of  tests,  the 
Theological  Faculties  may  hereafter 
be  made  available  for  a  larger  num- 
ber of  divinity  students  than  is  the 
case  at  present.  There  has  never, 
I  believe,  been  a  time  when  there  were 
not  all  the  three  Faculties  of  Arts,  of 
Theology,  and  of  Medicine  in  the  Scot- 
tish Universities. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  125 ;  Noes 
196.— (Div.  List,  No.  258.) 

Mb.  hunter  :  I  now  beg  to  move 

to  insert,  after  ''  faculties,"  in  line  6, 

"  And  to  abolish  the  theological  facalties  in 
the  Qniversities  of  Aberdeen  and  St.  Andrew's, 
and  employ  the  endowments  of  the  theological 
professors  to  endow  new  professorships  in  the 
tacolty  of  arts." 

This  Amendment  rests  upon  different 
grounds  to  the  one  we  have  just  dis- 
posed of.  The  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend  was  permissive.  This  is  com- 
pulsory, and  the  object  is  to  deal  with 
a  great  abuse  in  the  wasteful  expendi- 
ture of  money  belonging  to  the  Scotch 
Universities.  I  do  not  believe  that  even 
many  Scotch  Members  are  aware  of  the 
extraordinary  extravagance  which 
characterizes  the  Divinity  Faculties  of 
Scotland.  In  each  of  the  Glasgow  and 
Edinburgh  Universities  there  are,  on  an 
average,  about  107  divinity  students, 
and  in  Aberdeen  the  average  is  31,  and 
in  St.  Andrew's  33 — I  am  taking  the 
average  of  the  last  five  years.  My  con- 
tention is  that  for  the  wants  of  divinity 
students  the  two  Universities  of  Edin- 
burgh and  Glasgow  are  amply  sufficient ; 
because  if  you  were  to  distribute  the 
divinity  students  in  Aberdeen  and  St. 
Andrew's  between  Edinburgh  and 
Glasgow  you  would  still  have  com- 
paratively small  classes.  What  is  the 
proportion  between  the  entire  number  of 
divinity  students  and  the  number  of 
art  students?  Taking  the  average  of 
the  last  three  years,  the  entire  number 


of  divinity  students  in  the  Scottish 
Universities  is  278,  while  that  of  the  art 
students  is  2,826. 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  It 
appears  to  me  that  this  Amendment  was 
covered  by  the  last  Amendment,  which 
gave  power  to  abolish  faculties.  This 
Amendment  g^ves  power  to  abolish  the 
Faculty  of  Theology  in  particular  Uni- 
versities. 

Mr.  HUNTER :  I  asked  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  and  he  thought 
the  Amendment  was  not  carried  by  the 
last.  On  the  point  of  order,  let  me  say  that 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  did 
not  refer  to  the  Theological  Faculties  at 
all. 

*Mb.  speaker  :  Theological  Faoul- 
ties  are  included  in  faculties. 

Mr.  hunter  :  Then  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  I  will  move  that  the  Bill  be 
re- committed  in  order  that  I  may  discuss 
this  point. 

*Mb.  WALLACE :  I  beg  to  move  to 
insert  after  ''  students."  in  line  17 — 

*'  Provided  that  no  fees  in  existing  classes 
above  three  guineas  shall  be  increaaed,  and 
that  no  fees  in  new  classes  or  classes  in  which 
the  fees  are  now  three  guineas  or  under  shall 
be  fixed  above  three  guineas.*' 

The  object  of  this  Amendment  is  to 
meet  what  I  fear  will  be  a  very  g^eat 
danger  in  the  practical  working  of  this 
measure — namely,  the  danger  that  is 
already  beginning  to  appear  of  making 
higher  education  in  Scotland  too  ex- 
clusively the  privilege  of  the  wealthier 
classes.  Hitherto  it  has  been  one  of 
the  great  distinctions  of  higher  educa- 
tion in  Scotland  that  it  has  been  acces- 
sible almost  to  the  very  poorest.  In  the 
local  schools  University  preparation 
could  be  obtained  so  cheaply  as  to  be 
accessible  to  all,  and  in  the  Universities 
themselves  to  a  large  extent  the  same 
arrangement  prevails.  I  do  not  say 
that  in  the  Universities  education  is  as 
accessible  as  it  should  be.  In  some  of 
the  professional  classes  the  arrange- 
ments point  to  the  expectation  that 
certain  professions  are  to  be  shut 
against  the  poor  man.  This  is  more 
particularly  the  case  in  the  profession  of 
law,  the  classes  being  so  arranged  that 
the  education  is  accessible  only  to  those 
who  have  a  considerable  capital  to  start 
with  in  life.  The  same  state  of  things 
prevails  to  a  considerable  extent  in  the 
profession  of  medicine.  This  is  a  most 
unwholesome  state  of  things.  In  the 
machinery  of  this    Bill   I    am    afraid 
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advantage,  I  shall  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment of  mj  hon.  Friend. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  114;  Noes 
199._(Div.  List,  No.  259). 

It  being  after  half-past  Five  of  the 
clock.  Further  Proceeding  on  Considera- 
tion, as  amended,  stood  adjourned. 

Further  Proceeding  to  be  resumed 
upon  Monday  next. 

STEAM    TRAWLING    (IRELAND)    BILL. 

(No.  a35). 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee). 

♦Mr.  murphy  (Dublin.  St.  Pat- 
rick's) :  I  am  afraid  there  are  proposals 
in  this  Bill  that  have  been  made  with- 
out sufficient  inquiry  and  notice.  I 
have  no  wish  to  stop  the  progress  of  the 
Bill  altogether,  but  I  think  more  inquiry 
is  necessary  as  to  its  effect  on  steam 
trawling  in  Ireland,  and  in  order  to 
give  opportunity  for  that  I  now  beg  to 
move  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair  to  make  his  Beport  to  the 
flouse." 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  County,  Mid) : 
I  think,  before  this  Motion  is  put,  I 
may  prevail  upon  my  hon.  Friend 
*to  consent  to  some  little  progress 
being  made  with  the  clauses.  Of 
course,  during  my  recent  entertain- 
ment by  Her  Majesty's  Govern 
ment  in  Olonmel  Gaol,  I  have  not  had 
opportunity  of  making  myself  acquainted 
with  matters  before  the  House  as  I 
could  wish,  but  I  understand  that  many 
Members  of  the  parts  to  which  I  have 
the  honour  to  belong  have  taken  in- 
terest in  this  measure  as  concerning  the 
fishing  industry  of  our  country,  and  I 
think  we  might  make  some  progress 
with  the  clauses,  at  any  rate,  until  any 
material  point  of  difficulty  arises.  I 
confess  I  speak  with  some  reserve  in 
the  absence  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin,  who  has  given 
some  attention  to  this  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to 
be  read  the  third  time  on  Monday  next. 

POOR  LAW  BILL.     (No.  338.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

VOL.  CCCXXXVIII.  [third  ssRiEi.] 


Mr.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.)".  I 
only  wish  to  ask  is  there  any  objection 
to  add  a  clause  applying  the  provisions 
of  the  first  clause  to  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  RITCHIE;  None  whatever.  I 
have  been  in  correspondence  with  the 
Irish  Office  on  the  subject. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 

PARTNERSHIP  BILL.     (No.  336.) 
Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  third 
time." 

Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich) :  I  desire  to  point  out  that  Sub- 
section (c)  of  Section  50  has  a  very 
different  meaning  now  to  that  it  had 
three  years  ago.  It  provides  that  a  man, 
or  woman  either  for  that  matter,  may  be 
excluded  from  a  partnership  on  account 
of  crime.  Now,  as  the  House  knows, 
we  have  had  some  new  definitions  of 
crime.  I  am  fully  satisfied  that  it  has 
not  been  on  the  mind  of  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  promote  a  Bill  in  which  there 
shall  be  a  provision  by  which  one  part- 
ner may  exclude  another  from  the  busi- 
ness in  which  they  are  engaged  because 
of  attendance  at  a  meeting.  I  do  not 
for  a  moment  wish  to  introduce  any 
matter  of  controversy  now,  but  I  am  ab- 
solutely convinced  that  no  promoter  of 
this  Bill  contemplated  such  a  thing ;  and 
I  appeal  to  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen, 
if  they  amend  the  law,  to  do  so  in  ac- 
cordance with  common  sense. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
R.Webster,  Isle  of  Wight):  I  think 
it  is  not  possible  to  omit  altogether  Sub* 
section  (c)  of  Clause  50.  It  will  be  ob- 
served that  the  sub-section  refers  to  con- 
viction of  any  person  of  a  crime,  regard 
being  had  to  the  prejudicial  effect  that 
conviction  may  have  on  the  business  in 
which  the  partners  are  engaged.  I  do 
not  suppose  the  hon.  Member  wishes  to 
exclude  that  altogether,  and  I  would 
suggest  that  words  might  be  introduced 
in  another  place  whereby  conviction 
might  be  defined  to  meet  such  cases  as 
those  the  hon.  Member  has  in  mind.  It 
would  not  do  to  cut  out  the  sub-section 
altogether,  for  the  hon.  Member  must 
admit  there  are  certain  classes  of  crime 
on  account  of  which  it  is  only  right  a 
partner  ehould  have  the  means  of  dis* 
solving  a  partnership. 
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♦Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolver- 
hamptOD,  E.) :  Unfortunately,  we  have 
to  deal  with  cases  of  conviction  for  crime 
under  peculiar  circumstances.  We  have 
in  view  the  possibility  of  the  exclusion  of 
a  Member  of  this  House  from  the  School 
Board  of  London,  as  a  consequence  of 
a  conviction  under  the  Coercion  Act. 
Certainly,  it  is  a  matter  which  we 
cannot  leave  to  ^'another  place"  I 
would  suggest  that  the  Bill  be  re-com- 
mitted, in  order  that  the  Amendment 
may  be  made  here,  and  I  hope  the  Third 
Heading  will  not  be  proceeded  with. 

♦Mr.  GEDGE  (Stockport):  In  the 
Education  Act  the  words  are  not  **  con- 
victed," but  "  punished  with  imprison- 
ment "  for  crime.  This  clause  goes  fur- 
ther and  seems  to  require  modification. 

Mr.  SEALE-HAYNE  (Devon,  Aeh- 
burton)  :  On  behalf  of  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill,  I  wieh  to  say  they  will  ac- 
cept the  suggestion  made. 

Debate  adjourned  until  To-morrow. 

ECCLESIASTICAL  DILAPIDATIONS 
BILL.     (No.  169.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

COMPANIES'     CLAUSES      CONSOLIDA- 
TION ACT  (1888)   AMENDMENT  BILL. 

(No.  237.) 

Order  for  Second  Heading,  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.*' 

Mr.  A.  ACLAND  (Yorkshire,  W.R, 
Eotherham) :  This  Bill  does  not  legis- 
late, it  only  corrects  an  unfortunate 
error  of  three  words  that  crept  into  the 
Bill  of  last  year,  and  the  Bill  has  the 
Lord  Chancellor's  recommendation. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time  and  re-com- 
mitted for  To-morrow. 

TOWN  COUNCILLORS   (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.    (No.  177.) 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Second  Beading.    [April  16 .] 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) : 
I  understand  that  the  Second  Heading 
of  this  Bill  is  not  met  with  Notice  of 
Opposition.  If  this  stage  is  allowed,  I 
am  quite  willing  that  the  Committee 


stage  should  be  deferred  for  any  reason- 
able period. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  EOBERTSON:  In 
the  absence  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Leader  of  the  House  I  can  pye  no 
undertaking. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  Monday 

next. 

MOTIONS. 

_ « 

TECHNICAL   INSTBUOTION   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  William  Hart  Dyke,  Bill  to 
facilitate  the  provision  of  Tecbnical  Instructiaii, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  William  Hart 
Dyke,    Sir    Michael    Hicks    Beach,   and  Mr. 

Jackson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  350.] 

COUNTY  COURT  PLAINTS. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  an  Address  be  presented  for  Retomi 
from    every  County  Court    in  England   and 
Wales  of  the  total  number  of   Plaints,   &0., 
entered  in  each  Court  from  the   let  day  of 
January  to  the  31st  day  of  December,  1888,  both 
days  inclusive,  distinguishing  those  not  ezoeed- 
ing  £20;  those  above  £20  and  not  exceeding 
£50 ;  and  those  by  agreement  over  £50 ;  ima, 
of  the  sittings  of  the  County  Courts  in  England 
and  Wales  holden  before  the  Judges  of  such 
Courts  in  the  year   1838   (in  continuation  of 
Parliamentary    Paper,    No.    211,   of    Session 
1888)."— (^»r  George  Rutaell.) 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork,  Mid) :  I  must 
object  to  this  Motion  being  taken. 

*Mr.  speaker  :  On  thispointi  have 
given  my  ruling  before.  This  appears 
on  the  Paper  as  an  unopposed  Keturn, 
and  is  merely  in  continuation  of  a  pre- 
vious Parliamentary  Paper.  I  think 
the  objection  raised  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber may  be  almost  described  ae 
frivolous. 

De.  tanner  :  I  make  the  objection 
to  which  I  am  entitled,  and  I  may  explain 
that  I  do  so  in  consequence  of  our  bein^ 
treated  so  badly  in  reference  to  the 
Returns  we  moved  for  last  year. 

*Mr.  speaker  :    Order,   order  !  I 

shall  not   allow  the  objection;    it  is 

frivolous,   and  a  mere  obstruction  of 
the  business  of  the  House. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minntea 
hefore  Six  o*clook. 
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NATIONAL  POBTRAIT  GALLERY 
BILL.    {No.  m.) 
Setumed  from  the  Common  a  with 
the  Amendment  agreed  to. 


Uessaf^  to  the  Gommoni  for  copy  of 
the  Report  from  the  Select  Committee. 

TOWN  HOLDrNGS. 

HeuBge  to  the  Commons  for  copy  of 

the  Report  from  the  Select  Committee. 

C0MMrrT8E  OF  SELECTION   FOR 
HTANDINQ  COMUITTBBS. 

Report  from,  That  the  Committee 
have  added  the  Lord  Archbishop  of 
Caaterbnt7,  the  Earl  of  Brownlow,  the 
Earl  of  Kilmore;,  the  Earl  of  ICim- 
berley,  the  Lord  Bishop  of  Loadon, 
the  Lord  Bishop  of  Rochester,  the  Lord 
Wemjas  {E.  JFimgtt),  and  the  Lord 
Eeor;  (£.  Jhmrave*  and  Jhunt-£arl)  to 
the  Standing  Committee  for  Bills  re- 
lating to  Law,  &c.,  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Cruelty  to  Children  Preven- 
tioQ  Bill,  read,  aod  <»dered  to  lie  on 
the  Uble. 

BUOKE  NDISANCE  ABATEMEKT  (ME- 
TBOPOLIS)  BILL.     (No.  13.) 

Order  of  the  Slst  of  Uaj  lost,  re-com- 
mitting the  Bill  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  Honee,  read. 

Loao  STRATHFDEN  ahd  OAHP- 
BELL:  HyLoide,  as  thi  Bill  which  I 
have  introanced  dealiDg  with  this  snb- 
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ject  has  had  the  eaaence  taken  out  of  it 
by  the  Standing  Committee,  although 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  has  been  fre- 
quently affirmed  by  this  House,  Ithink 
the  Bill  had  better  be  withdrawn.  I 
tbiak  the  StandiaK  Committee  has  acted 
ulira  vim,  and  I  have  determined  to 
withdraw  the  Bill.  In  conjunction  with 
the  Smoke  Abatement  Institute,  of 
which  the  Duke  of  Westminster'  is 
Chairman,  I  am  endeaTouring  to  frame  ' 
a  new  Bill,  which  I  expect  to  be  able  to 
lay  on  the  Table  during  the  present 
Session.  - 

Order  dieoherged  and  Bill  (by  leave 
of  the  Honse)  withdrawn. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  (TONNAGE) 
BILL.     (No.  ITi.) 
SECOND   REASIKO. 

Order  of  the  day  for  the  Seoond  Read- 
ing read. 
*IxiaD  BALFOUR  :  My  Lords,  the  ob- 
ject of  this  Bill  is  to  remedy  defects  in 
preriouB  legislation  on  this  subject  in  re- 
gard to  gross  and  registered  tonnage  of 
nierchant  shipping,  as  contained  in  the  - 
principal  Act  of  1854.  The  regulations 
there  laid  down  are  to  the  following ' 
eitfeot:  That  in  measuring  for  the  g^on 
tonnage  the  internal  capacity  of  the ' 
ship  la  to  be  taken — that  is,  the  hull  and 
the  erections  upon  and  above  the  upper 
deck,  whioh  could  be  used  for  stores 
for  passengers  or  for  cargo — and  then 
calculating  the  contents  in  cubic  feet ; 
dividing  uat  by  100  the  result  woilld 
give  the  groea  tonnage,  with  this  esoep- 
tion — that  all  the  space  occupied  by  the 
crew,  if  it  does  not  exceed  5  per  cent. 
of  the  whole  tonnage,  is  deducted  from 
the  result  of  the  gross  tonnage  ae  arrived 
at.  My  Lords,  in  other  words,  there' 
fore,  the  gross  tonnage  of  the  ship  is  tbe 
3  Z 
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entire  cabical  capacity  of  the  hull  less 
the  crew  space  if  it  does  not  exceed  5 
per  cent  of  that  amount.  In  arriving 
at  the  registered  tonnage  on  which  dues 
are  paid  certain  deductions  are  made 
in  respect  of  the  propelling  power.  That 
depends  upon  the  size  of  the  ship,  and 
also  varies  according  to  whether  the 
ship  is  propelled  by  paddles  or  screw. 
Mj  Lords,  that  Act  was  amended  by  an 
Act  passed  in  1867,  mainly  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  seamen  and  crews  employed 
in  merchant  vessels,  and  has  for  its 
object  lightening  the  rates  put  upon 
those  parts  of  the  ship  which  are 
occupied  by  the  crew,  and  it  provides 
that  all  the  crew  spaces,  whether  above 
or  below  the  deck,  shall  be  deducted 
from  the  calculation  for  the  registered 
tonnage.  Of  course,  my  Lords,  this  Act 
of  1867.  and  its  provisions,  were  to  that 
extent  intended  to  come  entirely  in  the 
place  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
1854  ;  but  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
1854  were  not  in  so  many  words  specifi- 
cally repealed,  and  a  year  or  two  ago 
some  ingenious  person  discovered  that 
by  taking  the  two  Acts  of  Parliament 
and  reading  them  together  a  ship- 
owner might  be  entitled  to  deduct 
from  the  registered  tonnage  under 
the  Act  of  1867  that  which  had 
not  been  calculated  into  the  ton- 
nage under  the  Act  of  1854.  For 
example,  as  I  have  already  said, 
under  the  Act  of  1854,  5  per  cent 
of  the  crew  space  above  deck  was 
deducted  from  the  gross  tonnage  before 
the  gross  tonnage.was  certified,  and  the 
whole  of  the  crew  space  is  entitled  to 
be  deducted  under  the  Act  of  1867. 
Therefore  the  crew  space  above  deck,  if 
it  does  not  exceed  5  per  cent  of  the 
whole  tonnage,  is  not  to  be  added  under 
the  Act  of  1 854.  but  it  falls  to  be  deducted 
under  the  Act  of  1 867.  That,  of  course, 
would  be  obviously  unfair,  and  one 
object  of  this  Bill  is  to  remedy  that 
defect.  My  Lords,  under  the  same 
Act  of  1867  certain  spaces  which  are 
placed  above  the  engine  room,  and  which 
obviously  cannot  be  used  for  cargo,  are 
also  entitled  to  be  deducted  from  the 
calculation  for  registered  tonnage ;  but 
owing  to  the  Act  of  1867  those  spaces 
are  not  calculated  in  the  cubical  capacity 
of  the  ship  for  the  gross  tonnage,  and 
that  defect  is  also  proposed  to  he  re- 
medied by  one  of  tne  clauses  in  this 
Bill.     Your  Lordships  will  easily  under.- 

Lord  Balfour 


stand  that  as  Rome  years  have  elapsed 
since  those  defects  were  first  disooTered 
a  certain  number  of  ^tkift-Tested   in- 
terests have  arisen,  and,  therefore,  the 
law  as  now  proposed  will  require  to  be 
carefully  applied  and  adjusted  in  refer- 
ence   to  existing  vessels    which   have 
been  measured  under  those  conditions. 
Tour  Lordships  will  find  a  clauae  in  the 
Bill  carefully  prepared  for  the  purpose 
of  suiting  the  new  order  of  things  ia 
the  old,  with  the  least  possible  hard- 
ship; but  those  matters  will    be   the 
subject  of  consideration  in  Ckmimittee 
rather  than  upon  the  present  txxsasion. 
My  Lords,  there  are  other  provisions  in 
the  Bill,  such  as  allowing  sailing  ships 
to  make  certain  deductions  from  those 
calculations  of  tonnage,  but  those  pro- 
visions are  all  matters    of  detail,  and 
are  in  accordance  with  the  reoommen- 
dations  of  the   Boyal  Oommiasion  on 
Saving  Life  at  Sea.    My  Lords,  I  think 
there  is  no  further  explanation  which  I 
can  give  at  the  present  stage.    I  propose, 
if  your  Lordships  will  pass  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill,  to  refer  it  to  one 
of  the  Standing  Committees,  and  I  move 
now  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time. 

Bill  read  2^  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  the  Standing  Oommittee 
for  General  Bills. 

BRIBERY       (PUBLIC      BODIEa      AND 

OFFICERS  UNDER  THE  CROWJN)  PRE- 

VENTION   BILL.    (No.  90.) 

House  in  Oonimittee  (on  Be-comaut* 
ment)  (according  to  order)  :  Bill 
reported  without  further  Amendoient, 
and  to  be  read  3^  on  Monday  pezt. 

TELEGRAPHS  .(ISLE  OF  MAN)  BILL. 

(No.  118.) 

House  in  Committee  (on  Re-oommit- 
ment)  (according  to  order) :  Bill  reported 
without  Amendment ;  and  to  be  read -8^ 
To-morro#.' 

COUNTY   COURT    APPEALS  (IRELAKD) 

BILL.       [THE       LORD       HERSOHELLi 

(AMENDMENTS  )    (No.  104.) 

House  again  in  Oommittee  (on  Be- 
commitment)  (according  to  order). 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  on  flie 
question  of  the  Oounty  Cjurt  Jodme 
granting  an  appeal,  he  would  oonfiae 
the. proposed  Amendment  to  inaertiag^. 


1337       Couittg  Cotirt  ^pptati      ]Jvlt  35,  1889) 


{IrelaHd)  Bill. 


13SS 


«ftflr  the  word  "vexatioua"  the  words 
"  or  iinroaaon»ble," 

LoBD  HEBSOHELL:  Mj  Lords,  on 
this  Question,  that  the  words  "  or  nn- 
reasonabte"  stand  part  of  the  Clause, 
I  shall  not  trouble  your  Lordships  by 
repeating  at  any  length  what  I 
aaid  on  the  previous  oooauon.  I 
•till  adhere  to  my  new,  that  it 
is  objeotionable  to  leave  the  question 
of  appeal  open  whether  it  is  reasonable 
or  not.  Uy  Lords,  I  strongly  object  to 
.  being  allowed  in  those  cases. 


ar= 


oap.  57,  sec.  I3S,  proriding  that  any 
person  whoshall  think  himself  nggrisTed 
by  the  decree  of  tbe  Oourt,  and  who  does 
not  appear  by  an  attorney  at  the  hearing, 
may  obtain  a  re-bearing,  upon  depoait* 
ing  the  money  and  entering  intoaoond. 
Thereupon  an  appeal  vss  given  t6  the 
next  going  Judge  of  Asaize.  Bo  that 
provision  was  thereby  made  for  payment 
of  the  money  into  Court.  In  place  of 
moving  the  omission  of  the  seotioh  ha 
would  propose  only  to  modify  it. 

Eabi.  OADOQAN :  My  Lords,  I  agree 

ibleVnd''learned  FrTend  seems  to    thatitisnotrightthattbeleavetoappeal 
that  the  case  will  neoesearily  go  '  should    remain   open  for  an  unlimited 

time.    I  should,  therefore,  ask  the  noble 

and  learned  Lord  to  withdraw  hii 
Amendment  and  to  move  another  limit- 
ing  to  some  extent  the  time  within  which 
tbe  appeal  can  be  made. 

Lord  HEBSOHELL:  I  should  like 
to  explain  to  your  Lordships  the  oircum- 
BtaDOes  under  which  this  clause  came  into 
the  Bill.  ItwasnotintheBillasorinuaUy 
introduced  in  the  other  Honse.  It  had 
its  origin  in  a  suggestion  of  the  Bar 
Committee  after  the  Bill  had  been 
framed  as  it  was  proposed  to  be  carried. 
Attention  was  called  to  the  fact  (of 
which  there  can  bs  no  doubt)  that  the 
Ii^Ttb  section  of  the  Act  of  1867  was 
repealed  by  the  ninth  section  of  the  Act 
of  1882.  It  woB  stated  before  the  Bar 
Committee  by  a  learned  gentleman  who 
was  formerly  in  the  House  of  Gommona 
and  who  had  taken  part  in  tbe  Bill 
of  1882,  that  that  section  had  been 
omitted  ^tfrtfirMrtam,  and  he  was  the  per* 
son  who  proposed  its  insertion  in  tbe 
Bill  now  before  your  Lordships'  House. 
It  is  a  very  necessary  section.  Suppose 
a  penon  receives  a  Ooun^  Court  sum* 
moos  for  a  debt ;  he  goea  to  the  place 
and  says,  "  What  do  yon  mean  by  this  ? 
I  have  paid  the  money  ?  "  But,  not- 
withstanding that,  the  proceedings  go  on 
behind  the  man's  back,  a  decree  is 
obtained,  be,  of  course,  having  paid  no 
further  attention  to  the  matter,  and 
execution  can  be  enforced  against  him. 
There  are  so  means  by  which  under  the 
existing  law  he  can  obtain  a  remedy, 
Hy  LoMs,  that  is  snfflcient  to  show  that 
such    a  olause    aa    thia    is    neoeeiary. 


by  way  of  appeal  to  the  Judge  of  Assize. 
1  think  the  power  to  state  a  case  on  a 
p(»nt  of  law  will  not  canse  additional 
expense;  but  I  believe  that  putting  in 
these  worda,  instead  of  saving  expense 
to  the  parties  will  put  them  to  expense. 
However,  «s  the  noble  Yiscountopposite 
voted  against  me  on  the  matter  when  it 
came  to  a  Division,  I  do  not  feel  that 
there  would  be  much  hope  for  it  if  a 
Division  were  again  taken,  and,  there* 
fore,  I  will  not  trouble  your  Lordships 
with  it  further. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
withdrawn. 

LooD  FITZCIEBALD  said,  upon  the 
Qaeation  whether  Otanse  9  should  stand 
part  of  An  Bill  he  wished  to  add  the 
words,  "  and  that  no  such  appeal  thalt 
have  the  effect  of  itaying  further  pro- 
ceedings ud1»hs  tlie  Judge  shall  direct." 
He  supposed  there  could  be  no  objec- 
tion to  that. 

LoBD  HERSJllELL:  My  Lords,  I 
am  not  quito  sure  that  I  follow  this 
Amendment.  I  had  understood  it  to 
mean  that  execution  shall  not  be  stayed ; 
but  surely  execution  is  a  stay  of  further 
proceediDga.  One  mode  of  staying 
further  proceedings  is  to  obtain  exeou- 
tion,  and  of  course  execution  would  go 
at  once  ubteas  the  Judge  saw  reason  to 
the  contrary. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

LoKoFITZaEBALDsaid,  heobjected 
to  Clause  13,  because  under  it  litigants 
would  be  able  to  carry  on  appeals  to  any 
extent  they  pleased.  For  the  asaistanoe 
of  the  ^ouse  he  would  state  that  he 
had  teoeived  a  letter  on  the  subject 
poiotlag  out  that  the  olause  had  evi- 
dently been  token  from  14  and  15  Viet. 


Therefore,  I  propose  at  line  51,  after 
the  word  "appeal,"  to  insert  the  words 


to  call  attentitm  to  one  thing.    As  I 
gather,  Olanso  117  of  the  Aetof  IBBT 
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provided  for  giving  an  appeal  to  persons 
who  do  not  appear  personally. 

Lord  HERSOHELL  :  No,  it  has  just 
the  same  operation  as  this  clause. 

♦The  Earl  of  l^ILLTOWN:  As  I  un- 
derstand, Clause  4  excludes  persons  who 
do  not  appear  by  counsel  or  attorney. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  It  refers  to 
persons  who  consider  themselves 
aggrieved  and  who  do  not  appear  by 
counsel  or  attorney. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  There 
may  be  cases  in  which  the  defendant 
never  heard  of  the  proceedings  until 
execution  issued.  This  Bill  contemplates, 
no  doubt,  the  case  of  a  person  who  by 
his  own  fault  did  not  appear  by  counsel 
or  attorney,  but  if  he  himself  appeared 
he  would  not  be  within  this  clause.  My 
noble  Friend  seems  to  be  under  a  mis- 
apprehension as  to  what  the  clause 
means.  If  any  person  was  inops  conciiii 
and  did  not  know  how  to  appeal,  this 
clause  would  not  enable  him  to  do  so. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  It  only  affects 
persons  appearing  by  counsel  or 
attorney. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  But  it 
is  consistent  with  the  fact  that  he  might 
have  appeared  himself,  and  if  he  did 
there  is  no  appeal. 

Lord  HERSCHELL :  If  he  appeared 
himself  he  would  come  within  the  sec- 
tion. 

Earl  CADOGAN  :  What  I  under- 
stand my  noble  Friend  to  mean  is 
that  the  section  only  applies  where  the 
defendant  was  not  represented  by  a 
solicitor  or  counsel,  whereas  it  ought  to 
apply  to  cases  where  the  defendant  did 
not  appear  himself. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  Yes. 

Lord  FITZGERALD:  The  clause 
was  only  introduced  in  the  House  of 
Commons  at  the  last  moment.  It  was 
introduced  on  the  night  of  the  SOth  of 
June,  and  the  Bill  was  read  a  third  time 
the  next  day.  There  was  no  time  to 
consider  it,  and  I  have  not  been  able  to 
find  out  who  proposed  the  Amendment. 
It  does  not  appear  on  the  records  of 
Parliament.  Originally  the  appeal  was 
given  where  the  party  did  not  appear  by 
attorney.    That  was  the  whole  thing. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Report  to  be  received  on  Monday. 
The  £arl  fif  JtiUiown 


THE  ASTRACANA  IN    OOWKS    ROADS. 
question — OBSEBVATrOVa. 

Lord   COLVILLE    of    CUIiBOSS: 
My  Lords,  I  rise  to  ask  whether  tlit 
Board  of  Trade  will  renew  the  applktp 
tion  which  they  recently  made  to  tke 
Trinity  Corporation,   and   ascertain  if 
they  still  decline  to  remoTe  the  obstadir 
to  navigation  and  anchorage  in  Oowes 
Roads  which  they  have  created  by  tlie 
sinking  of  the  ship  Aitracdna,     Or  the 
28th  June  I  called  the  attention  of  th# 
House  to  the  same  Bubjeot*  and  was  thsa 
told  that  the  Board  of  Trade  had  no 
power  to  compel  the  Trinity  Board  to 
remove  the  wreck.   I  was  in  hopes  that^ 
as  the  obstruction  of  the  shipping  lui- 
chorage  at  Cowes  was  prodnced  solely 
by  the  act  of  the  Trinity  Board,  they 
would  consider  it  their  dufy  to  remote 
it.    A  month  has  elapsed,  and  nothing 
has  been  done ;  the  wreck  still  remains 
in  a  most  inconvenient  position  with  a 
buoy  above  it.    The  Trinity  Board  in- 
formed the  Board  of  Trade  that  on  the 
25th  of  June  there  were  17  feet  clear  aB 
over   the   wreck  at  low  water  spring 
tides,    and    nothing    above    the   level 
of  the  sand.    But  I  am  glad  to  say  I 
am  in  a  position  to  give  your  Lgto- 
ships  a  little  further  information.    The 
Local  Board  of  Cowes  have  employed  an 
experienced  diver  who  last  week  made  riz 
visits  to  the  wreck,  and  instead  of  findings 
nothing  above   the  sand  (acoordinff  to 
the    Trinity  version),   he    reported    a 
great  quantity  of  loose  wreckage  which 
might  be  raised  without  diffiomfy,  and* 
some  timber  upright,  and   fixed,  quite 
five  feet  above   the  gpround.    He  also 
said : — 

*'  If  a  vessel  anchored  there,  she  would  nsver 
see  her  anchor  again.    The  upright  pieces  of 
timber  are  very  dangerous  to  ,toobci1b  iminrinjc. 
over  the  wreck — particalarly  to  coastiiig  vessels 
drawing  more  than  10  feet  at  low  water/' 

The  Trinity  Board  stated  that  there 
were  17  feet  of  water  over  the  wrebk 
at  low  water. .  The  Local  Board  hare' 
had  most  careful  soundings  made  ( whioh 
correspond  with  the  report  of  the 
diver)»  and  they  show  that  instead  of 
17  feet  of  water  there  were  onlv  11  feet 
over  the  wreck.  It  certainly  is  not  to 
the  credit  of  the  Trinity  Board,  whose 
functions  are  supposed  to  be  the  jpro- 
tection  of  navigable  channels  andTan" 
chorages  along  the  coast,  that  thsy 
should  create  this  obstruction  and  thfln 
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refuse  to  remoTO  it.  I  bag  to  oall  your 
Lordships  p&rticular  attsntioa  to  ths 
fsot  that  somt)  time  since  they  called 
for  tenders  for  the  purchase  ol  the 
wreck ;  but  they  now  ignore  the  obli- 
gations wliich  they  then  imposed  upon 
tiie  purchaser — namely,  that  the  wreck 
■faould  be  removed  within  a  given  time. 
Uy  Lords,  the  Trinity  Board  are  not 
represented  in  this  House,  but  I  see 
here  eeveral  noble  Lords  who  are  £lder 
Brethren,  and  I  should  be  very  happy  if 
tbey  will  stand  up  and  explain  the  con- 
duct of  the  Trinity  Board.  I  am  oom- 
pdled  to  put  my  question  to  the  noble 
Lord  who  represents  the  Board  of  Trade, 
and  I  hope  he  «ill  give  me  a  more  satis- 
factory answer  than  I  received  on  the 
Ust  occasion. 

•LoED  BALFOUE  :  My  Lords,  when 
notice  was  given  of  this  question  I  at 
once  communicated  with  the  representa- 
tives of  the  Trinity  House  in  London, 
and  I  had  an  interview  with  a  gentleman 
who  came  from  their  office  to  see  me  a 
£bw  days  ago.  To-day  the  information, 
which  I  will  read  to  the  House,  has  been 
furnisbed  by  the  Trinity  Board— I  will 
give  it  in  their  own  words  : — 

"  Hemorandum  on  the  Wreck  Aiirataaa. 

"Ithu  been  alreadjr  eipLkined  th&t  wheo 
this  wrw:li  wu  found  Hosting  bottom  up,  >Dil 
sxtiemely  dKnf^eiou*  to  shippmg,  en  dear  o  an 
ware  mnde  to  emk  it,  but  without  succew.  Jt 
nuiy  be  sdded  that  as  the  cargo  proved  to  be  oil 
it  would  have  been  impoMible  to  niok  her  with- 
out breaking  up,  running  the  risk  of  lending 
Isrga  fragments  free,  and  multiplying  the  risk 
to  navigation.  It  has  also  been  explained  that 
the  wreck  was  not  voluntarily  taken  to  Cowee, 
and  it  m»j  be  further  stated  that  it  was  in  such 
an  nnmaaageable  coodition  that  the  Trinitjr 
HoDse  officers  weie  aiuiply  able  to  take  her 
along  \iitb  the  tide  aud  beach  her  at  ihe  first 
opportunity.  As  the  fore-end  of  her  keet  wi 
bent  obliquely  by  tbeir  eflorti  to  aink  I 
wbSD  once  beached  sbs  could  not  be  moved. 

'*  Whan  the  process  of  recovering  cargo  woi 
completed  the  Trinity  Uonse  invited  tenders 
for  the  puichaae  end  removal  of  the  hull,  but 
no  oFTtra  being  received,  tbay  proceeded  with 
that  work  themselves,  and  on  June  20lh  it  wai 
reported  by  their  diver  tbat  nothing  remained 
above  the  mud. 

"  A  few  days  since  the  Trinity  [louse,  being 
informed  tliat,  probably  \>i  the  action  of  the 
tide  and  weather  having  disturbed  the  wreck- 
age, some  portions  are  slicking;  np  and  dan- 
geroaa,  gave  initructicns  to  resume  opera!' — 
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they  are  saziooi  to  puud  against  a  aeedless 
«xpenditnre  of  public  money.  Their  saperin- 
undent  at  Cowee  has  been  also  inilrncted  to 
(ratch  the  wreck,  and  remove  any  portions 
which  may  become  dangeroua." 
[  hope  that  answer  will  be  satisfactory 
to  the  noble  Lord  and  those  whom  he 
represents.  It  shows,  at  any  rate,  that 
the  Trinity  House  are  makiog  every 
effort  to  repair  the  mischief  caused  by 
the  vessel  sinking  in  that  position ;  and 
[  hope  that  the  operations  will  have  a 
satisfactory  result. 

SMALL   DEUTS   (SCOrLAND)    BILL. 

(No.  177.) 

House  in  Committee  (on  Ke-commit- 

ment)  (according  to  order) :  Bill  reported 

without  further  Amendment  i  and  to  be 

reads*  to-morrow. 

ADVANCE  NOTES  TO  SEAMEN  BILL. 

(No.  93). 
Amendment  reported  (acoordiog    to 
order] ;    and     Bill    to     be    read  3*  on 
Thursday  the  6th  of  August  next. 

CHABITIBS   RECOVERY  BILL  [h.L.] 
A   Bill  to  facilitate  the   recovery  of  rent- 
charges  and  other  payments  owing  to  Charities 
ated  by  the  Lord  He:     '   " 
■sprinted  (No.  183.) 

IRELAND -GWEEDU  RE. 
Thb  Ddk8  oe  ARGYLL :  My  Lords, 
I  move  for  the  production  of  the  file  in 
the  Irish  Land  (Commission  Court  num- 
bered 9,133  ;  and  to  ask  Her  Majesty's 
Qovernmeot  whether  they  can  produce 
a  letter  found  in  the  house  of  the  Rev. 
James  McFadden,  P.  P.,  Owesdore,  writ- 
ten  by  the  Bev.  D.  Stephens,  CO., 
Falcarragh,  and  produced  in  evidence 


el  was  I  at  the  Letterkenny  Quarter  Sessions  on 
^^''"'  the  12th  April,  1889.  Perhaps  your 
Lordships  are  aware  uf  the  existence  of 
a  Blue  Book  giving  the  proceedings  of 
the  Irish  Land  (Commission,  and  giving 
particulars  with  regard  to  the  Poor  Law 
Valuations,  and  the  Judicial  Yaluationa. 
That  is  all  they  give,  except  certain 
observations  generally  of  au  empty 
character,  and  there  are,  in  fact,  my 
Lords,  no  means  whatever  of  judging 
from  those  particulars  the  principle  on 
r'has  to-i^y  been  which  the  rents  are  fixed.  I  understand 
from  questions  put  in  the  House  of 
Commons  and  from  information  in  th« 
.at  they  «ra  not  at  all  indifferent  to  the    newspapers,  that  the  Land  Commiseioa 

convenience  and  salety  of  vesaela  frequanUng     ~     _f  ^  .»i_._ i„-a 

Co-e.Ro«l^  but  that  the  coat  of  entirely  r^     Gourt  has  within  a  very  recent  penod 
moving  this  wreck  is  estimated  st  £1,000,  and  j  adopted  a  new  ^tem  which  I  must  say 
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is  an  immense  improTement  on  the  old 
one,  and  which  goes  a  considerable  way 
to  remo?e,  at  all  eveots,  some  of  the  ob- 
jections which  have  been  taken  to  the 
operations  of  that  bodj.  They  now  re* 
quire  all  the  Sub-Commissioners  fixing 
rents  to  fill  up  a  schedule  which  contains 
yery  full  particulars  if  the  schedule  is 
carefully  filled  up.  That  is  a  great  im- 
proToment  on  the  old  system.  They 
require  the  Sub-Oommissioners  to  give 
not  only  the  acreage,  but  the  quality  of 
the  land,  the  proximity  to  a  market 
town,  the  state  of  buildings  which  may 
have  been  erected  by  the  tenant,  and  all 
the  information  which  any  land  valuer 
would  require.  Since  I  put  the  notice 
on  the  Paper,  I  have  understood  that  all 
these  schedules  are  accessible  to  persons 
in  Dublin  on  payment  of  Is.,  and 
that  land  proprietors  and  tenants  going 
to  the  Land  Court  can  get  all  the  in- 
formation they  may  desire.  To  move 
for  these  Keturns  would  cause  consider- 
able inconvenience  to  the  Court,  and 
expense  to  the  public,  and,  therefore,  I 
ask  to  be  allowed  not  to  press  for  them, 
and  also  to  move  that  the  Order  for  the 
Beturns  which  I  recently  obtained  should 
be  discharged.  But  the  letter  to  the 
Bev.  J.  M'Fadden  stands  in  a  different 

fosition.  The  other  evening  my  coble 
'riend  seemed  to  express  some  doubt 
whether  I  had  any  evidence  as  to  some 
of  the  matters  to  which  I  referred. 
I  do  not  suppose  my  noble  Friend  has 
gone  much  into  the  matter,  and  I  am 
not  surprised  at  his  request,  because  I 
certainly  entered  into  some  details  which 
might  naturally  appear  to  him  to  be 
unsupported  by  legal  proof.  But  I  can 
assure  my  noble  Friend  that  he  was 
mistaken.  The  statements  1  made  were 
founded  upon  a  document  which  I  wish 
to  bring  to  the  attention  of  your  Lord- 
ships, and  which  I  beg  to  move  may  be 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  if  there 
be  no  objection.  I  hope  the  House  will 
believe  that  in  making  a  statement  in 
regard  to  the  operation  of  an  important 
Act  of  Parliament  I  took  very  great  care 
to  inquire  into  the  accuracy  of  the  facts 
which  I  brought  before  the  House.  My 
Lords,  I  stated  that  iu  the  opposition  to 
Srlr.  Olphert  and  the  strike  against  rents 
on  his  estate,  as  well  as  on  the  better 
known  estate  of  Lord  George  Hill,  there 
were  two  priests  in  connection  with  the 
movement.  That  statement  was  made 
upon  the  evidence  of  a  letter  which  has 

The  Duke  of  Argyll 


been  produced  in  an  Lriah  Oourt  of  Lmri 
Your  Lordships  will  remember  tkd 
terrible  murder  oommitted  on  the  ooe»> 
sion  of  the  arrest  of  the  Bev.  J. 
M'Fadden,  and  that  in  oonsequenoe  of 
that  arrest  his  house  was  aearoned,  and 
in  the  house  was  found  a  letter  wliiflk 
has  I  understand  been  verified  in  a 
Court  of  Justice,  and  was  not  denied  by 
the  person  who  wrote-it — the  curate  at 
the  parish  in  which  the  Olphert  fisteie 
is  situated.  That  letter  is  a  vwy  remarks 
able  document,  and  such  an  illustratioD 
of  the  manner  in  which  evictions  are  sot 
up  that  I  will  read  it  to  the  House.  rSat& 
noble  Duke  read  the  letter,  in  whioEihe 
writer  urged  that  the  particular  attentSon 
of  Dillon  should  be  called  to  the  neoee^ 
sity  of  despatching  an  M.P.  to  theaoeae 
of  action  as  soon  as  the  operations  were 
to  commence,  that  he  himself  had  nerer 
seen  an  eviction  and  would  not  under-' 
take  to  manage  the  matter  sucoesafnlly; 
he  reminded  the  Bev.  J.  M'Fadden  tmit 
he  promised  to  be  present  at  the  evio* 
tion,  and  that  success  or  failure  de- 
pended entirely  upon  that  promise  h^ing 
kept ;  he  reminded  him  also  that  it  waa 
at  his  instance  the  writer  took  up  the 
flag,  and  that  it  was  he  who  waa  re- 
sponsible for  the  whole  business,  and 
therefore  that  whatever  engagement  lie 
might  have  he  should  lay  aside  and 
rush  to  the  scene  of  conflict.  The 
writer  added,  <'  You  know  whatOlpheit 
is.  You  know  it  will  take  all  our  united 
energies  to  beat  him  down'']  NoW| 
my  Lords,  I  think  that  letter  shows 
that  I  was  entirely  justified  in  the 
statement  which  I  made  to  the  House. 
I  beg  the  House  to  remember 
that  in  both  these  cases  the  agita- 
tion was  against  rents  which  bad 
been  fixed  by  the  Court;  they  were  not 
the  old  rents.  In  nine  cases  out  often 
they  were  rents  fixed  by  the  Land  Com* 
mission,  and  the  agitation  was  direoted 
against  two  landlords  who  of  all  in  Ire- 
land had  perhaps  done  most  for  their 
tenants. 

Moved, 

■*  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House  a  lattsr 
found  in  the  house  of  the  Rev.  James  McFsA> 
den,  P.P.,  Gweedore,  written  by  the  Rev.  ]>• 
Stephens,  G.C.,  Falcarragh,  and  prodnosd  in 
evidence  at  the  Letterkenny  Quarter  Sessions  oa 
the  J  2th  April,  1889."— (The  Lord  Sundridge, 
2>.  Argyll,) 

Thb  LOBD  PIUYY  SEAL  (End 
OkDOQAJi) :    My   Lords,    I    am    glad 
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tbe    noble    Duke    has    exercised     his 
discretion  with  regard  to  the  Motion  he 
has  placed  on  the  Paper,  and  further- 
more that  he  has  thought  it  right  that 
the  Order  for  the  Return  granted  him 
nnder  a  misunderstanding  a  few  days 
ago  should  now  be  discharged.    The 
noble  Duke  has  stated  fully  the  reasons 
for  that  withdrawal,  and  I  think  the 
House  will  agree  that  it  would  not  be 
very  advantageous  for  the  Public  Service 
that  the  files  of  the  Land  Commission 
proceedings  should  be  moved  for  from 
time  to  time  and  granted  as  Parliament 
tary  Pabers.     It  is  quite  true  that  the 
proceedings  in  connection  with  the  action 
of   those    Courts    are    published  in   a 
schedule, .  and  that  those  interested  in 
any  portion  of  the  proceedings  are  able 
to  obtain  the  information  they  required 
at  the  cost  of  Is.    At  any  time,  there- 
fore, they  can  obtain  full  particulars. 
Under  the  circumstances,  I  think  it  is 
not  desirable  that  such  Motions  should 
be  made  in  Parliament  and  that  Returns 
should  be  granted  with  the  result  of  turn- 
ing records  of  those  summary  proceed- 
ings into  Parliamentary  Papers,  whereas 
other  similar  proseedings    are  not   to 
be  moved  for  in  Parliament.    Now,  my 
Lords,  with  reference  to  the  letter  found 
in  the  house  of  the  Rev.  J.  M*Fadden,  I 
have  to  say  that  not  only  to  the  know- 
ledge of  the  Government,  but  of  every 
one,  that  letter  has  been  proved  in  open 
Court    to  be    entirely   and    absolutely 
genuine.     It  was  found  in  a  search  made 
in  Father  M'Fadden's  house,  I  think,  in 
February  of  this  year.     I  am  not  sur- 
prised that  the  noble  Duke  should  have 
brought  that  matt^r  forward  after  the 
remarks  of  the  noble  Earl,  who  appeared 
to  think  that  the  noble  Duke  had  made 
statements  about  Father  M*Fadden  of 
which  there  is  no  proof  in  official  docu- 
ments.    In  1888  Father  MTadden  was 
tried  in  open  Court.     The  facts  proved 
on    that    occasion    have    been    public 
property  ever  since,  and  the  Government 
have  no  other  knowledge  on  the  subject. 
Father  M*Fadden  is  now  awaiting  his 
trial  on  another  and  more  serious  charge, 
and  I  thought  it  would  be  the  wish  of 
your  Lordships  that  nothing  should  be 
said  that  could  prejudice  him  upon  that 
trial.    As  to  the  proceedings  which  are 
complete,    the    Government    can    only 
express  their  regret  that  any  minister 
of  the   Gospel,   to   whatever  denomi- 
nation   he    belongs,    should    use    the 


authority  he  acauires  from  his  aacr^ 
office  to  assist  and  encourage  those  whfii 
for  reasons  of  their  own,  are  opposing 
the  law  of  the  land.  I  regret  I  cannj^ 
agree  to  the  Motion  that  that  lett/ur 
should  be  printed  and  laid  on  your  JJm^ 
ships'  Tame.  I  do  not  think  it  is  fcir 
the  public  interest  that  one  speoial 
paper  or  part  of  any  legal  case  should 
be  excepted  from  the  general  body 'of 
the  evidence  in  that  case  and  made  use 
of  for  any  particular  purpose.  If  the 
Motion  had  been  for  the  production  of 
the  whole  of  the  evidence  it  would  hanw 
been  open  to  argument.  I  hope  tbe 
noble  Duke  will  see  the  force  of  that 
consideration,  and  that  he  will  not  ]^S8 
that  part  of  the  Motion  which  he  h^ 
put  forward. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL:  My  Loids, 
I  do  not  wish  to  press  for  the  production 
of  a  document  which  has  reference  to- 
proceedings  yet  to  be  completed.  It 
was  only  in  reference  to  the  geneial 
question  of  evictions,  which  is  quite  ^ 
separate  matter,  that  I  desired  to  ask: 
for  it.  I  will  not  therefore  press  for- 
the  production  of  the  letter. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

IRELAND  (GWEEOORE  AND  OLPHERT 

ESTATES). 

Order  of  the  15th  instant  for  Returns 
Nos.  I.  and  II.  to  be  laid  before  this 
House,  discharged. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Fivje  o'clock, 
till  to-morrow,  a  quarter  past 

Ten  o'doek. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  25th  July,  1889. 


PRIVATE    BIJ8INJS88. 


STOKE-UPON-TRENT    RECTO  UY    BILL 
[LORDS]     {by  Order). 

0/der  for  Seoond  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  * 
<*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seeond*^ 
time." 

Mb.  WOODAIiL  (Hanley) :  Periiapi*'* 
I  may  be  permitted  to  say  that  this  is  W 
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Bill  which  affects  very  large  and  im- 
portant interests,  and  contains  within 
its  provisions  some  novel  principles.  I 
am  glad  to  saj,  however,  that  the  pro- 
moters have  acceded  to  the  proposal 
tjiat  it  shall  be  referred  to  a  hybrid 
Committee,  and  consequently  it  is  not 
necessary  that  I  should  make  any  re- 
marks at  this  stage. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Ordered — 

<<Tha6  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Select 
Committee  of  Seven  Members,  Four  to  be 
nominated  by  the  House,  and  Three  by  the 
Oommittee  of  Selection. 

«  That  Three  be  the  Quorum. 

''That  Mr.  Harry  Davenport,  Captain 
Edwards-Heathcote,  Mr.  Woodall,  and  Mr. 
Halley  Stewart  be  nominated  Members  of  the 
Committee. 

'  " That  Standing  Orders  111,  211,  and  236  be 
snsj^nded,  and  that  the  Committee  have  leave 
to  mt  and  proceed  upon  Wednesday  next. 

'*That  all  Petitions  against  the  Bill,  pre- 
■eixted  within  the  time  limited  by  the  Standing 
Orders,  be  referred  to  the  Committee,  and  that 
•ach  of  the  Petitioners  as  pray  to  be  heard  by 
themselves,  their  Counsel,  Agents,  aod  Wit- 
nesses, be  heard  on  their  Petitions,  if  they  think 
fit,  and  Counsel  heard  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
against  such  Petitioners.*' — (J/r.  If.  Davenport.) 


FACTORS  BILL  [LORDS].  (No.  310.) 

Beported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee on  Trade,  &o.,  with  Amendments. 

Beport  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     (No.  277.) 

Minutes  of  Proceedings  to  be  printed. 
(No.  277.) 

Bill,  as  amended  in  the  Standing 
Committee,  to  be  taken  into  Considera- 
tion  upon  Monday  next. 

Q  UE8TI  0N8. 


THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS:  (Nottingham, 
Bushcliffe) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  in  what 
manner  (whether  by  examination,  nomi- 
nation, length  of  service,  or  any  other 
method)  appointments  are  made  to  the 
positions  in  the  Boyal  Irish  Constabu- 
leuT'  of  county  inspectors,  district  in- 
spectors of  first,  second,  and  third  class, 
head  constables,  sergeants,  and  actiog- 
sergeanta ;  and,  whether  there  are  any 
maximum  or  minimum  limits  of  age  in  j 

Mr.  Woodall 


each  of  these  ranks ;  and,  in  that  oase, 
what  are  they  ? 

Thb  SOLtCITOB  GENERAL  fob 
IBELA.ND  (Mr.  Mapdbn,  UniTersi^ 
of  Dublin) :  The  Constabulary  Authori- 
ties report  that  in  the  Boyal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary appointments  are  made  as 
follow:  — 

1.  To  county  inspectors. — Appointments  are 
made  by  examination  in  professional  qnalifioa- 
tions  from  the  most  eligible  of  the  first-olasi  of 
district  inspectors.    There  is  no  limit  of  age. 

2.  To  first-class  and  to  second-class  district 
inspectors.  —  Appointments  are  made  by 
seniority  from  the  second  and  third  classes 
of  district  inspectors  respectively,  when  the 
persons  so  promoted  are  in  all  respects  eligible 
for  advancement. 

3.  To  third-class  district  inspector. — Ap- 
pointments are  made  by  nomination — (a)  of 
gentlemen,  the  sons  of  constabulary  officers, 
under  certain  conditions,  the  nominees  having  to 
compete  amongst  themselves  at  an  examination 
held  by  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners ;  (b)  of 
gentlemen,  not  the  sons  of  constabolary  officers, 
under  certain  conditions,  who  have  to  nndergo 
a  competitive  examination  by  the  OiTil  Serrice 
Commissioners;  and  (c)  by  esamination  at  head- 
quarters in  literary  and  professional  qoalifica* 
tions  of  the  most  suitable  from  the  rank  of  head 
constable.  In  class  (a)  the  limits  of  age  are  19 
and  26  years.  In  class  (b)  21  and  26  years.  'In 
both  these  classes  if  a  candidate  can  show 
specially  qualifying  service  as  an  offioer  in  the 
Army,  Navy,  or  in  a  polioe  foroe,  he  may  be 
admitted  up  to  the  age  of  28.  The  limit  of  age 
of  head  constable  candidates  for  third-class 
district  inspectors  is  48  years. 

4.  To  head  constable.  —  Appointments  are 
made  from  the  rank  of  sergeant  on  the  xeoom- 
mendation  of  the  local  offleers  by  examination 
in  .literary  and  professional  qualifications. 

5.  To  sergeant. — Appointments  are  made  as 
a  rule  by  seniority  from  the  rank  of  aotiag- 
sergeant,  when  qualified  in  every  respeot. 

6.  To  acting-sergeant.  —  Appointments  are 
made  from  the  rank  of  constable  on  the  rseom- 
mendation  of  the  local  officers  after  a  test 
examination  (locally)  in  literary  and  profes- 
sional qualifications,  the  papers  for  sneh 
examination  being  transmitted  from  head- 
quarters. Except  as  stated  above  there  are  no 
limits  of  age  in  the  above  appointment!. 

Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON  (York,  W.R., 
Holmfirth) :  Are  these  and  other  par- 
ticulars relating  to  the  Conetabulaiy 
to  be  found  in  any  document  P 
«Mb.  madden  :  The  detaUs  which  I 
have  been  given  have  been  Bupplied 
from  a  document  furnished  to  me,  which 
I  shall  be  happy  to  hand  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
entire  information  is  to  be  found  in  any 
one  Beturn.  The  information  whidi  I 
have  given  to  the  House  is  probabljjr 
taken  from  several  Betoms. 
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THE  COUNTY  COUNCILS. 

Sib  EIOHARD  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Goyemment  Board  if,  with  a 
yiew  to  enable  the  Councils  of  the  ad- 
ministrative bounties  and  county 
boroughs  to  make  the  necessary  finan- 
cial re-adjustments  under  **  The  Local 
GK>yemment  Act,  1888/'  he  will  furnitth 
reliable  Heturns,  setting  out  the  amounts 
of  Local  Taxation  Licence  Duties  and 
Probate  Duty  respectively,  provisionally 
allotted  to  administrative  counties  and 
county  boroughs ;  and  also  the  amounts 
of  old  Government  Grants  ;  and  of  the 
new  grant  in  respect  of  union  officers 
receivable  by  each  of  the  authorities 
above  mentioned. 

♦The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  iMr.RixcHiE, 
l^ower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The 
Local  Government  Board  hope  shortly 
to  be  in  a  position  to  certify  under 
Section  22  of  the  Local  Government 
Act,  1888,  the  shares  received  by 
each  administrative  county  and  county 
borough  during  the  financial  year  ended 
March  31,  1888,  out  of  the  grants  here- 
tofore made  out  of  the  Exchequer  in  aid 
of  local  rates  which  have  ceased  to  be 
granted  since  the  passing  of  the  Act. 
They  will  also  certify  under  Sections  26 
and  43  of  the  Act  the  annual  sums 
paya  le  to  Boards  of  Guardians  in 
resp  ct  of  the  new  grants  payable 
to  the  Guardians  under  the  Act. 
It  ^  ill  be  impossible  to  furnish  at  the 
present  time  any  reliable  Return  as  to 
the  amounts  of  the  local  taxation 
licences  and  Probate  Duty  grant  which 
will  be  received  by  each  administrative 
county  and  county  borough  during  the 
current  year,  as  the  amount  of  the ; 
licences  and  grant  will  not  be  ascer- 
tainable until  after  the  end  of  the  year. 

Sir  R.  PAGET :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  take  steps  to  insure  that  the 
nformation  shall  be  furnished  as  soon 
as  possible,  seeing  that  it  is  necessary  to 
have  Returns  in  order  to  enable  the 
Councils  to  come  to  a  financial  adjust- 
met? 

♦Mb.  RITCHIE  :  My  hon.  Friend  may 
rest  assured  that  the  information  will 
be  supplied  at  the  earliest  possible  date. 

RAILWAY  CHAROEtf. 

Mb.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER  (Wol- 
yerhampton,  E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Pre- 


»ident  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether, 
under  ''The  Railway  and  Canal  Traffic 
Act,  1888/'  the  system  of  short. distance 
extras  will  be  allowed  to  Railway  Com- 
panies in  addition  to  terminal  charges.? 

♦Thb  PRESIDENT  or  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Bbach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
calls  attention  to  a  very  important  ques- 
tion, but  until  the  schedules  submitted 
by  the  railway  companies,  and  the 
objections  to  them  have  been  carefully 
considered  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  I  do 
not  think  it  would  be  desirable  for  me 
to  make  any  specific  statement  as  to 
what  may  be  the  decision  arrived  at. 
A  system  by  which  remuneration  for 
short-distance  haulage  can  be  charged 
in  two  ways  would  be  open  to  obvious 
objection. 

INDIAN  DRINK  TRAFFIC. 

Mb.  CAINE  (Barrow) :  I  beg  to  ftsk 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
if  it  is  true  that,  in  the  official  GauHe 
of  1 3th  June  last,  the  Bombay  Goyern- 
ment  published  a  Resolution  prohibiting 
the  removal,  without  permit;,  of  more 
than  one  gallon  of  the  fresh  juice  of  the 
cocoa-nut  and  other  palms  (called 
toddy)  from  place  to  place  in  any  part 
of  the  Presidency ;  and,  if  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Bombay  Government  to 
place  similar  restrictions  on  the  removal 
from  place  to  place  of  mowra  and  other 
native  spirits,  the  large  quantities  of 
strong  malt  liquors  brewed  within  the 
Presidency,  and  the  various  cheap  alco- 
holic liquors  which  are  being  imported 
into  Bombay  in  steadily- increasing 
quantities  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  fob  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gobst, 
Chatham):  Yes;  save  that  the  regula- 
tion applies  to  fermented  toddy  and 
not  to  fresh  juice.  The  Bombay  Go- 
vernment have  not  communicated  any 
such  intention  as  to  mowra  and  other 
liquors. 

INDIAN  EXCISE  DUTY. 

Mb.  CAINE :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  if  he  is 
now  in  a  position  to  state  to  the  House 
the  decision  of  the  Government  of  India 
with  regard  to  the  imposition  of  an 
excise  duty  on  the  4,860,000  gallons  of 
malt  liquor  brewed  in  the  1 9  breweries 
established  in  different  parts  of  India^ 
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whioli  he  stated  was  under  "  the  cod- 
sideration  of  theQoremmeotof  India?" 

Sn  J.  GK)R8T:  I  have  no  further 
uiiwer  to  give  to  the  question  than  that 
which  I  Rave  oo  the  21et  of  June — 
namel;,  that  the  matter  is  under  the 
otoisideration  of  the  Government  of 
India. 

Hr.  OAINE:  Is  there  any  hope  of 
the  dedsion  being  annoanoed  on  an 
early  day  ? 

8m  J.  GORST  :  The  OoTernment  of 
India,  like  that  of  England,  is  not  in 
the  habit  of  announoing  beforehand  an 
intention  to  impose  additional  taxa- 
tion. 

ABKAEI  DEPARTMENTS  IN  NATIVE 
STATES, 

If K.  CAINE :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  if  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  print, 
and  oiroulate  to  Members,  the  Agree- 
ments of  the  Bombay  Government  with 
those  Native  States  within  the  area 
whose  Abkari  department  has  either 
been  taken  over  by  the  Bombay  Goveni- 
ment  or  otherwise  assimilated  ? 

Sib  J.  GOBST :  Tbsse  agreements 
are  not  in  the  possession  of  the  Secre- 
taiT  of  State,  but  a  synopsis  of  them  it 
to  he  found  in  the  Bombay  Abkari  Be- 
ports  tor  1866-67  and  1867-8S.  Their 
general    purport   is    to   assimiJate  thi 

rtem  of  the  various  Native  States  with 
t  of  the  adjoining  British  districts. 

8UDDER     AND     OUTS  TILL 
DISTILLERIES. 

Mb.  OAINE ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  if  he  will 
nant  a  Beturn  for  the  last  10  years 
showing  the  gallonage  of  country  spirits 
issued  from  sudder  and  outatills  in  the 
various  provinces  of  British  India,  with 
the  revenue  resulting  therefrom,  the 
quantities  of  spirits  and  malt  liquor 
imported  into  India,  and  the  quantities 
of  malt  liquor  brewed  in  British  India, 
for  each  year  respectively  ? 

Sib  J.  G0E8T:  The  Sseretary  of 
State  could  not  assent  to  such  a  Beturn 
without  previous  communication  with 
the  Government  of  lQdia,a3  the  informa- 
tion would  have  to  be  collected  in  India, 
and  he  believes  that  the  information  as 
to  the  outstills  could  not  be  Briven  even 
then.  " 

Xr.  Caint 


BXOISB  ADMINISTBATtOK. 
Ms.  CAINE :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  if  he  haa 
vet  received  the  reply  of  the  Qoveniment 
of  India  to  the  Dispatch  of  the  Seeretair 
of  State,  "  Bevenue,  No.  5^,  Eioise  Ad* 
ministration,  Beeolutioa  of  Hoaw  of 
Commons,"  16tb  May,  1889;  and,  if  so, 
irill  he  Uy  it  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House? 

Sib  J.  QOBST :  No  reply  to  th«t 
Dispatoh  has  as  yet  been  received. 
MOnSSA  BEY. 
Mb.  SUUUEBS  (Huddevsfield) : 
[  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Seoretaqr 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
it  is  the  fact  that  the  Kurdi^ 
brigand,  Moussa  Bey,  when  on.  his 
way  to  Oonstantiaople,  was  reeeived 
with  manifestations  of  honour  and  ajm* 
pathy  by  leading  Mahommsdan  offioiala 
at  Bitlie,  Moush,  Erzeroum,  and  Irebi- 
£ond  ;  whether,  when  the  steamer  that 
conveyed  Moussa  from  Trebizoad 
reached  Constantinople,  Generals  Haa> 
saa  and  Bahri  Pashas  went  on  board; 
whether  the  aforesaid  Generals  had  beea 
deputed  by  the  Sultan  to  ooDTef  to 
Moussa  the  Imperial  salutations ;  whe* 
ther  Moussa  was  conducted  to  Yildiz 
Kiosk  Palace,  and  bad  an  audience  of 
the  Sultan;  whether  Monssa  is  now 
being  entetisined  by  his  uncle,  Bahri 
Pasha,  the  Mutessarrif  of  Pera;  whether 
the  Sultan  has  issued  an  Irad6,  inviting 
all  whom  it  may  conoern  to  come  for- 
ward and  substantiate  the  charges,  if 
any,  that  they  have  to  prefer  agfdnst 
UouBsa;  whether,  subsequently  to  the 
issue  of  this  decree,  12  Armenian  emi- 
grants from  Moush  and  Bitlis  addreswd 
to  the  Sultan  a  petition  expressing  their 
readiness  to  prove  all  the  crimes  alleged 
to  have  been  committed  by  Moussa,  or 
with  his  connivance  ;  and  whether  these 
petitioners  have  been  arrested  and  im- 
prisoned in  coneequenoe  of  Uu  action 
they  have  taken? 

*the  under  SECRETABT  o» 
STATE  roB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (ffir 
J.  FsBOuaaoN,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :  Ear 
Majesty's  Government  have  no  informs 
tion  as  to  the  manner  of  the  receptiOB 
of  Moussa  Bey  at  the  places  named,  or 
as  to  an  audience  of  the  Sultan.  Mouiia 
Bey  addressed  a  petition  to  the  SnltaB 
declaring  the  ojppreeBion  and  brigandu* 
attributed  to  him  to  be  witboat  totuvlr. 
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tfoa*  and  that  he  has  icome  to  complain 
of  the  ohar^s,  and  is  ready  to  etand 
with  oomplainanta  before  the  Oourt  and 
abide  judgment.  An  Imperial  Irad6 
has  been  issued  instrusttng  the  Ministry 
of  Justice  to  notify  to  those  concerned 
that  the  complainants  inust  bring  their 
charges  before  the  Tribunal  in  the  regu- 
lar way,  and  that  if  any  suit  is  instituted 
against  Moussa  Bey  it  must  be  examined 
and  decided  with  the  greatest  justice, 
equity,  and  despatch.  The  Irade  fur- 
ther provides  that  the  Govemors  of 
Bitlis  shall  be  instructed  that  if  there 
are  any  persons  on  thie  spot  to  bring 
forward  claims  against  Moussa  Bey  they 
must  at  once  come  to  Oonstantinople. 
The  alleged  arrest  of  the  members  of  an 
Armenian  deputation  is  entirely  denied, 
and  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  has  not 
obtained  any  confirmation  of  the  report. 

Mb.  jasper  more  (Shropshire, 
Ludlow) :  May  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  if  he  can  now  give  any  infor- 
mation as  to  the  proposed  inquiry  into 
the  charges  against  Moussa  Bey  ;  and 
whether  any  provision  will  be  made  for 
the  presence  of  reporters  who  are 
acquainted  with  the  Turkish  as  well  as 
other  languages  ? 

♦Sir  J.  PERGUSSON:  According  to  the 
information  possessed  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  it  is  not  yet  decided  what 
Oourt  will  hear  the  case,  but  it  is  be- 
lieved that  it  will  be  brought  before  an 
open  Oourt  of  Justice.  Her  Majesty's 
Grbvernment  are  not  informed  whether 
provision  will  be  madjB  for  the  presence 
of  reporters  acquainted  with  Turkish  as 
well  as  other  languages.  These  are 
matters  which  belong  to  the  internal 
administration  of  the  Ottoman  Empire. 

Mr.  CHANNING  ( Northampton- 
shire, E.):  When  will  the  Papers 
promised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr. 
Bryce),  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FEROUSSON  :  I  believe 
that  they  are  virtually  ready  for  pre- 
sentation. 

THE  ROYAL  NAVAL  COLLEGE  AT 
PORTSMOUTH. 

Sir  SAMUEL  WILSON  (Ports- 
mouth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  if  he  will  make  an 
inquiry  into  the  sanitary  condition  of  the 
Royal  Naval  College  at  Portsmouth, 
the  drainage  of  which  is  described  in  a 


local  paper,  as  being  **as  bad  aa  bad 

can  be; ''  and  if  he  his  aware  wheiheir 

the  statement  is  true  that  the  son  ct^ 

noble  Lord  who  is  a  High  Court  Official, 

is  said  to  have  died  lately  from  fever 

contracted  in  that  College. 

♦The  first  LORD  of  thb  ADMI^ 

RALTT  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middle^ 

sez,  Ealing) :     A  careful  inquiry  was 

made  in  18B6  into  the  sanitary  condition 

of  the  Royal  Naval  College  at  Ports* 

mouth  by  a  Committee    consisting  of 

two  Medical  Officers  and  an  Officer  of 

the  Works  Department.    They  reported 

as  follows: — 

**  We  have  no  fault  to  find  with  the  drainage 
system,  which  is  as  complete  as  can  be  made 
under  the  existing  conditions  of  the  bailding/' 

And  they  recommended  a  certain  ex* 
penditure  to  perfect  the  system  which 
was  sanctioned.  But  the  College,  in 
oommoo  with  the  other  dockyard  build- 
ing^, is  constructed  upon  low-lying 
ground,  and  the  basement  floors  are 
within  three  feet  of  the  subsoil  water  in 
the  dry  season.  This  is  the  condition  of 
a  large  portion  of  the  town  of  Portsea. 
The  health  of  those  permanently  re- 
siding in  the  College,  which  adjoins  the 
house  of  the  Commander-in-Chief  and 
the  Captain  of  the  Excel  ent,  is  good. 
From  187d  to  1883  there  is  no  record  of 
enteric  fever.  In  1884  and  1886  there 
was  one  case  in  each  year,  and  in  1888 
there  were  three  cases.  I  regret  very 
much  the  death  of  the  gallant  yonnff 
Officer  alluded  to.  It  has  been  said 
that  he  contracted  the  fever  in  the 
College,  but  there  is  no  actual  proof 
of  the  sJlegation. 

THE  LONDON,  CHATHAM,  AND  DOVER 

RAILWAY. 
Mr.  cox  (Clare,  E.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  complaints  have  reached  him 
that  trains  on  the  London,  Chatham, 
and  Dover  Bailway  are  frequently 
stopped  from  five  to  fifteen  minutes 
between  Grosvenor  Road  and  outside 
Victoria  Stations,  in  consequence  of  the 
line  being  blocked  ;  and,  if  so,  will  he 
cause  an  inquiry  to  be  made  as  to  the 
reason  of  this  delay,  and  the  great  in- 
convenience occasioned  thereby  ? 
♦Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH : 
No  such  complaints  have  reached  me, 
nor  have  I  any  power  to  interfere  in 
such  a  matter.  I  have,  however,  sent 
a  copy  of  the  hon.  Member's  question  to 
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the  Bail  way  Compaoy  for  their  observa- 
doiM,  and  I  should  be  happy  to  show 
the  hon.  Member  their  reply. 

CROWN  LAXDS  IN  AUSTRALIA. 

ConMASTDER  BET  BELL  (York,  E. 
IL,  Holderaesa) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Hecretary  of  State  for  the 
CMoniea  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  a  Return  showing 
far  each  year  in  the  Australasian 
Colonies  the  revenue  obtained  from  the 
•ale  and  lease  of  Crown  Lands,  the 
expenditure  incurred  (I}in  the  improve* 
ment  of  Crown  Lands  from  surveys, 
roads,  fencing,  water,  Ac;  (2)  in  con- 
nection with  natives:  and  (3)  by  assist- 
ing immigration;  the  revenue  of  the 
Colony  raise^l  by  taxation ;  the  area  of 
land  alienate<l from  the  (^rown  ;  the  area 
of  land  remaining? 

Tirx  UNDER  NKCKETAUY  of 
HTATE  FOB  THK  COUJNIES  (Haron 
If.  de  WouMs,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
f  fear  it  is  quite  imiiossible  to  procure 
such  a  Keturn.  We  have  not  the 
necessary  information  hero,  and  the 
labour  which  its  compilation  would 
entail  upon  the  Colonial  (iovoruments 
would  be  very  groat.  The  three  last 
items,  lio^vever^namely,  tho  revenue 
raised  by  taxation,  the  area  of  land 
alienafo.l,  and  the  area  remaining  un- 
sold, might  be  procured  for  the  last 
year,  but  Her  Slajesty's  Government 
cannot  promise  even  so  much  without 
first  communicating  with  the  Colonial 
Oovemments. 

Commander  BETIIELL:  All  I  ask  is 
that  the  Government  should  supply  the 
Eeturns  as  far  as  they  are  in  their  pos- 
session. Tho  information  in  great  part 
is  already  accessible  in  this  country. 
All  that  is  required  is  to  supplement  the 
Heturus  so  as  to  make  them  complete. 

Baron  H.  db  WORMS  :  I  am  afraid 
that  I  can  make  no  promise,  as  the 
statistics  are  not  in  the  Colonial  De- 

Eartment.     Application  would  have  to 
e  made  to  the  colonies  for  them. 
Commander  BETIIELL  :    Will  the 
right    hon.    Gentleman    apply    to    the 
colonies  for  them  ? 

Baron  IT.  de  WORMS :  Yes ;  so  far 
as  the  last  Return  is  concerned. 

INFECTIOUS  DISKASES. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether,  inasmuch  as  the  subject 

Sir  MicJael  liich  Veach 


of  notification  of  infecttoos 
embraced  in  the  inquiry  referred  to  the 
Commission  on  Vaccination,  he  propoeee 
to  press  forward  the  Bill  for  the  Notifi- 
cation of  Infectious  Diseases  now  before 
the  House  ? 

*Mb.  RITCHIE :  I  cannot  oonenr  in 
the  suggestion  that  the  fact  that  one  of 
the  questions  referred  to  the  Boyal 
Commission  on  Vaccination  is — 

"  What  means  other  than  Vaccinstioii  csa 
bo  uaed  for  diminishing  the  prnvalence  of 
small-pox,** 

has  any  practical  bearing  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  notification  of  infectious 
diseases,  and  it  is  my  intention  to  press 
forward  the  Bill  on  that  subject  now 
before  the  House. 

HANSARD'S  DEBATES. 

Mr.  henry  H.  FOWLER:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasnrj 
whether  he  will  give  instructions  to  the 
editor  of  thenewseriesof2raiM0rif  that  the 
speeches  of  hon.  Members  shall  be 
reported  in  the  first  person  only  when 
the  speeches  are  reported  verhmtim^  and 
that  Reports  which  are  summartee  of 
speeches  shall  be,  as  heretoforOi  reported 
in  the  third  person  ? 

Tub  secretary  to  the  TBBA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.):  In 
answer  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  I  do 
not  think  it  is  desirable  that  I  should 
give  any  instructions  to  JSkmard. 
As  I  have  previously  stated  in  the 
House,  the  managers  of  the  pub- 
lication are  very  anxious  to  con- 
sult the  wishes  of  Members  generally. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  reporting 
I  dare  say  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
knows  that  the  Committee  who  investi- 
gated the  matter,  and  upon  who^  Re- 
port the  present  arrangemente  were 
made,  wore  unanimously  in  favour  of  fhe 
reports  being  in  the  6rst  person.  I  hmTe 
received  a  letter  from  the  Editor  in 
which  he  informs  me  that  he  intends 
during  the  next  week  or  so  to  take  a 
sort  of  poll,  by  circular  or  otherwieei  in 
order  to  arrive  at  the  wish  of  the  nuuo* 
rity  of  Members  on  the  subject,  and  upon 
that  expression  of  opinion  he  propoeee 
vo  actt 

Mb.  H.H. FOWLER:  Of oouMetbow 
hon.  Oentlemen  who  are  reported  wr- 
batm  will  not  object  to  a  continauM 

wlio,  hke  inyeelf,  hare  two  or  three  Mk- 
toacos  reported,  like  to  hare  them  ia  ft* 
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third  person,  and  not  put  down  as  the 
whole  of  their  speech. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  am  sure  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  doing  himself 
an  injustice.  I  am  certain  he  would  not 
be  reported  in  that  way. 

IRISH  RESIDENT.'MAOISTRATES. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
whether  the  Divisional  Commissioners 
still  continue  on  the  list  of  Irish  Besi- 
dent  Magistrates  ;  if  not,  out  of.  what 
fund  is  it  proposed  to  pay  these  officials, 
and  what  is  the  amount  of  salary  and 
allowance  to  be  paid  to  each  ? 

Mb.  madden  :  The  four  Divisional 
Commissioners  who  were  Besident 
Magistrates  do  not  still  continue  on  the 
list  of  Resident  Magistrates.  They  are 
provided  for  in  the  Estimate  for  1889-90 
for  Coimty  Court  Officers,  &c.  (Ireland^ 
under  the  head  of  ''  executive  officers." 
The  salary  to  be  paid  to  each  is  £1,000 
a  year.  They  are  also  entitled  to  be  re- 
couped their  actual  expenses  of  locomo- 
tion j  and  to  receive  a  subsistence 
allowance  of  2 Is.  for  each  night  neces- 
sarily absent  from  head- quarters  on 
duty.  Postsge  and  other  incidental 
expenditure  is  also  refunded  to  them. 

THE    HYDERABAD    DECCAN    MINING 

CONCESSION. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northamp- 
ton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  whether  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  has  come  to  any  decision 
as  to  the  confirmation  of  the  Hyderabad 
Deccan  Mining  Concession  ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  will  communicate  the  terms 
to  the  House  ? 

Sib  J.  GOEST  :  The  parties  interested 
have  been  communicated  with,  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  is  now  awaiting  a 
reply. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  May  I  ask  if 
any  communication  will  be  made  to  the 
House  before  the  end  of  the  Session  with 
regard  to  the  ultimate  decision  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  ? 

Sib  J.  GOBST :  That  does  not  de- 
pend upon  the  Secretary  of  State,  but 
on  the  parties  interested.  The  Govern- 
ment cannot  give  an  ultimate  decision 
until  the  correspondence  is  at  an  end. 

CONDEMNED  ARMY  CLOTHING. 

Mb.  HANBUKY  (Preston) :  I  b^to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 


whether,  in  addition  to  the  fact  that  all 
the  condemned  clothing  of  the  Army  in 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  has  been  sold- 
in  one  lot  by  contract  for  three  years  in 
advance,  a  similar  contract  for  three; 
years  was  also  made,  to  run  from  1st 
April,  1886,  for  the  condemned  Army 
clothing  at  stations  in  the  Mediterranean 
(Malta,  Gibraltar,  Cyprus,  and  Alexan- 
dria) ;  what  was  the  amount  realised  hy 
such  contract ;  and,  whether  it  is  the' 
fact  that  this  contract,  which  recently 
expired,  has  been  renewed  without 
competition  ? 

♦The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle) :  The  facts  are  as  stated ;  - 
but  relatively  to  the  home  contract,  the 
amount  is  small.  It  is  under  £4,000. 
It  has  been  temporarily  renewed,  but 
there  are  special  circumstances  connected 
with  it  that  may  make  it  desirable  to 
terminate  it  on  the  dlst  March. 

CHINESE  IN  AUSTRALIA. 

Mr.  watt  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  will 
state  if  negotiations  are  still  in  progress 
between  Her  Majesty's  and  the  Chinese 
Gbvernments  with  reference  to  the  im- 
portation of  Chinese  into  the  Austra- 
lian Colonies;  and  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  directed 
inquiries  to  be  made  as  to  the  state- 
ments which  have  appeared  in  the 
press,  to  the  effect  that  the  northern 
territory  (known  as  tropical  Australia) 
is  unsuitable  for  white  labour,  and  as 
to  whether  Chinese  and  Coolie,  or  other, 
labour  is  most  suitable  and  economicsl  ? 
♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  I  explained 
on  the  first  day  of  the  present  month 
the  position  of  the  matter  referred  to. 
At  present  the  Australian  Governments 
are  taking  the  necessary  steps  to  carry 
out  the  agreement  arrived  at  in  the 
Inter-colonial  Conference.  As  regards 
the  second  paragraph,  it  is  well  known 
that  in  tropical  Australia,  as  well  as 
elsewhere  in  the  tropics,  coloured 
labourers  are  better  suited  than  white 
men  for  hard  work  out  of  doors. 

THE  MUZZLING  OEDER. 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  the  London 
County  Council  have  taken  any  action 
with   regard    to    the   mnszling    order 
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issued  by  the  Privy  0>uaoil ;  if  not, 
whetber  the  OommUaiotier  of  Police  will 
act  on  hia  own  autboritj ;  and,  if  bo, 
whethor  this  course  will  aooord  with  the 
proTiiioni  of  the  A.ot  In  queition  7 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  for 
TH8  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Mat- 
1HBW8,  BirmlDghsm,  E) :  The  Loudon 
County  Council  bare  not  yet  taken 'any 
action  with  regard  to  the  Order  in 
Council,  but,  «B  the  Order  is  not  yet  in 
operation,  the  Local  Authority  is  not  yet 
in  default.  If  the  County  Council  be- 
comes in  default,  the  pawer  conferred 
on  the  Privy  Oouucil  by  the  Act  of 
1878  may  be  used.  The  CommissiDnei 
of  Police  would  not  act  on  hia  own  re- 
inly  as  prescribed  by 


BDOnstbility,  1 
the  Act. 


IRELAND  —  ROSCOMMON    WATER- 
WORKS. 

Mr.  SAYDES  (Laitrim,  8.);  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Solicitor  Qeneral  for  Ireland 
whether  any  atepa  have  yet  been  taken 
to  bring  about  an  agreement  between 
the  Local  Government  Board  and  the 
Boscommon  Board  of  Guardians  as  to 
the  question  ofthe  contributory  area  for 
the  waterworks,  so  that  tba  people  of 
Roscommon  may  obtain  what  is  admitted 
to  be  a  much-needed  water  supply  for 
the  town ;  and,  in  the  event  of  no  such 
agreement  being  arrived  at,  what  ateps 
can  be  taken  (o  prevent  the  people  of 
the  town  being  deprived  indefinitely  of 
the  water  supply  P 

Mb.  madden  :  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  have  not  changed  their 
views  as  to  the  contributory  area  on 
which  the  town  of  Boscommon  should 
be  charged.  The  Looal  Onvernment 
Board  having  determined  the  area  of 
charge,  the  responsibility  of  providing 
the  water  supply  rests  upon  the  Sani- 
tary Authorities. 

MR.  CECIL  ROCHE,  R.M. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  :  I  beg  to  aak  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  whether 
an  increase  of  salary  has  recently  been 
given  to  Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  R.U. ;  and, 
on  what  date  was  the  iu crease  given, 
and  for  what  reason. 

Mb.  madden  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  postpone  that  question 
until  to-morrow. 

INDIAN  RAILWAYS. 
CAINE:    I    beg    to    ask    the 


Mb. 


Under  Secretary.of  State  for  India  if  it 
Vr.  Zaunn 


is  true,  as  stated  in  page  1 1  of  a  PB|Mr 
read  before  the  £a8t  India  Associatun 
by  Mr.  A.  K.  Connell,  and  published 
by  that  Association,  that,  in  Spite  ofthe 
refusal  of  the  Parliamentary  Oommittae 
of  16S4  on  Indian  Railways  to  eanetion 
the  approbation  of  any  portion  of  the 
Famine  niBurance  Fund  to  guarantee 
interest  on  capital  raised,  t^  Indian 
Railways,  a  portion  of  ;thf^t  fund  has, 
in  l»86-8,  bean  bypothaoated)  to  pay 
interest  charges  on  capital  rajsed.by  tlu 
Indian  Midland  and  R^nga^  Nftgpore 
Railway  Companies  F  ',    .  < 

Sir  J.  G0R9T:  Therfl  u  no  snoh 
thing  as  a  Famine^ lusuraqo^  Fund, 
which  cannot,  therefore,  K^ve  been 
hypotheoated.  But  in  Deoeuber,-  I8SA, 
the  then  Secretary  of  ,S|i^t«  sanetioDed 
the  charge  against  the  Fiuninfl  Iiunr- 
ance  Grant  during  th?  .  ei^f ning  . five 
years  of  the  interest  pg  capital  ntised 
by  the  Indian  Uidlaud  av4  Ben^- 
Nagpore  Railway  Compa#iies. 

SEVERE   SENXENCESV^CASE   OF 
CHARLES    TB[P,P!      " 

Mb.  LABOTJCBESS:  I  beg  to  aak 
the  Secretary  of  State. ibr  ttwiHoroe 
Department  whether  he hAS  noUced  that 
at  the  Borough  Court  at  Colehostsr,  last 
Wednesday,  Charles  Tripp^  an  old 
soldier,  who  was  os  his  way  to  vimt  fais 
son  at  Alderahot,  and  who  liad  expended 
£5  which  he  had  had  «a  etartjnglVom 
Yorkshire  on  his  journey,  ynM  wntenoad 
to  14  days'  hard  labour,  tor  alvaplag  in 
ariied,  in  which  he  had  .tafcsB  aheltar 
on  a  etnrmcoming  on?:,  .1. 

"a.  MATTHEWS :  I  hava  mad« 
inquiries  into  the  case,  and  1  mm  in- 
formed that  it  is  not  the  faot  that  ^pp 
was  aent  to  prison  for  aleepisg  ia  «  abad 
in  which  he  bad  taken,  uieltar  -'from  • 
Sturm.  He  waa  aentenoad  to<>  fort* 
night'a  imprisonment  beoauae  he  had 
been  habitually  drunk  and  beeanMi  h* 
was  found  sleeping  ianbarn  tha  irons 
for  drink,  with  loose  matohea  in  hi* 
pocket.  ,■ ..  .     ,1    .     . 

THE  NAVAL  REViaW.  ' 
Mb.  JAMES  MA0I^A]Sic.01dkid>}: 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  to*  Ad- 
miralty whether  he  is  ,^ware.  .thtt  a 
circular  letter  has  befln-aent  to  the  re- 
presentatives of  the  Press  by  Mr.  Evan 
Macgregor,  Secretary  tothe  Admiralfy, 
informing  them  that^g.M.^.,  8»i^m%i, 
having  been  set  apart  tw  tfa*  o 
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aaM  of  nev^ftper  correspondents  to 
▼iew  tlM  fle«t  and  witness  the  naval  in- 
apaotioDi  tbey  are  at  liberty  to  embark 
m  As  Ssahorte,  on  Friday,  2Qd  August, 
and  again  on  Saturday  3rd  August ;  that 
ladies  will  not  he  admitted  on  board ;  and 
thatoorrespondents  must  make  their  own 
aixangements  with  regard  to  refresh- 
ments; whether  it  has  been  customary 
on  such  occasions  to  invite  newspaper 
correspondents  as  guests,  in  the  same 
way  in  which  Members  of  the  Houses 
of  Lords  and  Commons  are  invited; 
whether  he  can  state  the  reasons  for  the 
di£ferent  arrangement  that  has  now  been 
made ;  and,  whether,  as  the  correspon- 
dents must  be  on  board  by  9.30  a.m. 
and  may  be  unable  to  communicate  with 
the  shore  till  late  in  the  evening,  the 
Admiralty  will  at  least  engage  a  con- 
tractor to  have  refreshments  on  sale  in 
the  Seahorte  during  tlie  day  ? 

LoBD  G.  HAMILTON :  I  am  cogni- 
zant of  the  general  arrangements  for 
the  Naval  Review  ;  but  as  the  special 
accommodation  provided  for  the  Press 
is  under  the  control  of  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  at  Portsmouth,  I  am  sure  that 
he  will  be  ^lad  to  consider  any  change, 
within  limits,  which  will  meet  their 
oonvenienee.  At  the  Jubilee  Be  view 
accommodation  and  refreshments  were 
provided  for  about  7,000  persons,  in- 
cluding the  Press,  at  the  public  expense. 
The  occasion  was  a  very  exceptional 
one,  and  must  not  be  regarded  as  a 
precddent  applicable  to  inspections  made 
of  the  ships  annually  mobilized  for 
manoeuvres. 

Mr.  J.  MACLEAN:  Does  not  the 
noble  Jx)rd  regard  this  as  an  exceptional 
occasion — the  inspection  of  the  largest 
fleet  assembled  in  British  waters  in 
recent  years,  and  is  there  any  reason 
why  the  course  adopted  on  the  occasion 
of  the  Jubilee  Beview  should  not  be 
followed  now  ? 

Loan  a.  HAMILTON:  I  hope  that 
mobilization  is  not  an  unusual  event; 
and  I  hope  that  next  year  there  will  be 
a  bigger  Keview.  It  is  inadvisable  that 
the  Admiralty  should  be  regarded  as 
being  responsible  for  providing  accom* 
modation  for  those  perfectly  well  able 
to  provide  for  themselves.  If  the  hon. 
Member  regards  what  was  done  on  the 
occasion  of  the  Jubilee  Eeview  as  a  pre- 
cedent, I  beg  to  state  I  do  not  regard  it 
from  that  point  of  view. 


Mb.  HAMILTON  (Sonthwark,  Bo* 
therhithe):  May  I  ask  what  arrange- 
ments have  been  made  for  special  trwis 
to  and  from  Portsmouth  on  the  occasion 
of  the  Naval  Beview  ? 

Lord  O.  HAMILTON :  The  responsi- 
bility of  the  Admiralty  so  far  as  concerns 
the  accommodation  of  Members  of  the 
House  for  the  3rd  of  August  begins  and 
ends  with  the  ships  which  will  be  in 
readiness  in  the  dockyards  to  convey 
them  to  Spithead.  The  Bailway  Com- 
panies have  undertaken  to  run  special 
trains  both  to  and  from  Portsmouth. 
Particulars  relating  to  such  trains  will 
be  found  on  the  back  of  the  tickets 
giving  admission  to  the  troopships  ap- 
propriated to  the  service  of  the  Legisla- 
ture. 

SWEATING  BY  ARMY  CONTRACTORS. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Warwhether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  follow- 
ing evidence  given  before  the  Committee 
on  Sweating  by  the  Director  of  Army 
Contracts — 

''The  evideace  givea  before  your  Lordships 
has  tended  to  show  that  our  contracts  have 
been  used  for  some  years  as  a  vehicle  for 
sweating  .  .  .  and  that  the  wh<de  of  the 
sweating  business  has  been  carried  out  almost 
under  the  protection  of  the  War  Office ; " 

that  ''  after  reading  the  evidence  "  he 
put  himself  in  communication  with  some 
of  his  contractors,  and  then  found  on 
inquiry  that  the  prices  for  valises,  for 
instance,  **  had  gone  gradually  down 
and  down  until  really  they  were  per- 
fectly shameful,"  and  that ''  with  regard 
to  Colonel  Wallace's  valise  the  price  had 
beeii  lOd.,  and  that  the  fair  price  to 
pay  was  Is.  4d  ,"  or  60  per  cent  more ; 
who  is  responsible  for  having  conducted 
the  Contract  Department  of  the  War 
Office  for  some  years  in  a  manner  which 
made  such  a  state  of  things  possible, 
and  left  it  to  be  made  public  only  by 
an  outside  body  unconnected  with  the 
War  Office,  or  whether  nobody  is 
responsible ;  whether  it  is  still  the  fact, 
as  admitted  in  evidence  by  the  same 
Director  of  Contracts,  that  ''it  is 
nobody's  duty  to  find  out  whether  the 
Factory  Clause  is  carried  out  in  Qovern- 
ment  Contracts,"  that  being  the  chief 
guarantee  against  such  abuses  in  future ; 
and  what  other  steps  have  been  taken 
to  secure  that  British  troops  shall  not 
under  such  a  system  be  supplied  with 
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SiE  Q.  CAMPBELL:  May  I  ask 
whether  the  sons  of  the  Prince  of  Wales 
do  not  receive  certain  sums  for  their 
connection  with  the  Services  of  the  Army 
and. Navy;  whether  His Hoyal  Highness 
does  not  occupy  Marlborough  House 
rent  free;  and  whether  there  is  not  other 
property  that  comes  from  a  public 
source— namely,  the  savings  of  the 
Duchy  of  Cornwall  during  the  minority 
of  the  Prince? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  full  opportunity  of 
answering  those  questions  for  himself. 
The  total  amount  received  by  the  Prince's 
two  sons  amounts  to  £400  a  year  between 
them. 

Sir  O.  CAMPBELL :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  will  move  to  modify  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  by  sub- 
stituting the  name  of  Her  Majesty  for 
that  of  His  Boyal  Highness  the  Prince  of 
Wales,  on  the  ground  that  the  House, 
while  acknowledging  the  readiness  of 
Her  Majesty  to  promise  that  no  further 
demands  shall  be  made  for  the  younger 
branches  of  the  Eoyal  Family,  is  of 
opinion  that  the  present  means  at  the 
disposal  of  His  Eoyal  Highness  are 
adequate. 

Mr.  a.  L  brown  (Hawick,  &c.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  the  Report  and  Appendices 
of  the  Committee  on  Royal  Grants  con- 
tain the  whole  of  the  information  pre- 
sented to  the  Committee  as  to  the 
savings  of  Her  Majesty ;  and  whether 
the  House  is  to  understand  that  the  sum 
total  of  Her  Majesty's  savings  is  at 
present  a  little  over  £800,000? 
*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  Report  of 
the  Committee  on  Royal  Grants  con- 
tains the  documentary  information  pre- 
sented to  the  Committee  ;  but  in  the 
course  of  its  discussion  Members  of  the 
Government  who  were  Members  of  the 
Committee  gave  confidential  information 
that  was  within  their  own  knowledge. 
The  House  is  to  understand  that  the 
amount  stated  in  the  Papers  is  the 
amount  of  savings  paid  over  to  the  Privy 
Purse;  but  whether  the  total  of  Her 
Majesty's  savings  are  more  or  loss  than 
that  amount  I  decline  to  state. 

LIGHTHOUSE  ILLUMINANTS. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (<Jla8gow,  College) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether,  in  compliance  with 


the  memorials  sent  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  several  Sessions  of  Par- 
liament  from  shipowners  of  Glasgow, 
Liverpool,  Newcastle-on-Tyne,  and  other 
seaports,  asking  for  an  investigation 
into  the  Trinity  House  Report  on  the 
South  Foreland  experiments  with  light- 
house illuminants,  amongst  which  was 
a  memorial  sent  by  shipowners  of  Glas- 
gow to  Lord  Salisbury  last  year,  signed 
by  53  important  sbipowning  fi^rms  of 
that  city,  and  containing  the  text  of 
similar  memorials  from  shipowners  of 
Glasgow  to  the  Board  of  Trade  in  1886 
and  1887,  to  which  20  and  43  signatures 
were  respectively  attaiched,  all  stron&^ly 
urging  further  investigation  into  that 
Report,  the  Board  of  Trade  have  ap- 
pointed a  Committee,  consisting  of  Sir 
George  Stokes  and  two  other  Members 
of  the  Royal  Society,  to  report  to  them 
on  the  particular  point  as  to  whether  the 
conclusions  of  the  Trinity  House  Report 
are  justified  by  the  records  of  the  ex- 
periments contained  therein ;  whether 
the  terms  upon  which  the  shipowners 
agreed  to  this  reference  were  stated  by 
Mr.  Wigham,  in  a  letter  to  the  Board 
of  Trade,  to  be  that  it  should  be  an 
essential  part  of  the  reference  that  the 
Committee  should  receive  such  evidence 
and  explanations  as  might  be  submitted 
to  them,  with  the  object  of  elucidating  his 
allegations  and  those  of  the  shipowners ; 
whether  Mr.  Wigham  has  formally 
tendered  to  the  Committee  these  expla- 
nations and  evidence,  and  what  timenas 
been  fixed  by  the  Committee  to  receive 
them;  whether  any  steps  have  been 
taken  by  the  Committee  to  make  it 
publicly  known  that  such  evidenoe  will 
be  received ;  and,  whether  the  inquiiy 
will  be  publicly  conducted,  so  that  ship- 
owners and  others  interested  may  be 
present  and  tender  evidence  should 
they  desire  to  do  so  ? 
♦Sib  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  After  pro^ 
tracted  correspondence  I  requested  the 
President  of  the  Royal  Society  in  April 
last  to  nominate,  in  consultation  with 
his  Council,  a  small  Committee  of  that 
body,  which  he  very  kindly  consented  to 
do,  and  the  reference  made  to  them  was 
as  follows : — 

"Whether  the  conclusione  of  the  IVinity 
House,  as  set  forth  in  their  Report  on  Ught* 
honse  Illuminants,  are  jottified  by  the  record ^f 
the  experiments  contained  therein." 

I  am  not  aware  how  far  Mr.  Wigbaa-; 
has  been  authorised  to  r^resent  the 
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•hipownerg  named  in  the  question ;  but 
he  unconditionally  agreed  to  ihia  in- 

Suiry.  It  is  within  the  discretion  of 
ie  Oommittee  to  receive  such  evidence 
as  they  may  think  desirable  to  enable 
them  to  decide  upon  the  point  at  issue ; 
but  I  have  no  information  as  to  what 
steps  have  been  taken  by  the  Commit- 
tee, nor  does  it  seem  to  me  desirable  or 
expedient  that  I  should  interfere  with 
their  discretion  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
the  reference  is  conducted. 


TITHE  RENT  CHARGE  BILL. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  (Swansea): :  Is  it 
intended  to  proceed  with  the  Tithe  Bent 
Charge  Bill  to-nigbt  ? 
♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  No ;  I  think  it 
is  obviously  impossible  that  it  can  be 
taken  either  to-night  or  to  morrow. 

STANDING    ORDER    85    (CLOSURE    OF 

DEBATE.) 

Return  ordered — 

'*  Respecting  application  of  Standing  Order  25 
(Closure  of  Debate)  during  Adjourned  Session 
1888  and  during  Session  lt89,  in  the  same  form 
and  in  continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper, 
No.  332,  of  Session  1  88.*'— (Afr,  John  EUU.) 

ADJOURNMENT  MOTIONS  UNDER 
STANDING  ORDER  9. 

Beturn  ordered — 

*'  Of  Motions  for  Adjournment  under  Stand- 
ing Order  9,  showing  the  date  of  such  l^lotion  ; 
the  name  of  the  Member  proposing;  the  defi- 
nite  matter  of  urgent  public  importance  ;  and  the 
result  of  any  Division  taken  thereon,  in  the 
Sessions  of  l!)89  and  1869,  in  the  samo  form  as 
and  in  continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper, 
No.  0.130,  of  Session  1887."— (A/r.  John  Ellis.) 


Ordered — 


ALIENS. 


"  Address  for  Return  showing  the  names  of 
all  Aliens  to  whom  certificates  of  naturalisation 
have  been  issued  since  the  8ih  day  of  August, 
18S8  (in  continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper, 
No.  33G,  of  Session  18S8.*')-(Ar/-.   Lawson.) 

PUBLIC  PETITIONS  COMMITTEE. 

Fifteenth  Report  brought  up,  and 
read  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed. 

MESSAGE  FROM  TiiE  LORDS. 
The  they  have  at^reed  to  the  Win« 
Chester  Burgesses  (Disqualification  Be- 
mo?al)  Billy  Master  and  Servant  Bill, 
Amendments  to  Board  of  Ag^cultnre 
Bill,  and  Advertisement  Bating  Bill. 


ORDERS    OF  TRB  DAT.   \J 

THE  ROYAL  OR  ANte.  i' 

Messap^  f^om  the  Queen  [ Prfnc^ 
Albert  Victor  of  Wales  and  FrifliJeb^ 
Louise  Victoria  of  Wales]  ['ind  July].; 

Order  for  going  into  Committee  read. 

*Thb  FIBST  LOBD  op  thb  TBiU^ 
SUBT  (Mr.   W.   H.    Smith,  .  Stmnd, 
Westminster) :    Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to 
make  a  very  few  observations,  avd  m 
doing  so  I  hope  that  I  may  not  be 
betrayed  into  any  topic  which- will  raitfe 
controversy  to  a  greater  extent  than  has 
been  already  indicated  by  the  Amend- 
ment which  has  been  put  on  ^he  Paper 
by    the    hon.     Gentleman   the    sento]^ 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou* 
chore).    It  is  my  desire,  and  the  desire 
of  the  Government,  that  in  dealing  with 
this    important    question    we    slie«ld 
endeavour,  as  far  as  possible,  todoao 
outside  the  region  of  Party,  and  with  a 
due  regard  to  the  great  interests 'of  the 
oountry  whidi  are  involved  in  it.  There 
is  another  observation  which  I  wish  to 
make,  and  it  is  this — that  if  by  Jtny 
aooident  I  should  bring  the  name  of  the 
Sovereign  into  the  Debate  it  must  be 
understood  that  the  responsibility  rests 
on  the  Ministers  for  anything  that  An 
done  in  the  name  of  the  Sovereign.    It 
must  be  understood  that  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  are  responsible  for  the  advice 
which  they  give  to  the  Grown,  and  ^at 
it  is  they,  and  they  alone,  who  are  re- 
sponsible, and  who  must  bear  the  eonse* 
quences  of  any  failure  on  their  part  lo 
give  good  advice.     The  Motion  which:  1 
have  now  to  make  includes  something 
more  than  the  simple  consideratioti  of 
Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Message.'  -  It 
will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the.HoQse 
that  it  was  felt  to  be  desirable  that<the 
Message  from  the   Throne  shonld   be 
referr^  to  a  Oommittee  to  consider  the 
practice  of  this  House  with  regard  to 
provision    for  members  of    the . .  Boyal 
Family,  and  to  report  to  the  House,  on 
the  principles  which  in  that  respect  .it 
would  be    expedient  to  adopt  in 'the 
future.    The  Committee  have  taken^  I 
think,  unusual  pains  to  acquaint  them- 
selves with  the  practice  of  the  House  in 
the    past.      The    reoommendition     of 
the     Committee     goes     beyond    the 
recommendation  of  provision   for   the 
family    and    children   of    the    Queen. 
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Befaranoe  Ut  fonner  practice,  and  to  the 
principlea  which  ma;  be  adopted  in 
rutnre,  tatceB  ub  back  to  praoedenta  ex- 
tending throughout  the  reifcn  of  Qeorite 
HE.  and  George  IT.  and  William  IV., 
and  these  precedents  were  found  to  be 
inaotire  operation  when  Her  Majesty 
ascended  tne  Throne.  These  prece- 
dents must  be  taken  as  greatly  influeno- 
ing  the  action  of  Parliament  in  1837, 
when  it  settled  the  Civil  List  of  Her 
Majesty.  There  is  evidence  that  they 
were  taken  into  consideration  then  and 
in  subsequent  prooeedinge  in  this  House, 
whenMaasages  were  brought  down  from 
the  Throne  asking  for  prorision  for  the 
members  of  the  Boyal  Family.  But 
when  we  recite  former  precedents,  we 
do  so  in  order  that  we  may  interpret  the 
OiTil  List  Act — the  Act  which  has  been 
considered  as  making  provision  for  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  the  Crown,  with- 
out, in  the  judgment  of  Her  Majet^t^'s 
Ministers,  making  provision  for  the  chil- 
dren of  the  Sovereign,  or  of  the  children 
of  the  Heir  to  the  Throne.  These  pre- 
cedents are  the  interpretation  of  the  Act 
of  1837  and  of  the  previous  Act  oH83I. 
Bat  the  principles  on  which  the  provision 
shall  be  made  for  members  of  the  Boyal 
Family  in  future  rests  with  the  wisdom 
of  Parliament  in  the  future,  when  it 
deals  with  the  Civil  List  Act  again  on 
the  demise  of  the  Sovereign,  whenever 
that  should  happen— and  I  am  sure  I 
express  the  general  and  unanimous 
feeling  of  this  House  that  it  is  our  most 
anxious  hope  that  that  occasion  may  be 
loDgdelayed.  The  priuoiples on  which  we 
are  acting  must  be  determined  by  the  vir- 
tual compact  between  the  Crown  and 
the  people  made  under  the  existing  Civil 
List.  The  Report  which  has  been  pre- 
sented to  the  House  shows  that  the 
annuities  charged  upon  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  in  1K37  for  the  support  of 
members  of  the  Boyal  Family  amounted 
to  £277,000,  after  allowing  for  the 
snrrender  of  the  amount  which  the 
King  of  the  Belgians  did  not  then  draw. 
They  now  amount  to  £152,000.  This 
at  least  shows  that  there  has  been  a 
due  regard  paid  to  the  interests  of  the 
country,  while  the  provision  which  has 
been  made  for  the  members  of  the 
Hoyal  Family  has  been  moderate  and 
in  reason.  The  Debates  which  took 
place  in  1 837  showed  no  departure  from 
the  precedents.  The  language  of  Mr. 
Spring  fiice,  the  Ohanoellor  of  the 
Mr.  W.  R.  SuiitA 
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Exchequer  of  the  day,  was  that  it  waa 
necessary,  in  the  ojnnioa  of  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment  of  that  time,  to 
make  adequate  provision  to  prevent 
the  Crown  from  incurring  debt.  I 
am  always  reluctant  to  ask  the  Houae 
to  listen  to  extracts ;  bnt  this  is  a  ques- 
tion of  so  mnch  importance  that  I  ven- 
ture to  ask  the  House  to  listen  to  the 
words  which  Mr.  Spring  Bice  used  on 
that  occasion.     He  said : — 

"Wo  wiih  to  n&ke  iooh  amn^ement  as 
will  carry  uatbroagli  thit  reign — which  Ihope 
will  be  as  loDf(  SB  happy — vithoat  oonatant 
appeals  to  Parliamsnt,  without  contiaotion  of 
debt.  Inasmuch  ai  that  reign  may  be  lon^, 
it  bebores  ua  to  consider  it  with  care  and  to 
weigh  well  the  (teps  wa  ire  sbont  to  take,  be- 
esote  I  admit  that  when  that  step  is  onoa  taken 
I,  for  one,  should  be  ready  to  plead  thatairango- 
ment  in  bar  of  anj  propoial  to  recontidar  t ne 
Civil  List.  But  the  Committee  ahonld  re- 
membeFthnt  ve  are  fiiio;;  a  Civil  List  lor  a 
reign  which  all  hope  will  be  long,  and  there- 
fore it  ought  to  be  fixed  on  principles  which 
will  not  lead  to  debc  on  the  part  of  the 
SoT^reign,  or  to  future  applicatiout  to  Parlia- 
"     ■  List      '     ■■       •  - 
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ia  the  wisest  and  the  beat  economy  on  the  part 
of  Parliament  to  make  aoch  BrrangMiiMita  in 
the  outset  aa  will  prevent  Uw  possibiUty  of 
debt." 

The  possibility  of  debt,  the  avoid- 
ance of  debt,  was  the  note  which 
rang  through  the  speech  of  Mr.  Spring 
Bice;  it  was  the  note  which  rang 
through  the  whole  of  the  Debate  ;  and 
that  note  had  reference  to  the  demanda 
which  had  been  made  to  Parliament  re- 
peatedly during  the  reign  of  George  III. 
for  sums  of  money  to  pay  debts  which 
had  been  incurred  on  the  Civil  List.     I 

)  only  to  refer  to  the  knowledge  and 
experience  of  every  Member  of  th'a 
House  when  I  eay  that  we  are  proud  of 
the  fact  that  no  application  whatever 
has  been  made  to  Parliament  for  the 
payment  of  a  debt  on  the  Civil  List 
during  Her  Majesty's  reign;  and  that 
this  arrangement,  made  in  1837  to  pre- 
vent the  possibility  of  that  debt,  has 
been  thoroughly  and  wisely  carried  out  on 
'he  part  of  the  Crown.  Throughout  the 
vhole  of  thesB  Debates  there  has  been  no 
luggestion  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Sovereign  to  make  provision  for  the 
Royal  Family,  nor  at  any  period  up  to 

present  has  there  been  such  a  sug- 
gestion in  the  Debates  of  Parliament,  or 
From  any  authoritative  source.  I  am 
prepared  to  say  that  there  is  no  iodioa- 
tion  that  any  Minister  of  the  Orowa 
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daring  Her  Majesty's  reigo  has  at  any 
time  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  make 
representation  to  the  Sovereign  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Sovereign  to  make 
proyision  out  of  the  resources  of  the 
Oiyil  list  for  the  members  of  the  Eoyal 
Family.  There  is  not  an  indication 
of  any  character  from  beginning  to 
end  of  the  Debates  which  have  occurred 
daring  the  whole  of  this  reign  that 
would  lead  to  such  a  suggestion ;  but, 
on  the  contrary,  the  assertion  of  respon- 
sible Ministers  has  invariably  taken  the 
opposite  direction.  I  will  not  refer  to 
the  observations  which  have  fallen  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone),  when 
it  has  been  his  duty  in  the  course 
of  the  present  reign — and,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  the  other  evening, 
it  has  perhaps  been  his  duty  more  fre- 
quently than  any  other  Minister  in  the 
present  century — to  move  for  these 
Grants.  I  do  not  refer  to  him  in  support 
of  the  view  which  I  maintain,  because  I 
am  perfectly  certain  that  he  would  be 
quite  ready  to  accept  the  doctrine  which 
1  laid  down — that  up  to  the  present  time 
it  has  never  been  urged  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Sovereign  or  of  the  Prince  of 
Wides  to  make  provision  for  their  own 
families ;  and,  further,  I  maintain  that 
in  the  settlement  of  the  Oivil  List,  and 
in  the  provision  which  has  been  made 
f^m  time  to  time  for  members  of  the 
Boyal  Family,  that  reservation  has  been 
distinctly  in  the  mind  of  Parliament  and 
Ministers.  There  is  one  very  singular 
Debate  which  took  place  in  1813,  and 
that  year  was  only  six  years  after  the 
accession  of  Her  Majesty  to  the  Throne. 
Sir  Robert  Peel  was  then  moving  for 
the  provision  for  the  Princess  Augusta 
of  Cambridge,  the  daughter  of  a  younger 
son  of  George  III.  In  meeting  the 
objection  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mont- 
rose, Mr.  Hume,  who  began  his  speech 
by  saying — 

<*  1  will  refer  to  the  preceding  precedents, 
and  I  will  ask  whether  you  have  any  authority 
from  these  preceding  precedents  to  make  this 
grant?" 

Sir  Bobert  Peel  said — 

'*  I  was  very  glad  to  hear  the  hon.  Gentleman 
make  that  appeal,  for  if  he  does  attach  weight 
to  precedent  he  will  be  bound  to  give  his  vote 
in  favour  of  my  Motion.  1  will  first  take  the 
Princesses  of  the  Royal  Family,  daughters  of 
(George  111.,  the  Duchess  of  Gloucester,  and  the 
Princess  Sophia.  In  each  of  these  cases  the  pro- 
vision was  £16,000  per  annum." 


I  think  Sir  Bobert  Peel   was  wrong, 
and  that  it  was  only  £14,000 — 

"  And  in  the  case  of  a  Princess  more  remotely 
allied  to  the  Sovereign  than  the  Prinoew 
Augusta,  Princess  Sophia  of  Gloucester,  the 
provision  was  £7,000.  In  this  instance  the 
provision  is  only  £3,000.'* 

I  mention  this  in  order  to  show  that 
in  1843  the  Sovereign  not  only  had  no 
notice  or  indication  of  any  change  in 
the  intentions  of  Parliament  with  regard 
to  the  provision  necessary  to  be  made 
for  the  members  of  the  Eoyal  Family, 
but  that  for  six  years  after  the  vear  of 
her  accession  the  practice  of  Parliament 
in  the  past  was  renewed  and  confirmed  » 
and  there  wap  every  reason  to  belieye 
that  the  contract  of  1837  would  there* 
fore  be  carried  out  on  the  principles  on 
which  previous  contracts  haa  been 
carried  out  by  Parliament.  The  Go- 
vernment had  to  consider  the  question. 
There  was  a  Committee  appointed  to 
which  the  whole  subject  was  referred; 
and  it  must  be  allowed  by  those  wba 
would  do  justice  to  the  responsibility  of 
Ministers  that  it  was  their  plain  duty  tp 
uphold  what  they  believed  to  be  the 
Parliamentary  credit  and  the  rishts  of 
the  Grown.  Neither  did  we  wink  it 
right  and  just  to  negative  or  withdraw 
any  of  the  claims  of  Her  Majesty ;  bat 
Her  Majesty  has  in  her  own  discretion 
directed  that  they  shall  not  be  pressed 
on  the  consideration  of  Parliament,  0O> 
far  as  the  younger  sons  and  daughters 
are  concerned.  Therefore,  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  the  Government  EaTe 
before  them  the  practical  question  of 
what  provision  should  be  made  for  the 
children  of  the  Prince  of  Wales,  and 
especially  with  regard  to  Prince  Albert 
Victor  and  Princess  Louise.  I  have  no 
doubt  I  shall  be  told  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  not  adhered  to  their  origpinal 
proposals.  If  that  is  a  ground  for  oom« 
plaint  against  the  Government,  I  ani 
perfectly  prepared  to  bear  whatever 
consequences  may  attach  to  the  Govern- 
ment for  that  departure  in  appearance 
from  the  original  proposals.  1  oonfees 
to  an  earnest  desire  in  dealing  with  a 
question  of  this  kind  to  avoid,  as  far  as 
possible,  all  controversy.  Some  think  it 
is  the  highest  form  of  political  life; 
but  in  dealing  with  this  question  I 
do  desire  to  attract,  as  far  as  possible! 
the  support  and  the  oordial  ooncurrenoe 
of  those  who  ordinarily  di£fer  from  us  in 
political  matters.    It  would  be  a  deep 
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cause  of  sorrow  to  me  if,  by  any  fault  of 
iDine  or  of  the  Ooverament,  we  entered 
into  an  embittered  controversy  on  ques- 
tioas  which  I  believe  to  be  of  vital 
moment  to  the  interests  of  this  country. 
If  blame  is  to  be  attached  to  the  Qovem- 
ment  for  endeavouring  to  avoid  dragging 
the  sacred  institutions  of  the  country 
into  the  political  arena — if  blame  is  to  be 
attached  to  the  Gt)vemment  for 
endeavouring  to  meet  in  this  question 
those  who  are  ordinarily  their  political 
opponents — I  am  quite  prepared  to 
accept  the  blame  and  the  responsibility. 
What  are  the  facts  of  the  case  ?  We 
thought  it  fair  to  indicate  to  the  Com- 
mittee the  general  principles  on  which, 
ID  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, it  was  right  to  proceed ;  and  we 
itidioated  a  scheme.  I  can  understand 
that  the  opponents  of  all  Grants  would 
oppose  that  scheme  or  any  other.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  was  candid  and  clear  in  the 
course  he  took.  He  does  not  consider 
that  any  scheme  or  proposal  made  by 
the  Government  would  be  acceptable  or 
ought  to  be  accepted  by  the  House.  I 
confess  that  I  am  unable  to  realise  the 
p6sition  of  those  who  demur  to  a  Grant 
irhloh  they  admit  to  be  reasonable. 
That  is  the  view  which  I,  for  my  own 
pftrt,  entertain  on  this  matter ;  but  hon. 
Gentlemen  have,  of  course,  the  right 
to  entertain  their  own  opinions. 
Now,  let  us  come  to  the  consideration  of 
the  question  as  it  affects  this  particular 
Grant.  The  settlement  as  regards  the 
Prince  of  Wales  was  made  in  1863.  If 
hon.  Gentlemen  turn  to  Hamard  they 
will  find  that  Lord  Palmerston  in  that 
year  proposed  that  £40,000  should  be 
granted  for  the  separate  use  of  the 
Prince,  and  £10,000  for  the  U6e  of 
tho  Princess  of  Wales,  the  Duchy  of 
Oornwall  being  calculated  to  produce 
£60,000  a  year.  At  that  time  the 
Duchy  of  Cornwall  did  not  quite  pro- 
duce that  sum ;  but  the  estimate  which 
Lord  Palmerston  formed  on  that  occa- 
sion has  been  nearly  realised,  a  little 
ikiore  or  a  little  less,  during  the  interval 
which  has  elapsed  between  1863  and 
1889.  I  maintain  that  it  was  never 
contemplated,  when  this  provision  was 
made,  that  the  Prince  of  Wales  should 
be  called  upon  to  make  provision  for 
his  family  out  of  this  income.  In  the 
course  of  the  Debate  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  of  that  day  said  that  it 
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was  obviously  impossible  for  the  Pria* 
ces3  to  pay  out  of  her  jointure  for  the 
education  of  her  children.  No  applica- 
tion has  been  made  to  the  House  for 
the  cost  of  the  education  of  her  children ; 
and  it  has  only  become  necessary  now 
when  Prince  Albert  Victor  becomes 
qualified  to  undertake  the  duties  which 
belong  to  his  high  station,  and  whioh  ren- 
der it  necessary  that  an  establishment 
should  be  found  for  him.  As  to  the 
general  view  of  the  Government  with 
respect  to  the  provision  which  should 
be  made,  I  see  it  stated  that  if  that  view 
had  been  carried  out  £49,000  a  year 
would  have  been  chargeable  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund.  That  is  true,  sup- 
posing all  the  children  of  the  Prince  of 
Wales  had  come  at  once  into  the  possession 
of  the  maximum  amount  whicn  the  Go- 
vernment suggested  should  be  g^ranted 
to  them  ;  but  there  is  no  probability 
of  their  coming  into  the  enjoy- 
ment of  that  sum  immediate! j. 
The  view  urged  on  the  Government  of 
preventing  the  necessity  of  repeated  ap- 
plications to  Parliament  is  an  exoeea- 
ingly  wise  one;  and  the  su^^stion 
which  fell  from  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian,  that  a  single  Grant 
should  be  made  to  the  Prince  of  Wales 
for  the  benefit  of  his  family,  to  be  ap- 
plied in  certain  sums  and  under  certain 
conditions,  was  thought  to  be  an  exceed- 
ingly useful  one.  We  accordingly 
adopted  that  principle,  and  the  figure 
which  appeared  in  the  first  instance  in 
the  Heport  of  £40,000  is  expressive  of 
the  liability  which  would  come  upon  the 
country  under  the  conditions  we  referred 
to.  No  doubt  I  shall  be  exposed  to 
some  blame  by  my  hon.  Friends  behind 
me  when  I,  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment, did  not  contest  the  suggestion 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite that  the  figure  should  be  reduced 
from  £40,000  to  £36,000.  I  regard  a 
question  of  this  kind  as  of  so  great 
importance  that  I  was  bound  to  some 
extent  to  conciliate  the  support  of 
those  who  possessed  greater  experience 
in  the  past,  and  more  responsibility  with 
regard  to  questions  of  this  kind ;  and, 
therefore,  I  think  I  acted  wisely  in 
allowing  my  own  judgment  to  give  way 
to  the  desire  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  do  not  think  myself  that  the 
sum  should  have  been  less  than  £40,000 ; 
but  I  value  the  concurrence  and  the  ex* 
perience  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
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a  question  of  this  kiad  as  of  even  greater 
importance  to  the  Prinoe  of  Wales  and 
the  Boyal  Family  than  the  difference 
between  £40,000  and  £36,000.  I  say 
frankly,  therefore,  that  on  those  grounds 
I  concurred,  and  the  Committee  con- 
curred, in  the  suggestion  made  by  the 
right  hon.  GenUeman.  But  how 
is  this  question  to  be  met  ?  The 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  pro- 
poses that  the  responsibility  for  making 
the  proyision  should  be  thrown  on  the 
Sovereign,  upon  whose  income  it  has 
never  been  suggested  in  any  degree 
whatever  that  such  a  charge  should  be 
made.  It  is  actually  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  that  this  charge  should  be 
placed  on  the  Sovereign,  whose  strict 
discharge  of  every  Oonstitutional  duty, 
whose  personal  observance  of  every 
condition  which  a  Constitutional 
Sovereign  can  discharge  to  the  benefit 
of  her  people,  in  a  reign  which  has 
been  remarkable  for  a  great  extension 
of  the  political  liberties  of  the  people, 
and  still  more  for  the    progress  and 

Erosperity  of  the  country — it  is  proposed 
y  the  hon.  Member  to  tell  the 
Sovereign  that  precedent  and  practice 
have  no  binding  force,  and  that  it  is 
usual  to  make  provision  for  the  children 
of  the  Prince  of  Wales  out  of  the  Civil 
List.  The  Civil  List  is  an  Act  of  Settle- 
ment for  the  reigTi ;  it  is  a  compact 
between  Parliament  and  the  Sovereign 
for  her  lifetime;  and  yet  it  is  suggested 
that  it  should  be  compulsorily  revised 
after  the  Sovereign  has  reigned  for 
52  years.  I  do  not  believe  that 
the  country  has  the  slightest  desire  to 
follow  the  hon.  Gentleman.  I  do  not 
believe  that  there  is  any  section  of  the 
people  who  grudge  to  Royalty  the 
moderate  amount  of  money  which  is 
necessary  to  maintain  its  dignity.  I 
believe,  relatively  to  the  ancient 
revenues  of  the  Crown,  and  still  more 
to  the  resources  of  the  country  and  its 
incomes,  the  amount  now  asked  is 
moderate  and  even  small,  meaning,  as 
it  does,  a  fraction  of  Id.  on  the  Income 
Tax.  Putting  aside  for  a  moment  the 
loyalty  and  the  affection  entertained  by 
the  vast  majority  of  the  people,  I  am 
convinced  that  if  examination  is  made 
into  the  system  of  government  under 
which  we  live,  if  comparisons  are  made 
with  the  systems  of  government  in  any 
other  civilised  country,  it  will  be  found 
that  our  system  is  economical,  whilft  it 


provides  for  the  country  a  stability 
which  is  invaluable,  and  a  Chief  and  a 
Head  who  has  obtained  the  respect  and 
the  affection  not  only  of  the  people  of 
this  country,  but  of  all  EDglish-speaking 
peoples.  I  move,  Sir,  that  you  now 
leave  the  Ch&ir. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair.'' 

♦Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton): 
It  seems  to  me.  Sir,  that  the  truth  of 
the  statement  contained  in  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  peroration  as  to  the 
cost  of  systems  of  government  in  other 
countries  is  somewhat  doubtful,  con- 
sidering that  the  Presidnnt  of  the 
United  States  receives  only  £10,000, 
while  Her  Majesty  and  Her  Majesty's 
Family  cost  about  £700,000.  I  can 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
outset  that  I  have  not  the  slightest  la- 
tention  of  dragging  ''the  sacred  insti- 
tutions of  the  country  into  the  arena  of 
politics."  But  I  think  the  House  has  a 
right  to  complain  of  the  action  of  t^ 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  is  like  the 
chsrge  of  Balaclava ;  it  is  very  noble 
but  it  is  not  consistent  with  the  or-, 
dinary  practice  of  the  House.  Whenever 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  bis 
Colleagues  get  into  a  mess  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  generally  rises 
and  says,  "I  alone  am  responsible; 
receive  me  as  a  scapegoat."  (hie  would 
suppose  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  offering  his  head.  What,  in  the 
name  of  goodness,  is  the  House  to  do? 
We  cannot  punish  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  speaks 
as  the  Representative  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  when  the  right  hon.  Gond^- 
man  cannot  get  out  of  any  mistake  he 
endeavours  to  do  so  by  offering  the 
House  his  head.  We  have  no  intention 
of  accepting  the  offer ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment is  responsible,  as  a  whole,  for  every 
word  spoken  and  every  act  done  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself.  I 
think  it  is  desirable  that  the  House 
should  precisely  understand  the 
position  in  which  we  stand.  A 
fortnight  ago  a  Message  was  sent  by 
Her  Majesty  to  the  House  asking  it  to 
make  provision  for  two  of  the  children 
of  the  Prince  of  Walee.  At  that  time 
the  Government  were  under  a  promise 
to  appoint  a  Select  Committee  to  look  into 
the  general  question. of  alllgtuse  Koyal 
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Grants.  But  this  Committee  had  been 
put  off  on  what  I  cannot  help  calling:, 
not  only  dilatory,  but  evasive  pleas.  It 
was,  however,  felt  to  be  impossible  to 
consent  to  any  G-rants  without  referring 
the  whole  question  to  a  Committee, 
especially  after  the  promises  that  had 
been  made.  Therefore,  two  points  were 
referred  to  the  Select  Committee 
which  was  appointed — one,  to  report 
upon  any  general  system  that  was  to  be 
adopted  in  regard  to  future  Koyal 
Grants ;  and,  secondly,  to  report  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Message  to  the  House  in 
respect  of  the  two  particular  Grants 
asked  for  in  Her  Majesty's  Message. 
The  Committee  sat  several  times,  and 
exhaustively  entered  into  the  whole 
question  of  precedents  and  principle. 
The  result  was  that  a  Beport  with 
Appendices  has  been  presented,  and 
of  which  the  House  is  in  possession, 
which  states  the  views  of  the  Committee, 
together  with  the  different  statistics  on 
which  they  base  their  opinions.  It 
cannot  be  said,  therefore,  in  any  sense 
that  the  House  has  not  considered 
the  Message  of  Her  Majesty.  The 
House  referred  it  to  a  Committee, 
and  the  Committee  has  reported  to  the 
House,  and  the  Report  is  now  before  us. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  position  I  take 
up  is  the  logical  outcome  of  the  opinion 
that  no  further  Grants,  under  any  cir- 
cumstances, ought  to  be  made.  The  pro- 
posal before  the  House  is  that  you 
leave  the  Chair,  Sir,  in  order  that  the 
House  may  go  into  Committee,  and  pass 
the  Hesolution  in  Committee,  which  is 
technically  necessary,  before  a  Money 
Bill  can  be  introduced.  If  it  were 
not  for  that  necessity  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  .would  say,  ''You  have  had 
your  Heport;  you  have  had  time  to 
look  into  it,  and  we  will  now  bring  in  a 
Bill."  I  have  seen  it  stated  that  to  oppose 
the  Motion  "  that  the  Speaker  do  leave 
the  Chair  "  is  to  show  some  sort  of  act 
of  discourtesy  to  Her  Majesty — that  it 
is  practically  to  say  that  the  House  will 
not  consider  the  Message.  My  reply  is 
that  the  House  has  considered  the 
Message,  and  that,  practically,  if  the 
Motion  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  be  carried  it  will  not  be 
to  consider  the  Message,  but  to  take 
specific  action  upon  it.  I  think  the 
course  I  am  pursuing  is  most  courteous 
[**  Oh !"] — yes,  most  courteous — ^in  view 
of  the    fact  that    I    am  prepared   to 
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oppose  these  Grants.  The  Amendment 
shadowed  out  by  a  right  hon.  Friend  of 
mine  is  to  the  effect  that  the  Ghrants 
should  be  refused  because  the  principle 
has  not  been  laid  down  in  the  Beport 
that,  in  future,  no  Grants  of  a  like  cha- 
racter shall  be  given.  Personally,  I 
should  be  in  an  embarrassment  if  sack 
an  Amendment  were  proposed.  I  am  not 
prepared  to  say  I  should  have  assented 
to  these  Grants  if  there  had  been  any 
finality  laid  down  in  the  Beport.  1 
want  the  finality  qui  ei  nunc,  I  want 
to  start  with  finality — not  to  end  with  it. 
The  action  of  the  Government,  on  the 
other  hand,  has  been  worse  than  dis- 
courteous— it  has  been  simply  indecent 
in  regard  to  this  matter.  They  came 
with  a  Message  from  the  Crown,  and 
they  chaffered  and  bargained  over  it  in 
Committee  in  a  way  that  tended  more 
than  anything  proposed  on  the  Opposi- 
tion side  to  lower  the  respect  which  ought 
to  be  entertained  by  all  in  this  House  for 
Her  Majesty.  My  action,  I  claim,  on  the 
other  hand,  has  been  perfectly  frank, 
open,  honest,  and  definite.  I  oonsider 
that  Her  Majesty  and  Her  Majesty's 
Family  have  sufficient  funds,  and  that 
if  there  are  not  sufficient  funds,  then  I 
indicate  in  my  Amendment  souroea 
from  which  they  may  be  obtained 
without  any  appeal  to  the  taxpayer. 
In  order  to  show  this,  I  must  call  atten- 
tion to  what  took  place  in  the  Com- 
mittee, and  to  the  Beport  of  the  Oom- 
mittee.  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  made 
certain  proposals  to  the  Committee. 
Those  proposals  were  that  the  elder  son 
of  the  Prince  of  Wales  should  receive 
at  once  £15,000,  and  an  additional 
£10,000  when  married ;  that  the  second 
son  of  the  Prince  oi  Wales  should  reooira 
at  once  £8,000,  and  £5,000  when  mar- 
ried ;  and  that  the  elder  daughter  of  the 
Prince  of  Wales,  now  about  to  be  mar- 
ried, should  receive  an  annni^  of 
£3,000,  and  that  an  annui^  of  the 
same  amount  should  be  granted  to 
the  younger  daughters  of  the  Prinee 
of  Wales,  when  married.  Not  oMy 
were  the  children  of  Her  Majesty  to 
be  provided  for,  but  provision  was  to  be 
made  for  the  unborn  grandchildren  of 
the  Queen.  It  was  proposed  that  we 
should  consent  to  the  principle  that  a 
proper  maintenance  should  be  given  to 
the  children  of  the  younger  sons  of  the 
Sovereign,  and  that  we  should  also 
make  a  condition  that  the  younger 
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should  insure  their  lives  in  order   to 
make  an  adequate  provision  for  their 
children.    That  means,  of  course,  that 
Parliament  is  to  make  adequate  provi* 
sion  plus  an  amount  for  insurance.  This 
claim,  however,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  said,  was  not  persevered  in.  A 
suggestion  of  a  compromise  was  made 
from  the  Liberal  side  of  the  Committee. 
The  Government  accepted  the  sugges- 
tion on  the  ground,  as  was  said,  that 
there  might  be  a  moral  unanimity,  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Morpeth  (Mr.  Burt) 
at  once  stated  that  unanimity  would  not 
be  secured  by  any  such  compromise ;  I 
suppose  we  were  looked  upon  as  some- 
what   negligeahls   quantities    and   irre- 
sponsible persons,  and  that  without  us 
this  moral  unanimity  might  be  obtained. 
Practically,  the  Report,  in  its  final  form, 
amounts  to  this — it  gives  Grants  to  the 
children,  it  recognises  the  claims  of  the 
younger  children  of  the  Sovereign;  at  the 
same  time  it  notes  thai  Her  Majesty 
waives  those  claims  during  her  reig^. 
Now  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  was  in  favour  of 
a  grant  being  given.  The  idea  at  first  was 
that  a  quid  pro  quo  should  be  secured — 
that  the  Government  on  their  part  should 
assent  to  a  declaration  on  the  part  of  the 
Committee  that  the  younger  children  of 
the  Sovereign  have  no  sort  of  right  to 
their  children  being  provided  for  out  of 
the  public  funds.     This  quid  pro  quo  fell 
through,  and  so  far  as  the  Report  goes 
is  non-existent.  Notwithstandingthattho 
quid  pro  quo  was  not  obtained,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  is  still  in  favour  of  a 
certain  amount  of  money  being  granted 
to  the  Prince  of  Wales  for  his  children. 
I   do  not  complain  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
supporters  will  recognise  that  he  occu- 
pies in  this  matter  a  somewhat  peculiar 
and  exceptional  position.   I  am  inclined 
to  think,  indeed,  that  the  country  ought 
to  be  exceedingly  thankful  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.    The  first  plan  was  to 
give  £49,000   to   the  children   of    the 
Prince  of  Wales. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
R.  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) :  Not  im- 
mediately. 

♦Mr.  LABOUOHERE  :  A  good  deal 
would  have  come  in  immediately,  but 
the  ultimate  sum  to  be  given  was 
£49,000.  Thanks  to  the  suggestion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  that  figure  was  reduced 


to  £40,000,  and  again,on  the  right  hon; 
Gentleman's  Motion,  to  £36,000.    Thil 
right  hon.  Gentleman  also  induced  th^ 
Gt>vemment    to   make    a    declaratioa. 
waiving  the  claim  of  Her  Majesty  to 
any  Grants  during  Her  Majesty's  reiga 
to  her  grandchildren.    The  House  may 
estimate  that  these  Grants  would  have 
amounted    to    an    annuity,  of    about 
£20,000  per    annum,    and,    therefore^ 
although      I      respectfully     disagree 
with    the    right     hon.     Member    for 
Mid      Lothian     in     this     matter,     it 
ought  not  to  be  forgotten  that  by  his 
presence  and  moral  ascendency  he  has 
saved  the  country  an  annuity  of  £33,000 
per  annum.     Nor  do  I  complain  of  the 
action  of  my  right  hon.    Friend   the 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
My  right  hon.  Friend  was  opposed  up- 
on principle  to  all  Grants ;  out  he  felt 
himself  in  the  Committee  much  like  a 
traveller  who  had  to  traverse  a  road  in- 
fested by  brigands.     He    was    ready 
to  pay  a  certain  amount  of  blackmail 
in  order    to  secure    future    immunity 
from    the   attacks   of  these    brigands. 
But  when  my  right  hon.  Friend  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  he  did  not  get 
security  for  this  immunity,  he  naturalliy 
was  not  prepared  to  pay  the    black- 
mail ;  therefore,  I  have  not  the  slightest 
doubt    that     my    right    hon.   Friend 
will  vote  in  favour  of  the  Amendment 
which  I  intend  to  move.     I  understand 
that  by  the  decision  of  the  Committee 
the  Prince   of  Wales  will  be    in  the 
position    of    a    trustee ;   that    he   will 
merely  receive  the    £36,000  with  one 
hand  and  pass  it  over  to  his  children 
with  the  other.     That  is  a  distinction 
without   a  difference.     The  Prince  is 
put  in  as  a  middleman,  and  to  all  in- 
tents and  purposes  the  Grant  is  to  the 
children  of  the  Prince  of  Wales.    My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Morpeth 
and  myself  in  the  Committee  said  firom 
the  beginning   that  we  were   opposed 
to   all    further  Grants   to   any  of  the 
grandchildren  of  the  Queen.     We  were 
not  prepared  to    pay  any  species    of 
blackmail  in  order  to  avoid  future  pay- 
ments.    We  felt  that  the  Queen  has  no 
claim,  leg^  or  moral,  direct  or  indirect, 
for  coming  on  the  taxpayer    for  the 
maintenance    of     her    grandchildren. 
This  view  we  embodied  in    a  Report, 
and    in    moving    this   Amendment    I 
practically  ask  the  House  to  agree  that, 
under  no  circumstances,  ought  any  fur- 
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ther  GhrAnta  to  be  giTen  to  any  junior  | 
members  of  theHoyal  Family.     With 
regard  to  the  Civil  List,  in  Clause  6  of 
the  Beport  of  the  Committee  the  word 
^'  surrender"  is  used,  because  in  the  Com- 
mittee we  got  into  a  discussion  as  to  the 
arrang^ement  or  bargain  by  which  Her 
Majesty  surrendered  her  life  interest  in 
^e  Crown  Lands  against  the  speci6c 
«amonnt  of  the  Civil  List.    I  and  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Morpeth 
absolutely  and  totally  deny  that  Her 
Majesty  has  any  sort  of  title  whatever 
"to  the  Crown  I^nds,  except  any  such 
title  as  can  be   found   to    have  been 
slipped  in    by  the  draftsman    in  two 
Bilifl— the  first  of  King  WilUam  IV. 
and  the  first  of  the  Queen.     We  have 
been    told    that   these   Crown     Lands 
-were    surrendered    against    the    Civil 
List.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  if  it  be  true 
that    they    were    surrendered,   and    if 
there  was  any  title  to  surrender,  not  only 
were    they    surrendered,   but   a    large 
amount    of    hereditary    revenue    also. 
•When  the  Civil  List  Act  of  William 
and  Mary  was  passed  the  Hesolution  set 
forth: — 

'*  As  a  jast  sense  of  acknowlodgment  of  wha^ 
ffreat  things  His  Majesty  has  done  for  this 
Kingdom  a  sum  not  exceeding  £700,000  be 
granted  to  His  Majesty  daring  his  life  for  the 
support  of  the  CiTil  List." 

There  was  no  claim  to  Crown  Lands  or 
hereditary  revenues,  and  no  sort  of  sur- 
render. There  was  no  statement  of  claim, 
and  no  surrender  in  the  Civil  List  Acts  of 
Queen  Anne,George  I.,or  George  11.  The 
first  time  ic  occurred  was  in  the  Civil 
.List  Act  of  G-eorge  III.,  and  then  only 
in  the  Preamble.  In  the  Act  of  George 
lY.  it  occurred  again  in  the  Preamble  ; 
and  then,  from  the  fact  of  the  draftsman 
not  having  been  well  looked  after,  a  sort 
of  surrender  was  slipped  into  the  body 
of  the  Act  of  William  IV.  and  into  the 
Act  of  the  first  of  Her  Majesty.  As  to 
the  £700,000  to  William  and  Mary,  the 
Civil  List  Act  was  not  then,  as  we  now 
understand  it,  for  the  maintenance  alone 
of  the  dignity  and  honour  of  the  Crown 
and  of  the  Household  of  Her  Majesty, 
but  for  the  civil  government  of  the 
country ;  and  that  is  why  it  was  so  much 
more  than  Her  Majesty  at  present  re- 
ceives. Lord  Brougham,  speaking  in 
the  House  of  Lords  in  1837,  with  all 
the  authority  of  an  ez-Lord  Chancellor 
and  an  eminent  lawyer,  said,  on  the 
Civil  List  Act  of  Her  Majesty :  -^ 
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"  I  should  like  to  see  the  man  amongst  your 
Lordships,  whether  on  the  Ministerial  or  Oppo- 
sition Benches,  gifted  with  the  confidence 
which  mast  he  exhibited  by  him  who  wofdd 
affirm  that  the  Duchy  of  Cornwall  and  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  are  private  and  personal 
property,  and  not  public  funds,  Tested  in  the 
Crown  alone,  and  held  as  public  properbr  for 
the  benefit  of  the  State  and  as  a  parcel  ox  the 
national  domains.  These  revenues  are  jmt  as 
much  private  property  bestowed  on  xornur 
Monarchs  for  public  purposes  as  the  sum  we 
are  now  adding  to  them." 

But  I  have  always  thought  that 
the  question  whether  theae  Orown 
Lands  and  Hereditary  Revenues  weire 
surrendered  or  not  is,  comparatively 
speaking,  unimportant;  because  when 
Her  Majesty  came  to  the  Throne, 
and  when  the  Committee  considered 
what  amount  it  was  desirable  to 
settle  on  Her  Majesty,  they  did  not 
for  one  moment  take  into  acoount  what 
were  the  annual  proceeds  of  the  Grown 
Lands,  or  what  were  the  Hereditary 
Revenues ;  there  was  no  balandng  one 
against  the  other;  they  took  the 
bills  of  William  lY.,  and  tried  to  find 
out  what  was  sufficient  for  the  mainten- 
ance of  the  honour  and  dignity  of  the 
Crown,  and  the  maintenanoe  of  the 
Household,  and  that  sum  they  votef* 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  sum  thisy  voted 
was  very  greatly  in  excess  of  the  Grown 
Lands  at  that  time.  The  Grown  Lands 
have  increased  since  then;  but  even 
now,  if  we  are  to  talk  about  a  bargain, 
the  best  tning  we  could  possibly  do  in 
the  future  would  be  to  make  no  bargain, 
but  to  say  to  the  Crown,  take  the  Crown 
Lands,  including  the  Duchiea  of  Lan- 
caster and  Cornwall,  maintain  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  the  Crown,  main- 
tain the  household,  maintain  the  Boyal 
family,  pay  for  the  Civil  Government  of 
the  country,  and  free  us  from  any 
obligation. 

LoBB  R.  CHURCHILL  (Paddington, 
S.) :  You  will  make  worse  of  it 

«Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  The  noble 
Lord  says  we  should  make  worse  of  it. 
That  observation  obliges  me  to  go  into 
figures.  The  Crown  Lands  we  may 
take  at  .£400,000  a  year ;  the  Daohy 
of  Lancaster  produces  £50,0009  the 
Duchy  of  Cornwall  £60,000,  maldng  a 
total  of  £510,000  per  annum.  Then  we 
pay  £385,000  a  year  to  Her  Majesty, 
£60,000  to  Xh^  Prince  and  Prinoesa  of 

Wales,  £82,000  to  the  junior  members 
of  the  Royal  Family,  and  we  are  going 
to  pay  an  additional  £36,000.    We  alf  o 
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pay  £20,000  a  year  to  the  family  of  the 
fate  Duke  of  Cambridge.  Those  sums 
alone  come  to  more  than  £510,000  a 
year,  without  alluding  to  the  cost  of 
the  Oivil  Government. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL:  Does  the 
hon.  Gentleman  allow  fur  what  I  may 
call  the  unearned  increment  of  the  Crown 
Lands? 

♦Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  am  so  stupid 
that  I  cannot  quite  follow  the  noble 
Lord.  At  any  rate,  I  think  the  bargain 
would  be  a  good  one.  The  noble  Lord 
audi,  however,  cannot  settle  the  question. 
Up  to  the  reign  of  George  III.  Parliament 
did  not  vote  a  single  shilling  to  either 
children  or  grandchildren  of  the  Mon- 
arch. A  lump  sum  was  given  to  the 
Monarch  for  the  maintenance  of  his 
family  and  his  household  and  the  civil 

fovemment  of  the  country.  If  the 
[onarch  found  that  sum  too  small,  he 
asked  for  more.  There  were  frequent 
applications  for  more  during  the  reigns 
of  George  I.  and  George  11.  The 
ground  always  was  that  the  Crown 
was  already  in  debt,  and  that  the 
amount  granted  was  not  sufficient  to 
enable  him  to  maintain  the  honour 
and  dignity  of  the  Crown  and  the 
civil  government  and  his  family.  It 
was  perfectly  true  that  Grants  were 
made,  not  only  to  the  children,  but  also 
to  the  grandchildren  of  George  III. ; 
but  I  do  not  look  with  any  particular 
respect  to  the  reign  of  George  III.  In 
the  Appendices  of  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  it  is  stated  that  a  Duke  of 
Mecklenburg  Strelitz— I  confess  I  never 
heard  of  him  until  his  name  appeared 
in  the  Report  —  received  an  annuity 
because  he  was  a  nephew  of  the  wife 
of  George  III.;  therefore  if  we  are  to 
go  back  upon  precedents,  I  would  ask 
the  House  to  bear  in  mind  this  remark- 
able precedent.  When  some  dirty  job 
in  the  past  was  to  be  done,  the  practice 
generally  was  to  throw  the  cost  on  Ire- 
land, and  accordingly  in  this  instance 
to  Ireland  was  allotted  the  honour 
of  supplying  this  gentleman  with 
an  annuity  because  he  happened 
to  be  a  nephew  of  Queen  Caroline. 
I  ask  my  hon.  Friends  from  Ireland  to 
note  the  fact  that  they  had  the  pleasure, 
during  the  reign  of  George  III.  and 
long  afterwards,  of  paying  an  annuity 
from  Irish  funds  to  this  person  because 
he  happened  to  be  the  nephew  of  Queen  i 
Caroline.  On  Her  Majesty's  succession  to  | 


the  Throne  a  Select  Committee.  wa>  ftp- 
pointed  to  look  into  the  whola  miestion 
of  the  Civil  List.  It  took  the  bilb 
of  William  IV.,  in  order  to  form  an  esti- 
timate  of  what  ought  to  be  alIowe4* 
It  did  not  consider  for  one  moment 
what  was  the  amount  of  the  Hereditary 
Revenues  of  the  Crown  or  what  was 
the  income  of  the  Crowa  Lancb, 
and  a  Bill  was  prepared  on  the  Report 
of  this  Committee.  I  would  also  re- 
mind the  House  of  this  fact  —  thi^ 
this  Bill  was  brought  in  by  thie 
Liberals  as  the  Liberals  were  in  powe^. 
The  Conservatives  are  not  in  th^ 
habit  of  asking  for  economies  in  these 
matters.  I  think  we  should  have 
had  a  better  Bill  if  the  Conservatives 
had  been  in ;  they  would,  perhaps, 
have  proposed  a  larger  amount  than 
£385,000  ;  but  the  Liberals  would  have 
performed  their  proper  function  of  out- 
ting  down  considerably  the  amounts 
agreed  to  in  the  Bill.  Now  the  Bill 
divides  the  amount  of  £385,000  into 
six  classes.  We  will  put  aside  one  classy 
that  of  pensions,  because  that  has  no- 
thing really  to  do  with  the  matter.  I  put 
it  then  that,  practically,  there  are  nve 
classes.  Now  I  contend,  and  I  always 
have  contended,  that,  if  there  is  an  excess 
in  one  of  these  classes  and  no  deficit  in 
another  of  the  classes,  then  at  the  end 
of  the  year  the  excess  ought  to  remain 
undrawn  in  the  Treasury.  The  Treasury, 
however,  has  taken  an  entirely  opposite 
view :  it  has  held  that  whenever  there  is 
an  excess  in  any  one  Department  that 
excess  should  go  into  Her  Majesty's 
Privy  Purse,  which  means,  to  all  intents 
and  purposes,  her  banking  account.  Let 
me  read  the  clause  in  the  Act  which 
deals  with  this  matter — 

*'  Provided  always  and  be  it  enacted,  That  if 
any  saving  or  sarplus  shall  arise  in  any  Qoarter 
in  respect  of  any  Money  appropriated  for  de- 
fraying the  Charges  of  any  particnlar  Class,  so 
as  that  the  sura  appropriated  thereto  shall  be 
more  than  saflliCteot  for  the  full  and  complete 
Payment  of  the  Charges  to  the  Account  and 
Credit  and  be  applied  for  the  Purposes  of  the 
Class  in  which  it  shall  have  arisen,  until  the 
Thirty- first  day  of  December  in  every  Year  ; 
and  whenever  any  such  Saving  or  Surplus  re- 
maining at  the  end  of  the  Year  shall  have 
arisen  in  any  of  the  Classes  of  the  Civil  List, 
then  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Lord  High 
Treasurer,  or  Commissioners  of  the  Treasury 
for  the  Time  being,  or  any  Three  or  more  of 
them,  to  direct  the  same  to  be  applied  in  aid 
of  the  Charges  or  Expenses  of  any  other 
Class  (eicept  the  Fifth  Class),  or  of  any 
Charge  or  Charges  ifpon  Her  Majesty's  Civu 
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List  ReTennee,  in  sach  Manner  as  may,  under 
tiie  Gircamstances,  appear  to  be  most  ex- 
pedient.*' 

Surely  if  it  had  been  intended  that  the 
excess,  if  any,  should  go  into  the  Privy 
Purse  the  clause  would  have  said  so 
in    specific    terms.     I    am  not    com- 
plaining of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the    First    Lord     of      the    Treasury 
acting  contrary   to   my  view,  because 
it  has  been  done  since  the  commence- 
ment   of    the    reign.     If   the    House 
will  again  look  at  the  Civil  List  they 
will  find  that  Articles  2  and  3  really 
cover    the    salaries    and    expenses    of 
the  Household,  and  all  the  expenditure 
necessary  for  the    honour  and  dignity 
of    the    Throne.    Besides    this,    Glass 
4     provides     £13,200      per      annum 
for      any      charities      Her       Majesty 
may    consider  it   her  duty    to  grant. 
Further,   there    is   an  unappropriated 
balance  of  £8,040  in  case  anything  more 
should    be    wanted.      Let    it   also  be 
remembered    that    whereas  in  former 
reigns     the     Sovereigns      maintained 
palaces,  yachts,  and  gardens,  the  nation 
under   the  present  arrangement  takes 
over  the  maintenance  of  palaces  and 
gardens,  and  the  building  and  mainten- 
ance of  yachts.     When  all  this  had  been 
arranged,  £60,000  was  granted  to  the 
Privy  Purse,  and  in  addition  for  Her 
Majesty's  private   uses   the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  was  left  to  her,  which  then 
produced  £12,000  per  annum.     Conse- 
quently it  was  deemed  at  that  time  by 
uiose  who  framed  and  passed  the  Civil 
List  that  for  Her  Majesty's  private  uses 
£72,000  per  annum  was    amply   and 
fully    sufficient.     But   at    present    the 
revenues  from  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
amount    to    £50,000   per  annum,  and 
therefore  Her  Majesty's  free  personal 
revenue  amounts  now  to  £1 10,000.  That 
is  not  all.     Her  Majesty  has  received 
during    her  reign    from     unexpended 
balances     £824,000    of   Classes    2-3, 
which    is     at    the     rate     of     £16,000 
per    annum,    and     we    may     presume 
that  this  is  still  being  paid  over  to  the 
Privy  Purse.      All  this— what  shall  I 
call  it  ? — pin  money,  received  from  the 
Privy  Purse,  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster, 
and  the  unexpended  balances,  amounts 
to  £126,000  per  annum.   But  that  is  not 
all.    It  is  admitted,  I  think,  that  there 
have  been  considerable  savings,  and  we 
may  reasonably  suppose  a  considerable 
amount  is  invested  in  interest  bearing 

Mr.  Lab9ueh$f$ 


investments.    It  was  snggeated  in  the 
Committee — and  I  may  refer  to  tbia  as 
no  answer  was  given  me  on  the  point  hj 
the  right  hon.  (Gentleman — ^that  in  aU 
probability,  in  addition  to  what  savings 
Her^Majesty  may  now  have^she  has  given 
large  sums  out  of  parental  affection  to 
her  children.    We  are  asked  to  provide 
for  her  gprandchildren,  but  if  her  imildron 
have  received,  in  addition  to  the  Grants 
we  have  made  them,  large  auma  from 
the  savings  of  the  Privy  Porse,  we  shall 
be   paying  twice  ov^.      The  present 
position  of  Her  Majesty  is  this.     She 
receives,  as  I  have  said,  for  her  Privy 
expenditure  this  £126,000,  besides  in- 
terest on  any  existing  savings;    it  is 
admitted  that  she  does  not  expend  the 
amount  of  the  income  of  her  Pnvy  Parse 
and  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  and  she  has 
an  income  which  amounts  in  excess  of  her 
requirements.    Besides,   she  has  large 
invested  properties,  owing  to  the  fact 
that  the  amounts  placed  at  her  disposal 
bj  the  House  have  been  in  exeess  of  her 
requirements  in  previous  years,  and  she 
is  the  possessor  of  Balmoral,  Osborne, 
and  Claremont,  which  are  exceedingly 
valuable  estates,  and  which  might  on 
her  demise   be    sold    for  the  benefit 
of    her    children,    or    grandchildren. 
We  also  know  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
she  does  live  in  comparative  retirement. 
I  am  not  complaining  of  it.    We  also 
are  aware  that  all  the  children  of  Her 
Majesty  have  been  amply  provided  for, 
and  that  therefore  there  is  no  necessity 
of  saving  for  them.     From  the  iaots^ 
therefore,  before  us,  and  without  prying 
into  this  and  that  private  expenditure  of 
Her  Majesty,  I  assert  that  no  necessity 
has  been  made  out  for  an  additional 
grant  of  annuities  to    Her  Majesty^s 
grandchildren.      It   is   admitted   thai 
the  income  voted  by  Parliament  to  Her 
Majesty,  together  with  what  shederiyee 
from  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  aotoally 
and    positively    leaves    a    handsome 
margin,  out  of  which  the  grandehildrea 
might  be  provided  for.     Where  is  the 
money  Her  Majestjr  has  put  by  to  go 
to  ?    Of  course  it  will  go  to  her  gnuM* 
children  in  the  natural  course  of  tiiiiig% 
and  it  will  go  to  them  in  excess  of  any 
amounts  which  they  may  derive  from 
their  parents,  owing  to  the  handsome 
annuities  we  have  given  them,  whibh 
enable  the  parents  either  to  acoomnlate 
savings,  or  to  make  provision  for  tlieif 
children  by  insuring  their  Iives«      But 
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Ministers,  I  gather,  hold  that  it  is  not 
necessary  to  proye  necessity ;  that  there 
exists  an    obligation.    How   do   they 
prove  it  ?    Does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man show  us  a  specific  contract  ?    No. 
Where  is  the  bona  ?    It  is  non-existent. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  proves  the 
obligation    in    an    indirect     fashion. 
He    says    there    were   precedents    in 
the    reign    of    George    III.    for    the 
grandchildren     being     provided     for, 
and    also  one  precedent  of  the  grand- 
children   of    George    III.  being    pro- 
vided for  in    the    present    reign,  and 
that  no  notice  has  been  given  by  resolu- 
tion or  by  the  Minister  of  the  Crown  to 
Her   Majesty    that    those    precedents 
would  not  be  maintained.     How  could 
such  a  resolution  be  given  ?    We  are  a 
practical  body  of  men,  and  we  know 
something    of    what    takes    place   in 
this  House.    Can  anybody  imagine  a 
Minister  coming  down  to  the  House 
and    of   his    own    free    motion    pro- 
posing   such    a    resolution  ?     If    any 
Minister    had    proposed    making    any 
declaration  on  the  subject  when  there 
was  no  occasion  for  it,  would  not  his 
colleagues  have  told  him  to  leave  the 
matter    alone?     No    Minister  of  the 
Crown  in  his  senses  would    think    of 
courting  discussion  on  the  Civil  List  by 
any   abstract    resolution  of  the  kind. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  read  several 
passages  from  the  speeches  of  Ministers 
when    proposing    Boyal    Grants,    but 
I  could  see  no  specific  declaration  in 
them  that   the  grandchildren  of  Her 
Majesty    were    to    be    provided    for. 
Though  it  is  true  that  there  has  been 
no  specific  declaration  that  grandchil- 
dren shall  not  be  provided  for,  there 
has,  on  the  other  hand,  been  no  declara- 
tion in    the    present    reig^  that  they 
shall,  and  in  the  speeches  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  who  has  proposed  more  Hoyal 
Grants  than  any  other  Minister,  there 
is  no  trace    of  any  direct  or  indirect 
declaration    that    in  any  way  it  was 
intended    to     give     a    grant    to    the 
children    of    Her    Majesty's  children. 
But  if  the  thing  is  to  be  determined  by 
precedent,  then  we  must  take  the  pre- 
cedents of  the  reigns  of  the  four  Georges. 
All  these  Monarchs  outran  the  constable, 
and  asked  Parliament  to  pay  their  debts. 
Parliament  invariably  did  so,  and  if  the 
precedents  hold  good  in  regard  to  Her 
Majesty's    grandchildren,  they  should 


also  be  followed  in  case  of  debts.    If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  came  down  to 
the  House  and  said  Her  Majesty  had 
incurred  a  vast  number  of  debts,  we 
should,  on  this  doctrine  of  precedent,  be 
bound  to  pay  them,  because  there  were 
precedents  that  we  had  paid  the  debts  of 
former  Sovereigns,  and  ner  Majesty  has 
not  been  fixed  with  notice  that  such 
precedent  would  not  be  followed  in  her 
own  case.    If  it  be  said  that  Her  Majesty 
is  not  obliged  to  save  for  her  family  be- 
cause she  was  not  fixed  with  notice  to 
do  so,  the  practical  answer  is  that  Her 
Majesty  has  saved,  that  Her  Majesty 
has  recognised  her  obligation  as  head 
of  the  family  and  has  acted  upon  it. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
used  the  extraordinary  argument  that  it 
would  be  ungracious  to  refuse  what  is 
asked,  because  Her  Majesty  has  waived 
her  claim  to  any  provision  for  the  chil- 
dren of  her  younger  children ;  but  Her 
Majesty  did  not  at  first  do  this.    Her 
Majesty  at  first  asked  for  provision  to  be 
made  for  the  children  of  the  sons,  un- 
dertaking that,  if  the  State  did  make 
that  provision,   she  would   take  upon 
herself  the  provision  for  the  children 
of  her  daughters.    Be  there  a  claim  or 
not,  I  maintain  that   no  claim  ought 
to    be   made  for  any  of   her  grand- 
children,   because  there    are    in    ex- 
istence   the    means    of   providing    for 
them,   and  if   further  means  were  to 
be  provided,  the  country  would  be  pay- 
ing twice  over.     But  I  go  further,  and 
affirm  that  the  extreme  limit  of  our 
obligation  is  to  provide  for  the  children 
of  the  Sovereign  ;  and  a  little  reflection 
will  show  the  necessity  for  such  a  limit. 
George  III.  had  1 3  children,  and  if  each 
of  his  children   had  had   as  many,   it 
is    an    interesting    little    sum    to    as- 
certain the  number  of  descendants  that 
would  have  to   be  provided  for  now. 
I  am  told  that  in  Persia  the  number  of 
relatives  of  the  Shah  of  Persia  provided 
for  by  the  State   amounts  to   40,000, 
notwithstanding  the  pepuliar  means  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Monarch  to  prevent 
his  family  increasing  too  much.     There 
must  be  some  limit,  and  I  contend  for  the 
line  of  limit  being  drawn  at  the  children 
of  the  Sovereign.     For  myself  I  would 
not  vote  in  favour  of  even  the  younger 
children  of  the  Sovereign  being  provided 
for,  and  I  have  opposed  two  or  three 
Grants   made    by  former    Parliaments 
to  younger  children  of  the  Sovereign, 
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to    whom    we     have    paid    in    bard 
cash     something    like    £180,000,     in 
addition  to  annuities.   As  to  the  children 
of  the  Heir  to  the  Throne,  while  I  con- 
tend that  the  Sovereign  and  head  of  the 
Family  has  sufficient  means  to  provide 
for  them,  I  further  contend  that  the 
Prince  and  Princess  of  Wales  can  pro- 
vide for  them.    The  Prince  and  Princess 
of  Wales  have  £50,000  a  year  charged 
on  the    Consolidated  Fund.    In   1S63 
the  Bevenues  of  the  Duchy  of  Cornwall 
amounted  to  £46,000  a  year,  they  now 
amount  to  £61,900;    and  from  these 
two  sources,  therefore,  the  income  of 
the  Prince  and  Princess  is  £112,000. 
Besides  this  the  Prince  receives  £1,500 
from  a  sinecure  as  the  colonel  of  some 
regiment.    When  the  Prince  came  of 
age  he  had  about  £600,000  of  accumu- 
lations   from     the    Eevenues    of   the 
Duchy  of  Cornwall.    It  is  true  Sand- 
riugbam  was  bought  out  of  this  money ; 
but  I  do  not  suppose  it  was  all  absorbed. 
Besides  that  there  are  a  great  number 
of  palaces  spread  all  over  the  country 
and    maintamed    by  the  nation ;   and 
any  of  these  not  actually  occupied  by 
Her  Majesty  would  have  been  at  the 
disposal    of     the    Prince    of     Wales. 
Therefore  the  country  ought  not  to  be 
called  upon  to  pay  additional  money 
because  the  Prince    and    his  advisers 
chose  to  buy  an  estate  in  Norfolk.  Some 
people  talk  in  a  grand  sort  of  way  about 
money.     I  have  never  had  the  spending 
of  £110,000,  but  I  should  think  that  a 
good  deal  of  spending  was  to  be  got  out 
of  it.  I  should  say  that  with  that  income 
the  Prince  of  Wales  could  maintain  the 
state  and  dignity  of  a  great  nobleman 
and  at  the  same  time  provide  for  his 
children.     Bemember  he  has  a  town 
house  kept  up  for  him,  and  he  pays  no 
rent  for  his  country  house.   The  co'untry 
would  be  astonished  if  the  children  of 
a  nobleman  went   about  saying  their 
father  had  only  £110,000  a  year  and 
consequently  could  not  affoid  to  give 
them    any  money.      It  is   urged  that 
the  Prince  of  Wales  fulfils  many  func- 
tions that  would  ordinarily  be  discharged 
by  the  Sovereign ;  but  that  is  a  family 
arrangement,   and  only  affects  the  dis- 
tribution of  existing  funds,  the  Civil  List 
having  been  based  on  the  assumption 
that  these  functions  would  be  discharged 
by  Her  Majesty.    It  must  be  remem- 
bered that  the  Bevenues  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  have  increased  £38,000  a 
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year,  and  Lord  Melbourne  must  have 
contemplated  that  inorease  as  a  proviiipa 
for  contingencies  when  the  Civil  List 
was  fixed.    The  revenues  of  the  Duohy 
of    Cornwall    have    also  inoreased   by 
£15,000  a  year  since  the  income    of 
the  Prince  and  Princess  of  Wales  was 
fixed    at  £50,000.      Lord   Palmerstom 
estimated  the  revenues  of  the  Duohy 
of  Cornwall  at  £60,000,  although  up 
to  then  they  had  not  aveiaged  £40,000. 
His  doing  so  was  equivalent  to  sayinff 
that   the  children  of  the   Prince  and 
Princess  were  to  be  provided  for  out  of 
them.     The  Besolution  I  submit  goes 
beyond     mere    refusal,    which   might 
be  ungracious,  for  it  indicates  sources 
from   which  money  may  be  obtained, 
should  there  be  any  neoessiiy,  which 
assert    there    is    not,    for    additional 
sums  to  be  provided.    The  Committee 
of    1837  reported    upon    the    salaries 
which   had   been  paid    to  officers    of 
State    during    the    reign  of    William 
IV.,   and  certain  changes  and   reduc- 
tions were  made.    Now,   without  the 
passing  of  a  Bill,   further  reductions 
could  be  made  if  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty  to  make  them  provoked  no  pro- 
test from  the  House  of  Oommon&    In 
Class    II.    there    are    a    number    of 
salaries    that    might   be  saved;    they 
are  paid    mainly    to     noblemen  wno 
are   *' removables."    We  can  imagine 
the  number    of    letters   received    by 
a    Prime    Minister    on  his    accession 
to     office     from    needy  and    greedy 
noblemen    asking    for    one    or   other 
of  these  salaries.    These  salaries  axe 
thrown    amongst     the    Peers    like    a 
fox  among  a  pack  of  hounds;    they 
scramble    for    them,    and    pract&oaUj 
do  nothing  for  them.    They  are,  I  ben- 
lieve,     in    addition    to    the    sslarieBi 
allowed    to    have    a    Boyal  carriage, 
with  men  in  red  standing  at  their  back. 
I  have  not  the  slightest  objection  to  that» 
so  long  as  we  are  not  called  upon  to  pay 
more  money  for  Her  Majesty's  childxen, 
because  she  has  to  pay  these  noblemea 
salaries,  riding  about  in  a  carriage  with 
a  man  in  red  livery  on  the  box.    Let 
us  look  at  the  list.     The  Lord  Cham- 
berlain has  £2,000,  the  Lord  Steward 
£'i,000,     the    Master    of    the    Horsa 
£2,500— why    should    there    be    this 
difference? — and    the    Master   of    the 
Buckhounds  £1,700 ;  while  eight  Lovds- 
in-Waiting  divide  £5,616.  These  Loida- 
in  -  Waiting     are     not     wanted      at 
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Balmoral  <  r  Osborne,    and   only   one 
or    two    of    them    are    required    to 
attend  when  the  Queen  is  at  Windsor. 
The  House,  t'nrefore,  oan  realise  how 
exceedingly  litfcle  the  Queen  gets  out  of 
this    £5,616.    Then  there     are    eight 
Orooms-in-Waiting— I    do    not    know 
what  they  do — at  £2,685,  and   besides 
these,    there    are    four    Equerries    at 
£3,000  per  annum. '  Altogether  these 
sums  made  up  a  total  of  £  1 9, 50 1 .    Now 
I  would  sweep  all  this  away.     In  the 
times  of  the  Qerman  Empire  there  were 
electors  of  the  Empire  who  fulfilled  these 
sort  <yf  functions.     They  were  not  paid, 
bnt  they  were  proud  of  being  Ohamber- 
lains  and  OupbearerSy  and  I  am  sure 
that,  such  is  the  loyalty  of  the  nobility 
to  the  Sovereign,  many  of  our  noble- 
men   would    be    proud     to    fill,    and 
would    glory    in   filling,   these    offices 
without  salary.    But   if  there  is  any 
difficulty  in  getting  noblemen,  we  could 
easily    get   gentlemen   who   would-  be 
willing  to  do   iU     For  instance,  there 
is  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Mem*^ 
ber  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  ^Oham* 
berlain)      That   right    houv    Member 
has  told  us  that  he  has  joined' thei •gen- 
tlemen of  England,  and  if  «o  nobleman 
can  be  found  to   fulfil  these  functions 
gratis,  this  new  recruit  to  the  gentle- 
man of  England  would,  no   doubt,  be 
perfectly  willing  to  don  the  livery  and 
fulfil  the  duties  attached  to  it      I  will 
now  take  other  illustrations  from  Class  2. 
There    is     a    Gentleman-at^Arms    at 
£1,200  per  annum.     Heis  not  a  soldier, 
but  a  nobleman  and  -  ao.  amateur  f  he 
commands  the  Qentlemen<»at^ Asms,  who 
only  go  out  on  official  oooasions,  and 
who  receive  £5, 139.    As  if  thai  were  not 
enough,   the  Yeomen^  received  £7,100 
per  annum.     In   additipn   to   this,  we 
have  a  pack  of  hounds,    kept  ta.run 
after     a    tame    stag,  ^  costing    about 
£15,000  per  annumy  and  a  nobleman 
receives  £1,700  pel^a■pum   for  being 
the     master    of    thesa-  dogs.      Look- 
ing    down     the   .list  i  1     also     find 
the  Ranger  of  Winds<^  Castle    £500, 
and  the  Governor  of  .Windsor   Castle 
£1,293  per  annum.   .And  who  are  the 
occupants  of  these  finecures  ?    They  are 
two  German   JPrjnoelets.     I  have  also 
suggested  in  n^.  Amendment  that  further 
retrenchment .  might   be  made  without 
inconveniencing  the   Sovereign.      The 
basis    of     the    present    estimate    of 
expenditure  is^  theui^xpenditure  under 


King     William    17.,     and    we    have? 
in    one  of  the  appendices  the  amount 
of     the     household     bills    of     Kinit 
William    lY.     during    his    six  years' 
reign.      During    those  six  years  Mve- 
ries  cost  £36,799;  carriages,  £20,508; 
horses,  £26,000;  hunt  bills,  £27,273; 
'sundry  and    other  expenses,  £26,000. 
.Obviously,    there   must   have  been    a 
good     deal    of    waste.     Anyhow,    it 
IS  clear  that  all  this  is  not  necessary^: 
1  also  find  in  the  Lord  Steward's  de-' 
partment,       butter,      bacon,      cheesey 
and       eggs       are      put     down      at 
£26,000 ;    milk  and    cream,    £8,875  ; 
poultry,^  £18,158;    fruit    and   confec* 
tionery,  £8,693  ;    washing  table  linen, 
£17,400;    fish,    £9,496.       [MinisUrtal 
eri$9  of  *^  Oh,    oh."]       Hon.  Members 
opposite  seem  to  imply  that  that  has 
nothing    to    do    with    the    question. 
p'  Hear,  hear."]    I  am  not  prying  into 
Her  Majesty's  private  affairs,  but  1  have 
put  down  an  Amendment  which  lam  sul> 
mitting  to  the  House,  to  the  effect  that 
retrenchments  may  be  made  that  will 
cover    any  additional  charges    falling 
upon  Her  Majesty.     I  must  ask  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  not  to  come  here 
with  all  that  abundant  ignorance  which 
they  show  on  these  questions.    These 
matters  were  not  placed  before  the  pre- 
sent Select  Committee,  but  a  Committee 
in   1837   reported  on  these  facts,   and 
these  facts  were  given  in  their  Report. 
There  is  no  prying  in  the  matter — they 
are  open  to  all  who  like  to  read  them. 
The  next  items  are — liqueurs,  £9,583  ; 
ale    and    beer,    £14,623;    and    wine, 
£35,888.    I  merely  quote  these  things 
to  show  what  was  the  basis  of  the  Civil 
list,  and  I  say  there  must  be  enormous 
waste  if  these  articles  at  present  cost  so 
much  money.      Their  cost   has    gone 
down  since  1837  hj  tO  per  cent.     The 
right    hon.     Member    for    the    Slea- 
ford    Division     (Mr.     Chaplin)     will 
bear  me  out  when  I  say  that,  owing  to 
the  appreciation    of  gold,  a  sovereign 
now  goes  one-and-a-half  times  as  far  as 
it  used  to  go.     Lord  Brougham,  in  his 
protest  which  was  placed  on  the  minutes 
of  the  House  of  Lords  when  the  Civil 
List  was   passed,   said   that  the  Civil 
List  was  framed  on  a  fallacious  assump- 
tion that  the  habits  of  society  would  re- 
main fixed  and  unchanged.     I  contend , 
that  the  habits  and  opinions  of  society 
have  changed.  Education  has  increaseo, 
and  in.  proportion    as   education  does 
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mjr  iil«i«st  in  the  proce«diaga  of  the  [  and  he  toA  I  ehall  b*  alooa  loge&ar 
Osamittee  entiraly  psaeed  Awmy.     The  '  ^ImykUr]  ;  he  and  I  vUl    tend  on  the 


pUtronn  togeiner—  _ 

*ge,   larger   ezpaxi^Ma^    aad    jmAmHj 

greater    abilitj — ai  ' 


then  we  will  t^e  a  Totav  ud  h«  viU 
find  what  Stockport  thinki.  IwOltallthe 
Honee  rery  briefly  how  it  eoBiaa  Hut  piT^ 
aons  like  mjeel^  and  ponoBB  who  think 
with  me,  feel  meh  an  iatenas  oTtjaatioB, 
I  had  almoet  said  hatnd,  to  «a  eztanaon 
of  these  Bojal  Oraata.  Bat  vill  JOB 
allow  me,  fint  of  all,  to  dear  out  of  tha 
waj  one  or  two  ■— p"*"*M™i  ~*~'^~''^j 
made  »giiatit  at  in  tfci«  put  of  tlw 
Honse*    The    right    *  "      ■* 


of  Us 


OMdonon  was  arrived  at  that    there 

Aimld  be  a  Grant,  and  we  who  hold 

that  there  ahould  be  no  Grant  naturally 

oMaed  to  take  intei«Et  in  the  proeeedinn 

«f    the     Cummittee.      We    are     well 

aware  the  Commiitee  haa  reported  in 

fnoar    of    a    Qrant.      We    are    well 

awara    that    this    Honea  ia   gmng    to 

■wiatar  the   deeiaton  ot  the  Committee 

rjroHfanW    rlerrt".      Tea.    bat    from 

the  Houaa  of  Lords'  we  ventnre  to  appeal 

to  tha  ciunlrr  at  lai^.  being  penectlT 

OTn  that  the  opinion  of  the  pablic — \ 

At  not  epeak  of  the  workmen  meielr. 

nordol  Bpeakof  thefa»hionablepeopie  ^  _  _ 

«<  the  Weet  End.  hut  of  the  great  inter-  !  referred   to  lojal^  and  Mad   he  hoped 

Mediate  bodj  of  the  people,  the  shop- ;  the  Hcnie    woold    ahow    itsoU    kjal. 

fcwyie.   the  hard    working  men    who  '  Doea  fae   Tealtr    betiavo    that   hannMao 

tail  at  deak*.  the  mtrv-bania.  the  middle    Kemben  of  tlua  Hone  ol^aet  to  thoM 

tlawM  of  the   contitrr:    all  rJaawa  of    Graam.    ther    ar*.  theirfoaei^   diakTal? 

aeber  and    de>r«Dt   people— will  oppoee  '  A.  Ulnifier  or  a  Menbw  of  FhxliBinont 

any     additii>n    to    the    Boral    Graata.    or  an  ordinarj  peiau«  who  nonkn  As 

I  will  make  a  cosfeeaii^n  to  hon.  G«n>  '  onih  :o    the    Eing  ia  paohulj  aaA 

tlesao  eppoeil*.    Oceofihem  saidtome    more  faithfol  and  kwal  n  m  '  * 

yeatwdaj.  -How  ttraep*  it  Utha:  iva   co3rr«t«wi::ii&g:o  Cawmaad 

Aa«ld   have  »>  mwh  objer^on  to*  m    IHsiit^r  reair  to  eanr  owt 

MBtll  a  Batter :  n:c  majt  afeiii  U:ai  :o  .  beheeSt.     I   tar-?  heard  Bow 

nMlioB  like  this.  £:<.i.W  or  £?f.i.XXi'ise=u.-'=«ii.     We!!.    Bipa1£eBM  Am 

a    year    ont     v-f     aa     expeodim*    of    are.   asd   :a  ihia  Ho«n,  too ;  I  am  not 

<M.OOO.iX)0  or  £90.i\V.iXXi  15  a  uaall    Rre  ifcai  ihere  are  not  ITrnoMaoaa  an 

■atm."IadMitfraEUT::i*anextmi<xT    that  Be=;h.     B«p«blican9  t^raHO  i» 

■aall matter  i&itael!.     I  ^are  w<m  how  -  ihe  K^car  eoi  a  fti 

in  thit  Ho<ue  we  hare  vvtvd  awar  mx.    bKieve  that  Bi 

aad  ten.  and  :w«&rr  ziilliosa  Ktri-cf.  ;  h-.-id   thetr  ^-rci 

■ad  niLlhn  h«**  aor  ia  the  cv^sstrr  has    Me«*  asd  reaK«  7     T 

awch  no(ke  beee  lakcc  of  tie  naner     tker*  are  :»«  ia  &~s 

■enry  s*w  and  th«o  we  see  in^^^ais    th«t    a    KepsKx    it  necaaMrily    Mod 

wAath  ma:  a  ciUicn  •toriixg  i.'wi.  Kise    b«i.-axfw  :i  i*  a  BefvUir,  or  ^^  m  wm> 

thiak  thivi:^  th<  iacwspeeesc*  ^i  a.>CBe    an;±T  mx».'<(  b*  B.edie  fer  all  paagliBnl 

•fthepeopilV  fi:=.-w=«ti  and  *«rr  litue    parp.'«»»— swfxZ    and   adnaaMoawi — 

ieaaii  cf  tie  =«n«.  a»d  jee  I  aattn.    pr.'nded    :»      a>«faa    niw    nhjfiihndf 

and  I  thixk  V.-c   Gf^iSeertn  -m-A  in!  :t '  R^fab^Mna  stay   kwiadi'    kM   t^ir 

to  be  tl*  MM.  :ras  -rw  :he  «.-iKy  a:    <\^«>.-<^>ba    »»  kH  hold  Am^  mhum 

iHge  th«v*  :«  ax  :x:ex*e  JM^ix;;  ag^ainM    aa    axxwrn     axi     mil  aidwad    SMl 

tm  «e«pain»«iT  ^tiiz;  a  axMOi*.  a*    witk      M.-naic&ioal     faiiiioijaM.     ^m 

thie   i-i-KXC   a    Tw.      ~Mr.  i^rrxtT    tivaiiM.    <v«.  as*!   p»M«bh-  UM^hil 

OiMS      N.->  '     As  V.NE    aKx>«r  aiTV    >>f  3Lak-.x^  a   -^--i-ip  w9^  WM«r   h* 

-S#r*  a*i  ;  i."  ».5  k»?w  wV." ::  »^  ♦r   >-vo):T<#aMMc    *■«  m-    nor 

what  «a«icr-£Kor  ^«  wfMfWE^y^Vxt  1    tha:    va*     ntwve:      a^ 

(hnt'w^y  k:it  T.-  ^.-  A.-WX  t."  i»  -va-    ti^-«fi    I   ^4^■«;i    »cvw   h 

tdmnmrr.  aai  I  w.."  f.-  wi.i  iiawaar    s?   a«v»  aay  NttvMKa»  I   ^ 

MWbraLMciif   "  .v*«  A--;fte.vki««"'_'.    — -• '  ^'—  '-  ^  j --, ,*  rin.lwh 

Twk  «!'  ^^.-vkTvrt  ;t  ai:  p^-M  1  as   mx.  l-yal »  dw  law  an>j  aa  1^ 

■witMf  if  f''     I  .-^^Im^*  lis  %-  <.-all    .-<{  t^  S^at*  wh.<-] 

a  iwS>r  it**r-.i^  -X  Sr.vJ^"M  «W»  aU    I  w- 

d»  tora  .-«z  $^'     "X.'a  a  skIm  »*m->    w^:^ 

ia^*"— I'.   ».■«  a"  ^xSkM  bmct^.  V«    w 

m  t^v.  xt«^:  T^  ax^£  I  wJi  (W-  thtc*.         r* 
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to  do  80  because  I  ain  disloyal.  Then 
it  has  been  charged  against  somd  of  us 
that  we  common  persons  object  to  this 
Royal  arrangement,  because  we  are  full 
of  envy  at  the  Boyal  Family  occupying 
the  position  they  do.  An  imputation 
like  that  is  rather  worthy  of  an  insane 
asylum  than  of  the  House  of  Ck)mmons. 
Why  should  men  be  envious  of  Boyal 

Sereons  ?  We  feel  that,  apart  from  all 
istinctions  of  rank,  *'  A  man's  a  man  for 
a'  that."  We  think  that  an  English 
gentleman  is  the  equal  of  ail  the  Kings 
and  Lords  in  the  world ;  we  think,  also, 
that  there  is  no  particular  objection  to 
these  relics  of  the  past  remaining 
a  little  longer  on  the  earth  if  it  is 
convenient  to  the  majority.  We 
recoffnise  their  position,  but  we 
think  that  above  rank  is  character  and 
manhood.  Then  it  has  been  said  that 
this  opposition  of  ours  is,  in  some  de- 
gree, mean  and  shabby.  Holding  the 
views  I  do,  I  for  one  hold  that  kingly 
state,  where  it  exists,  should  be  main- 
tained with  suitable  dignity,  and  even 
splendour.  When  a  King  was  King 
in  ancient  days,  bravest  in  war  and 
wisest  in  peace,  he  was  accounted  first 
amongst  his  people,  and  that  he  should 
then  nave  the  best  things  his  people 
could  give  him  was  well  and  proper. 
Now,  a  King  is  merely  a  Constitutional 
symbol;  but  even  a  Constitutional 
symbol  should  be  properly  decked ; 
and  therefore  I  have  never  been 
unwilling  that  as  long  as  it  pleases 
the  English  people  to  have  a  Head 
of  the  State  who  is  Royal,  so  long 
should  they  give  to  that  Royal  person  a 
competent,  dtK*ent,  and  honourable  sup- 
port. It  is  not,  therefore,  shabbiness 
which  leads  us  to  object  to  this  proposed 
Grant,  but  our  allegation  is  that  already 
there  is  sufficient  granted  by  the  State 
for  the  purpose.  Lord  Brougham,  in 
discussing  the  proposal  for  a  similar 
Orant  in  1837,  said— 

''It  i»  absolutely  necesauy  to  know  how 
much  the  Sovereign  has  independently  of  oar 
gift.  The  measure  of  our  gift  is  to  be  the  necosti- 
tiee  of  the  Crown.  'I  he  question  being  how 
much  should  be  added  to  the  Royal  income, 
in  order  to  make  the  sum  total  as  much  as  is 
required,  we  are  desired  to  answer  that 
question  without  being  told  what  the  income 
is  which  is  to  be  increased." 

Lord  Broughamhereputsthe  ease  thus — 
that  before  von  give  more  to  the  Crown 
Parliameat  had  a  right  to  ask  what  was 
the  preseQl  r^vt&ne  of  the  Grown.    We 


have  asked  that  same  question  this 
afternoon.  The  Report  of  the  Committee 
and  the  Appendix  presented  to  us,  in- 
teresting as  it  is,  is  most  misleading  io 
some  particulars.  It  purports  to  set  out 
for  the  benefit  of  the  House  and  the 
country  the  savings  of  Her  Majesty. 
But  when  challenged  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Border  Burghs,  although  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  £824,000 
had  been  saved  from  the  Civil  Lisf^  he 
added  that  that  sum  did  not  represent 
all  the  savings  of  Her  Majesty,  but  that 
Her  Majesty  had  ether  and  very  con- 
siderable savings. 

«Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  did  not  say 
anything  of  the  sort.  I  said  that  I  de- 
clined to  say  whether  the  savings  made 
over  to  the  Privy  Purse  were  either 
more  or  less  than  the  sum  mentioned. 

*Mr.  STQHEY  :  I  will  take  the  answer 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  deal 
with  it  from  my  own  point  of  view. 
But  putting  these  savings  at  £824,000, 
are  they  Her  Majesty's  or  are  they  ours  t 
I  think  myself  that  if  it  had  been  known 
every  time  that  an  application  was  made 
by  Her  Majesty  for  the  support  of  her 
children  that  year  by  year  she  had  re- 
ceived and  accumulated  savings  from 
the  Civil  List^  that  would  have  been 
considered  an  important  element  in  the 
matter.  But  owing  to  the  way  in  which 
the  Civil  List  account  has  been  treated. 
not  presented  to  the  House  of  Commons 
or  audited  to  show  the  balance,  as  other 
accounts  are,  the  House  of  Commons 
has  not  until  now  learnt  that  large 
sums  have  been  annually  saved.  I  ask, 
then,  the  country  and  the  House  to  con- 
sider whether  these  savings  are  the 
Queen's  or  ours?  And  I  put  the  ques- 
tion for  this  reason:  I  have  heard  of 
the  compact  between  the  Crown  and 
country  as  to  the  Civil  List,  and  I  have 
taken  the  trouble  to  read  the  Act  of 
Parliament,  which  orders  that  £385,000 
should  be  paid  to  an  account,  under  the 
control  of  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury,  year 
by  year  and  quarter  by  quarter ;  and  as 
sums  are  needed  for  specific  purposes, 
they  are  to  paid  by  them  as  Trustees  of  the 
fund.  They  are  to  pay  quarter  by  quarter 
the  necessary  amount,  and  if  in  any 
single  class  there  has  been  a  deficiency 
and  in  others  a  surplus,  the  surplus 
at  the  end  of  the  year  may  go  to 
make  up  for  the  deficiency.  There  the 
orders  of  the  Act  of  Parliament  stop. 
There  is  no  order,  there  is  no  power 
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people  keenly.  Let  me  give  another 
instance  which  I  came  across  in  Hamp- 
shire the  other  day.  I  was  travelling 
in  the  country  and  I  came  upon  a  man 
who  had  served  the  State  as  a  gunner. 
He  was  engaged  in  firing  a  salute  in 
honour  of  some  Boyal  personage — an 
entirely  useless  and  unnecessary  and 
wasteful  proceeding — when,  owing  to 
some  accident,  he  was  blown  up.  One 
moment  he  was  at  the  gun,  the  next 
moment  he  was  on  the  ground  a  mangled 
and  bleeding  man.  Most  men  would 
have  died,  but  he  had  a  strong  con- 
stitution and  eurvived.  He  came  home. 
He  had  served  his  country  for  1 0  years ; 
he  had  been  of  unimpeachable  charac- 
ter ;  he  had  been  stricken  down  while 
doing  his  duty.  He  had  one  eye  only 
and  no  arms ;  he  was  not  able  to  feed 
himself  or  to  put  on  his  clothes ;  he  is 
attended  by  a  faithful  wife.  What  did 
the  country  give  him?  It  gives  him 
38.  6d.  a  day — 2s.  4d.  a  day  a  pension 
which  was  granted,  and  Is.  dd.  or 
Is.  2d.,  which  was  improperly  taken 
from  Greenwich  Hospital  Funds, 
out  of  money  contributed  by  the 
Mercantile  Marine,  and  given  to  this 
poor  fellow  in  Her  Migesty's  Navy. 
Ss.  6d.  per  day,  and  when  it  wss  repre- 
sented that  at  his  death  his  wife  would 
be  left  without  support,  and  it  was 
suggested  that  continuance  should  be 
made  to  her,  the  reply  to  the  appeal 
was  extreme  regret  that  there  were 
no    funds    at    disposal  for    any    such 

Surpose.  Yes,  Sir ;  for  these  sons  and 
aughters  of  literature,  and  science, 
and  song,  for  veterans  who  suffer  and 
bleed,  are  these  miserable  pittances,  but 
to  the  sons  and  daughters  of  titled 
luxury  there  may  be  applied  the  Gospel 
phrase,  '*  To  them  that  have  shall  be 
ffiven,  and  they  shall  have  abundantly." 
These  enormous  disparities  shock  the 
minds  of  the  common  people  of  this 
country.  They  think  it  nothing  less 
than  shameful,  and  from  my  place  here 
I,  too,  call  it  shameful  and  infamous,  that 
those  who  are  poor  and  needy  should 
be  left  to  perish,  while  we  lavish 
thousands  on  these  titled  persons  un- 
necessarily. Keenly  I  feel  these  things. 
I  have  sat  in  this  House  for  eight  or  nine 
years,  and  have  myself  had  occasion  to 
make  some  trifling  application  for  the 
poor,  and  invariably  I  have  been  met 
oy  some  glib  official,  not  necessarily 
Tory— T017  or  Liberally  it  is  much  the 


same,  for  when  a  Liberal  beoomss 
an  official,  he  is  another  stamp  of 
man — some  glib  official  blandly  tells 
me  that  he  deeply  regrets  there  i% 
no  money  to  be  found  for  the  pur^ 
pose.  Well,  I  ask  the  House^I  do 
not  expect  all  to  agree  with  me^batl 
appeal  to  thoughtful  men  of  the  Badioid 
Party — is  it  not  wrong,  is  it  not  im« 
proper,  that  until  you  have  used  all  meaoi 
to  help  these  poor  and  needv  ones  that 
have  a  claim  upon  us,  you  should  givo 
thousands  and  tens  of  tiiousands  to  per» 
sons  who  already  have  more  than 
enough  ?  These  are  moral  consideratiotti 
that  influence  me  strongly  against  theoo 
payments.  I  have  never  said  one  wordf 
and  do  not  say  one  word,  derogatory  to 
Her  Majesty,  who  in  her  personal 
character  and  Constitutional  aotioa 
is  equal,  if  not  superior,  to  any  of  hsv 
predecessors  in  England.  Bear  wiinoas 
to  the  fact  that  when  Her  Miueste 
stayed  in  seclusion  it  was  not  by  Badioalo 
and  Liberals  that  fault  was  found  with 
her  ;  it  was  in  fashionable  circles  and 
among  the  shopkeepers  who  fatten  on 
the  follies  and  extravagance  of  the  upper 
classes  that  the  propriety  of  Mot 
Majesty's  conduct  was  called  in  queer 
tion.  But  the  great  body  of  the  sobei 
opinion  of  the  country  sympath'o)d  witk 
Her  Majesty's  loss,  and  were  oonteat 
that  she  should  remain  in  retirement* 
We  have  never  said  anything  derogatory 
to  the  Queen  or  the  Prince  of  Wales* 
We  respect  their  position,  and  are  ooBt 
tent  so  loDg  as  the  majority  of  the  people 
desire  to  keep  them  there.  We  do  aot 
bestow  lip  lojralty ;  we  will  not  support 
the  Prince  of  Wales  or  the  Queen 
when  we  think  them  wrong;  we  will 
speak  the  truth  to  them,  and  that 
is  what  we  are  endeavouring  to 
do  this  afternoon.  Frankly,  I  mf 
that,  in  my  judgment,  the  means  At 
the  disposal  of  the  Queen  and  the  Prince 
of  Wales  are  ample,  and  that  no  f  urthes 
demand  can  reasonably  be  made  open 
the  taxpayers  of  this  country.  In  every 
legitimate  way  I  shall  oppose  the  pro* 
posal  of  the  Government,  and  endeavour 
so  to  educate  public  opinion  that  if  the 
Grant  is  obtained  it  will  be  the  last 
Boyal  Grant  that  will  be  asked  from  the 
Parliament  of  England. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh,  Mid 
Lothian) :  My  hon.  Friend  the  senior 
Member  for  Northampton,  who  haa 
moved     the    Amendment^    found    it 
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necessary  for  his  purpose — and  I 
own  it  appeared  to  me  that  the 
nature  of  his  argument  required  it 
^-to  occupy  a  very  considerable  portion 
of  the  time  of  the  House.  My  hon. 
Friend  who  seconded  the  Amendment 
has  also  entered  at  great  length  into  this 
aubject ;  but  I  will  offer  the  House  at 
least  this  consolation — that  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  call  upon  me,  or  that 
there  would  be  any  justification  for  me, 
to  follow  either  of  those  examples.  But 
there  is  one  portion  of  the  speech  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  seconder  of  the  Amend- 
meiit  on  which  I  think  I  ought  to  say  a 
word.  For  a  very  considerable  part  of 
that  speech — the  whole  of  the  latter  part 
-^he  has  been  drawing  a  contrast,  which 
I  should  say  is  highly  ad  invidiam^ 
between  the  miserable  pittances,  or  at 
mil  events  the  very  small  amounts,  which 
are  accorded  to  the  needy  in  humbler 
oiroumstances  and  stations  of  life,  and 
that  expenditure  of  thousands  which  is 
fanuliar,  free,  and  unbounded  in  other 
regions  of  society.  I  shall  never  attempt 
— my  own  firm  convictions  would  pre- 
vent me  from  endeavouring  —  to  in- 
sinuate that  contrasts  of  that  kind  do 
not  raise  the  most  serious  questions.  The 
seconder  of  the  Amendment  says  that  he 
stands  upon  moral  considerations.  These 
are  moral  considerations,  and  moral  con- 
siderations of  a  deep  and  most  important 
character ;  but  in  my  opinion  they  are 
not  so  much  applicable  to  the  question 
tiiat  we  are  discussing  to-day  as  they  are 
to  the  general  state  of  things  in  a  society 
where  enormous  wealth  exists,  where 
luxury  prevails,  where  vast  classes  of 
men,  many  of  those  probably  sitting  in 
this  House,  freely  spend  upon  those 
objects  of  luxury  and  upon  the  real  or 
supposed  necessities  of  their  stations 
those  enormous  sums  which  undoubtedly 
stand  in  the  most  painful  contrast  with 
what  the  State  can  do — I  will  go  further 
and  say  with  what  the  State  ought  to  do 
—  with  respect  to  its  numerous  and 
humble  dependents.  But  is  it  fair  to 
turn  the  whole  strength  of  this  contrast 
upon  the  Royal  Family  ?  The  Boy al 
Family  have  large  incomes — you  may 
say'  they  have  enormous  incomes — and  so 
have  other  men.  The  difference,  the 
broad  difference,  between  the  Itoyal 
Family  and  the  other  men  of  gigantic 
wealth  in  this  country  is  mainly  this — 
that  the  wealth  of  the  Boyal  Family  is 
in  large  measure  associated  with,  and 
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even  tied  down  to, the  discharge  of  public 
duty,  whereas  the  wealthy  men  of  the 
country  are  under  practically  no  respon- 
sibility, except  the  responsibility  to  their 
own  consciences ;  and  I  own  I  think  it  is 
hard,  not  that  these  contrasts  should  be 
drawn  —  in  our  own  minds  and  con* 
sciences  we  cannot  draw  them  too 
much  or  too  stringently  —  but  that 
they  should  be  drawn  for  the  pur« 
pose  of  turning  the  whole  public 
feeling  on  the  subject  against  a  Grant  to 
the  Boyal  Family.  I  have  said  these 
words  because  I  think  in  justice  they 
are  required.  I  do  not  suppose  that 
members  of  Boyal  families  are  patterns 
of  what  I  may  call  Christian  economy  ; 
but  I  want  to  know  how  many  amount 
us  can  pretend  to  offer  such  patterns  to 
the  world  ?  How  many  of  the  wealthy 
are  there  whose  expenditure  would  bear 
the  microscopic  examination  which  we 
are  now  invited  to  apply  exclusively  to 
Boyalty,  whose  incomes  at  least,  as  I 
have  said,  stand  in  some  palpable,  some 
intelligible,  some  permanent  relation  .to 
the  discharge  of  public  duties,  aye,  and 
to  public  expenditure,  less  oonnectidd; 
perhaps,  with  that  which  immediately 
falls  under  the  name  of  moral  duties,  but 
still  expenditure  in  which  the  people  at 
large  feel  a  deep  interest,  the  presence 
of  which  they  view  with  satisfaotionf 
and  the  absence  of  which  they  would 
view  with  regret  ?  My  hon.  Friend  who 
moved  the  Amendment  has  referred,  in 
terms  of  which  I  certainly  have  no 
reason  to  complain,  to  the  aubttantial 
differences  in  the  Party  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  or  rather,  I  may  say,  among 
the  Parties  on  this  side  of  the  Hons^"- 
for  we  are  happy  enough  to  have  three 
of  them — on  this  subject.  I  shall  not 
follow  him  far  into  that  discussion.'  I 
can  only  say  I  do  not  believe  I  riiaU 
excite  any  adverse  comments  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  if  I,  like  him, 
take  a  cheerful  view  of  the  operations  ol 
these  differences  upon  our  politieal 
relations.  We  are  not  so  young  in 
politics,  in  Liberal  politics,  and  we  are 
not  so  entirely  unaware  of  the  freedom 
of  the  action  of  public  or  private  opinion 
which  politics  require,  as  to  be  alarmed 
in  respect  to  our  great  and  broad  pnblie 
principles  and  in  respect  to  the  Iwge 
issues  which  are  at  present  before'the 
country,  because  there  are  undoubt^dlj 
on  this  question  considerable  divergen* 
cies  of  opinion  among  the  Qtembeip'  ol 
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the  Liberal  Party.  I  thank  my  hon. 
Friend  for  what  he  was  good  enough  to 
say  as  to  the  allowance  he  would  make 
for  me  as  standing  in  a  peculiar  posi- 
tion ;  but  at  the  same  time  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  I  do  not  deny  that  there  is  a 
certain  peculiarity  of  position  in  one  who 
has  had  to  gi^e  responsible  judgments 
upon  questions  of  this  class  for  a  period 
of  between  40  and  5U  years,  for 
it  is  46  years  since  as  a  Member 
of  the  Cabinet  I  was  first  a  party 
to  a  demand  upon  Parliament  for  a 
Boyal  Grant.  I  do  not  myself  perceive 
that  there  is  anything  in  the  peculiarity 
of  my  position  which  should  render  my 
conclusion  a  conclusion  fit  to  be  rejected 
by  reasonable  men.  I  certainly  should 
argue  this  question  upon  grounds  which 
appear  to  me  at  least  to  be  broad  and 
general.  It  is  for  the  House  and  the 
public  to  judge,  no  doubt,  whether 
these  grounds  are  sound  or  not.  They 
will  not  require  me  to  enter  largely 
upon  the  time  of  the  House.  I  will  at 
once  direct  myself  to  the  issues  that  are 
fairly  raised   by  my  hon.  Friend.     He 

Jromised  to  avoid  invidious  topics,  and 
may  say  he  has,  upon  the  whole,  in 
the  course  of  his  ingenious  and  able 
statement  been  successful,  because 
every  one  will  admit  that  the  allusion 
to  Ministers  who  might  demand  a  Royal 
Grant  on  this  or  any  future  occasion  as 
brigands  was  entirely  a  just,  a  fair,  and 
a  moderate  use  of  language. 
♦Mb.  LABOUOHERE  :  I  did  not  say 
that.  I  was  referring  to  what  was  said 
by  my  right  hoo.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Newcastle. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Then  I  am 
relieved  of  any  further  responsibility  of 
dealing  with  that  point,  and  I  will  go 
straight  to  the  issues  raised  by  the  Amend- 
ment. They  are  these.  In  the  first 
place,  that  Her  Majesty  and  the  other 
members  of  her  family  are  possessed  of 
a  sufBlciency  of  means  to  avoid  applica- 
tion to  Parliament ;  and,  in  the  second 
place,  that  large  economies  might  take 
place  if  further  funds  are  needed  for 
the  purpose  of  Royal  endowment.  I 
will  first  say  a  few  words  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  economy,  and  I  beg  the  House 
to  bear  in  mind  that  while  it  is  difficult, 
as  I  believe,  for  a  great  nobleman  of 
this  country — I  tsike  a  man  than  whose 
name  none  is  more  honoured,  though  I 
differed  from  him  in  political  opinion,  I 
take  the  late  Duke  of  Buooleuch^it  is  I 


extremely  difficult  for  such  a  man,  espe* 
cially,  as  in  the  case  of  the  late  Duse, 
if  he  gives  much  time  and  care  and 
thought  to  his  public  engagement8| 
to  enforce  in  his  great  establish- 
ments real  economy  and  thrift.  Sir, 
it  is  ten  times  mire  difficult  for  a 
Sovereign.  I  will  go  further,  and  say 
it  is  almost  impossible,  unless  the 
Sovereign  be  strongly  backed  by  the 
action  of  the  Government  and  unlets 
the  Government  be  strongly  backed  by 
the  action  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
I  am  sanguine  enough  to  believe  with 
my  hon.  Friend  that  there  is  great  room 
for  economy.  I,  however,  must  say, 
and  here  I  fall  back  on  the  seconder  of 
the  Motion,  that  I  am  averse  to  all 
economy  which  would  not  only  affect 
the  dignity,  but  which  would  impair  the 
splendour  of  the  Ooart.  In  a  society 
constituted  as  this  society  is,  the  Oourt 
ought  to  be  a  splendid  Oourt ;  and  not 
only  so,  but  I  will  go  further,  and  say 
that  a  Oourt  amply  provided,  but  not 
extravagantly  provided  with  means, 
worked  in  a  genial  spirit,  and  con- 
forming to  a  high  moral  standard,  is 
one  of  the  most  powerful,  one  of  the 
most  inestimable  agencies  which,  in  a 
country  like  this,  you  can  bring  to  bear 
upon  the  tone  of  society,  and  by  meana 
of  which  you  can  raise  the  standard  of 
conduct  from  class  to  class  throughout 
the  kingdom.  I  believe,  with  my  hon. 
Friend,  that  there  is  great  room  for 
economy,  but  the  difference  between  us 
probably  would  be  this — that  I  estimate 
the  difficulty  of  enforcing  that  economy 
as  very  great.  I  do  not  doubt  that  you 
might,  as  my  hon.  Friend  has  pointed 
out,  pick  out  some  salary  here  and  there 
where  reductions  might  be  made.  *  Yoti 
might  be  fortunate  enough  in  particular 
cases — such  as  political,  cases,  for  in- 
stance— to  get  rid  of  the  embarrassing 
considerations  of  vested  interests.  But 
I  own  I  have  very  great  doubts  indeed 
whether  my  hon.  Friend  has  estimated 
aright  the  complicated  nature  of  the 
process  that  would  have  to  be  instituted, 
the  firmness  that  it  would  require,  th^ 
time  that  it  would  demand,  the  strength 
of  influence  and  the  weight  of  authority 
which  must  be  atits  back  in  order  to  make 
it  effectual;  and  lam  by  no  means  certain, 
Sir,  that  a  verysmall,  shallow,  and  partifl 
attempt  at  thrift  in  the  Royal  House- 
hold— I  mean  in  the  form  of  the  public 
relations  of  the  Sovereign  with  rarlia- 
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ment  and  the   couutry — I  am    by   no 
means  certain  that  it  would  be  wtll  to 
attempt  such  small,  partial,  and  shallow 
reforms  in  the  Civil  List  and  in   the 
Boyal  Household,  and  the  whole  of  the 
interests  connected  with  them,  unless  at 
the  very  best  opportunity.     I  have  very 
great  doubts — I  speak  simply  as  a  pri- 
vate individual,  for  it  would  be  most 
presumptuous  for  me  to  speak  for  any- 
body else,  and  most  of  all  even  to  con- 
jecture what  may  be  the  yiews  of  Her 
Majesty — but  I  own  it  dwells  in  my  own 
mind    that   it   is    extremely    doubtful 
whether  there  can  be  that  thorough  re- 
consideration which,  in  the  whole  of  its 
most  complicated  anatomy,  the  question 
of  regal  expenditure  demands,  except  in 
eonnection  with  the  settlement  of  a  new 
Civil  List.     I  own  that  if  it  be  Her 
Majesty's  impression,  of  which  I  have 
no  knowledge    whatever,  that    at    an 
advanced  period  of  life   it  is  doubtful 
whether  it  would  be  wise  or  fit  to  attempt 
to  initiate  a  scheme  of  that  kind,  I  can 
not  ,only  sympathise  with  the  feeling, 
but  I  am  not  at  all  indisposed  to  believe 
that  the  judgment  formed  is  a  sound 
judgment.     Although    I    believe  that 
great  fruits  will  be  reaped  from  a  bold 
and  systematic  prosecution  of  this  sub- 
ject at  the  right  time,  I  am  by  no  means 
clear  that  that  time  has  actually  at  this 
moment  arrived.     So  much  with  regard 
to  that  subject,  but  there  is  what  I  hold 
to  be  the  main  question  raised  by  my 
hon.  Friend.  By  his  Motion  he  considers 
that  there  are  sufficient  means  in  the 
hands  of  Her  Majesty  and  of  the  other 
members  of  her  Family.     I    do    not 
quite  know  what  interpretation  I  am  to 

five  to  the  phrase  **  other  members  of 
er  Family.''  The  only  one  who  I  sup- 
pose can  possibly  be  in  the  view  of  my 
hon.  Friend  besides  the  Prince  of  Wales 
istheDuke  of  Edinburgh.  But  it  is  quite 
evident  that  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh  does 
not  enter  into  this  question  at  all,  for  it 
will  be  seen  from  the  earlier  form  of  the 
intentions  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment 
that  no  claim  can  at  any  time  be  made 
on  his  part  upon  the  public  in  reference 
to  a  Boyal  marriage.  Consequently,  I 
shall  assume  that  the  persons  indicated 
here  by  my  hon.  Friend  are  Her  Majesty 
and  the  Prince  of  Wales.  Now,  let  us 
consider  the  case  of  Her  Majesty  and  of 
the  Prince  of  Wales.  My  hon.  Friend 
who  has  seconded  this  Motion  has  shown 
himself  to  be  possessed  of  a  lively  imagi- 
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nation.  He  deals  in  millions,  of  the 
existence  of  which,  in  an  available  or  a 
profitable  form,  I  believe  no  other  human 
being  is  cognizant.  Further,  he  has 
shown  to  his  own  satisfaction  that  the 
private  income,  or  what  he  calls  the  pin* 
money  of  Her  Majesty,  amounts  to  the 
sum  of  a  quarter  of  a  million  a  year. 

«Mb.  STOBEY  :  I  did  not  say  that  at 
all.  I  said  that  this  sum  was  £60,000 
a  year,  and  that  she  had  in  addition, 
apart  from  what  poor  people  would  call 
house  money,  other  accumulated  sums 
and  interest  from  the  Duchy,  which 
make  altogether  the  sum  oi  a  quarter 
of  a  million  a  year. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  think  my  hon. 
Friend  spoke  of    what  he  termed  the 
clear  net  income  of  Her  Majesty,  after 
all  purposes  which  are  commonly  oouk^ 
prised  in  necessary  expenditure,  siu^l 
as  dwellings,  servants,  and  provisioni^ 
have  been  amply  provided  for,  and  that 
sum  he  conceives  to  amount  to  a  quarter 
of  a  million  per  annum.    Now,  Sir,  mj 
estimate  of  this  rather  important  queer 
tion  is  that  if  he  had  said  half  that 
amount  he  would  have  been  very  maeh 
nearer  indeed  to  the  mark,  and  I  am 
sorry  that  a  phrase  like  that  of  pia* 
money  should  have  been  introduoed^ 
I  do  not  think  my  hon.  Friend  oaa 
have  appreciated    equitably  the  posi* 
tion  of  the  Sovereign  in  such  a  UMl* 
ter.  Takethe  system,  for  instance,  of  pen- 
sions.  I  wiU  venture  to  say  that  there  ie 
no  establishment  in  the  country  in  whish 
the  system  of  pensioning  is  practiaei 
as  it  is  in    the  establishment   of  the 
Sovereign,  and  that  not  altogether  freia 
pure  benevolence  or  choice,  but  from 
necessity  growing  out  of  the  peouliarittee 
of  the  Boyal  position,  which  peoulil* 
rities  you  must  take  into  view  if  you 
want  to  arrive  at  any  sound  oonolttsion* 
I  will  not  enter  now  into  the  details  of 
the  subject,  but  all  I  will  say  is  this 
—that  what  we  may  call  the  free  in? 
come  of  Her  Majesty  is  subject  to  # 
number  of  calls  to   which  you  wonl4 
find  it  difficult    to    discover  anything 
fairly  analagous  in  the  expenditure  Of 
private  persons.      I  am  not   heni  to 
maintain  that  Her  Majesty  has  not  fkoo 
available  means    which    seem   to   be 
destined  by  nature,  by  propriety,  and 
by  Her  Majesty's  ovm  most  graoioas 
considerate  and  prudent  choice  to  ih0 
endowment  of  her  family.    Her  M^eelf 
h^  been  blessed  with  a  very  nnmeKiW 
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posterity.       Under    the    circumstaDces 
that  are  now  before  us  the  proposal  is 
that  of  no  part  of  that  posterity  shall 
we  hear  in  tne  second  generation  except 
the  children   of  the  Prince  of  Wales. 
That  appears  to  me  to  be  a  most  impor- 
tant item  to  take  into  our  view.     I  feel 
no  hesitation  whatever  in  accepting  the 
considerate  offer  of   Her  Majesty.     I 
do  not  agree  with  those  portions  of  the 
Beport  of  the  Committee  which  would 
rather,  I  think,  lead  to  the  inference 
that  there  was  some  duty  incumbent 
upon  Parliament  which  Parliament  was 
unwilling  to  perform.    I  make  no  such 
admission,     in  my  opinion  Parliament 
has  always  in  this  matter    been  very 
liberal  and  loyal,  and,  notwithstanding 
any   little    indications     of     diverging 
opinions,  such  I  heartily  hope  and  beueve 
it  will  still  continue  to  be.     Her  Majesty 
has  been  pleased  to  mention  one  great 
item  which  ought  probably  to  be  called 
the  principal  item — ^the  large  increase 
that  has  taken  place  since  the  opening 
of  the  reign  in  the  revenues  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster.    I  feel  that  nothing  can  be 
more  just  and  legitimate  than  that  Her 
Majesty's     generosity     should,      with 
these     means     in     her      possession, 
offer    to      take      upon      herself     the 
charge     of    her    grandchildren,     and 
nothing  can  be  more  fair  or  more  com- 
patible with  our  duty,  as  well  to  our 
constituencies  as   to  the  Grown,    than 
that  we  should  accept  the  offer.    It  is  a 
very  serious  one.     It  involves  a  very 
large  expenditure.  I  think  the  seconder 
of  the  Amendment  stated  that  the  sum 
of  £300,000  or  £400,000  would  be  an 
ample  sum  for  all  the  Queen's  grand- 
children.   I  must  own  that,   altnough 
£300,000  or    £400,000    may  sound  a 
very  large  sum  of  money,  I  do  not  admit 
that  it  is  an  adequate  sum  to  make  pro- 
vision— respectable,  creditable,  honour- 
able,   and    moderate  provision  for   so 
numerous    a    body    as,     happily,    the 
Queen's  grandchildren  have  now  come 
to  be.     It  is  not  denied  by  those  who 
oppose  the  Amendment  that  Her  Majesty 
has  available  means.    Her  Majesty  has 
made  an  offer.    We  propose  to  act  on 
that  offer,  and  to  give  to  Parliament  an 
exemption  from  the  pOEsibility  of  pro- 
posals for  the  maintenance  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the   various    branches  of    the 
Boyal  Family.     The  acceptance  of  this 
offer  on  our  part  will  impose  upon  Her 
Majesty  a  very  heavy  burden,   greatly 


exceeding    the    sum    which    the    hosu 
Member  has  mentioned,  and  may  pos- 
sibly require  much  prudence,  thrift,  and 
forethought  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty 
to  enable  her  to  bear  it  without  dispar- 
agement to  all  her  other  Boyal  duties. 
Well,  Sir,  that  being  the  case,  I  ask  myself 
again  whether  my  hon.  Friend  really 
has  met  the  case  in  his  contention  that 
the  Prince  of  Wales  ought  to  be  pro* 
vlded    with    funds    to   enable    him  to 
undertake  the  care  of  his  children.    I 
presume  he  would  not  push  that  doc- 
trine so  far  as  to  make  it  embrace  all 
the  liabilities  and  expenses  that  might 
arise  in  the  event  of  the  Prince's  acces- 
sion to  the  Throne.      The  question  it 
whether  for  the  period  while  the  Prince 
of  Wales  remains  Prince  of  Wales,  itia 
fair  or  rational  to  expect  that  he  should 
take  upon  himself  the  maintenance  of  hit 
children  as  they  grow  up,  as  they  de- 
part from  under  his  roof,  as  they  be- 
come the  heads  of  separate  establish- 
ments, or  as  they  enter  into  families 
where,     if    the     families     are     rich, 
still,  being  the  grandchildren    of   the 
Queen    and    daughters    of    the    Heir 
Apparent,  they  ought  not  in  my  judg- 
ment to  enter  absolutely  penniless,  but  if 
they  are  poor  should  have  provided  for 
them  a  moderate  income  by  the  State, 
which  would,  perhaps,  form  a  very  con- 
siderable part  of  their  whole  available 
means.     My  hon.  Friend  says  that  Hie 
revenue  of  the  Duchy  of  Cornwall  was 
only    £46,000    in    1863    and    is    now 
£61,000.   Yes,  Sir ;  but  my  hon.  Friend 
has  been  favoured  by  fortune  in  this 
respect.     It  is  true  it  was  only  £46,000 
in  1863,  but  it  was  £52,000  in  1862, 
and  £50,000  in  the  year  1864.     It  rose 
regularly  and  rapidly  until  it  had  passed 
the  figure  of  £60,000  in  1869,  and  since 
1869   there  are,  I  think,  only  two  ox 
three  exceptional  years  in  which  it  hae 
fallen  below  £60,000.    I  must  point  out 
to  my  hon.  Friend    what   really  took 
place  on  that  occasion.    It  is  my  duty 
to  speak  of  it,  because  at  the  time  Lord 
Palmerston  made  a  proposal  in  Parlia- 
ment I  was  Chancellor  of   the  Exche- 
quer, and  of  course  it  was  my  duty  to 
make    an    estimate    of    the    Prince's 
revenue.    And  what  did  we  do  ?    We 
were,  of  course,  perfectly  aware  that  at 
the  moment  the  revenues  of  the  Duchy 
of  Cornwall  were  under  £60,000.     But 
we  stated   them    at    £60,000.    Why? 
Because  we  were  providing  for  a  period 
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purpose  of  maintaining  his  children  when 
the  day  of  need  arose.  Bat  in  making 
provision  for  them  Parliament  will  be 
asked  to  adopt  the  plan  which 
absolutely  secures  us  during  the 
remainder  of  this  reign  from  any  re- 
newal of  these  very  painful  controyersies. 
I  think  that  a  yery  great  advantage 
gained  for  us  and  for  the  public — I 
will  not  say  for  the  stability  of  the 
Throne,  for  happily  that  stability  is 
beyond  the  reach  of  the  breezes  or  the 
gales  of  opinion  which  may  be  set  in 
motion  on  these  particular  occasions. 
But  the  extinction  of  the  possibility  of 
the  renewal  of  these  controversies  for 
the  remainder  of  the  reign  is  another 
great  step  in  the  right  direction.  Let 
me  do  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
justice,  although  I  am  not  wholly 
satisfied  with  all  parts  of  the  Beport. 
I  hope  the  House  will  observe  the 
important  words  iu  the  paragraph  last 
but  one.  This  is  the  paragraph  which 
contains  the  practical  proposal :  — 

**  In  order  to  prevent  repeated  applications 
to  Parliament  and  to  establish  the  principle 
that  the  provision  for  children  should  here- 
after be  made  out  of  Grants  adequate  for  that 
purpose  which  have  been  assigned  to  their 
parents." 

These  are  not  mere  words.  They  are 
primarily  the  basis  on  which  the  pro* 
posal  is  founded,  and  what  is  now 
asked  on  the  one  hand  undeniably 
secures  us  from  controversy  during  the 
remainder  of  the  reign,  and  on  the 
other  hand  as  undeniably  points  to  the 
construction  of  a  new  Civil  List  as  the 
occasion  when  the  whole  question  must 
bo  settled  in  principle  and  in  practice, 
and  likewise  indicates  that  mode  of 
settlement  which  my  hon.  Friend,  I 
think,  will  be  the  first  to  recognize  as 
sound  and  just.  I  thought  it  my  duty 
to  enter  at  once  into  this  Debate. 
Undoubtedly  I  admit  that  on  every 
occasion  our  highest  obligation  as  the 
Commons  of  England  is  to  the  con- 
stituencies which  we  represent.  But 
I  am  not  ready  to  adopt  the  exclusive 
doctrine  of  the  Seconder  of  the  Motion 
that  we  are  the  servants  of  Ihe  people, 
and  the  servants  of  the  people  alone. 

♦Mr.  storey  :  I  said  servante  of  the 
people  first. 

Mr  GLADSTONE :  I  am  very  glad 
that  I  misunderstood  my  hoi.  Friend. 
We  are  servants  of  the  Crown  as  well 
as    servants   of  the   people.     Having, 
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as  I  hope,  done  my  duty  to  the 
people,  I  have  been  endeavouring,  so 
far  as  I  could,  ..to  contribute  1 3 wards 
casting  this  deljcate  question  into  a  form 
which  in  a  very  short  time  is,  I  believe, 
likely  to  be.  perfectly  satisfactory. 
Having  done  that,  I  am  not  ashamed  to 
say  that  in  my  old  age  I  rejoice  in  any 
opportunity  which  enables  me  to  testify 
that,  whatever  m^y  be  thoueht  of  my 
opinions,  whatever  may  be  thought  of 
my  proposals  in  general  politics,  I  do 
not  forget  the  service  wnich  I  have 
borne  for  so  many  years  to  the  illustrious 
representatire  of  the  British  Monarchy. 
Mr.  ILLINQWORTH  (Bradford* 
W.)  :  Although  J  can  take  no  larm 
exception  to  the  course  which  the  rig^t 
hon.  G-entleman  has  followed  in  the 
Committee  upstairs,  in  his  speech  to* 
night,  or  in  the  course  he  has  indi- 
cated, it  is  my  intention  to  vote  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton. 
Session  after  Session,  for  the  last  two 
or  three  years^  .we  have  asked  that  a 
Committee  should  be  conceded  whioih 
should  take  into  oonslderation  and  settle 
this  important  matter  beforehand.  My 
complaint  is  that  in  the  propositions 
laid  before  the  Committee  Her  Majesty's 
Government  seem  to  regard  themselves 
as  the  obsequious  servants  of  the  Crown, 
and  to  have  forgotten  their  duty  to  the 
House  of  Commons  and  the  people.  I 
do  not  deny  that  the  duties  which  the 
Prince  of  Wales  has  been  called  upon 
to  perform  have  been  admirably  dis- 
charged, nor  do  I  ^ay  that  his  inoome 
is  too  great  for  his  position.  But  after 
making  these  admissions,  I  do  not  think 
it  absolutely  necessary  that  the  Honse 
of  Commons  should  be  asked  for  an 
increased  grant  at  this  time.  My  answer 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  is  that  the  inoome  of 
the  Prince  of  Wales  is  snffloient  to 
enable  him  to  satisfy  any  olaims  which 
his  family  have  upon  him  for  the 
present.  If  Her  Majesty  delegates  to 
the  Prince  of  Wales  a  considerable 
share  of  her  duties,  which  involve  not 
only  personal  inconvenience  bat  laive 
pecuniary  demands,  it  may  r^asoiiaUy 
be  expected  that  she  will  take  eare 
that  he  does  not  suffer.  The  (XifiX  last 
of  the  Queen,  the  large  increase  of 
income  from  the  Duchy  of  Laneastari 
and  the  income  from  her  savings,  are 
amply  sufficient,  not  only,  tor  Iier 
dignity,  but  for  the  duties  wkicil  Hm 
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Prince  of  Wales  has  to  discharge  for 
ker.  The  people  are  not  to  be  regarded 
as  serfs  in  the  land  of  their  birth.  They 
kaye  power  in  their  hr.nds,  and  they 
ought  to  consider  themselves  as  aRepab- 
lic  in  the  form  of  a  limited  Monarchy. 
In  my  opinion,  it  is  necessary  to  ascer- 
tain the  strength  of  the  votes  in  this 
House,  and  if  they  are  in  a  minority,  at 
any  rate  I  believe  they  represent  the 
opinion  of  a  large  body  of  the  people  out 
of  doors,  if  not  the  majority.  I  am 
prepared  to  say  that  we  shall  be  doing 
a  great  service,  at  this  moment,  if  we 
ascertain  the  strength  of  the  feeling  of 
the  people  in  favour  of  economy  in  high 
places.  I  hope  the  result  will  be,  when- 
ever Her  Majesty's  Ministers  have  again 
to  take  into  consideration  the  Civil  List, 
that  it  will  be  understood  that  the  desires 
of  the  people  will  not  be  met  unless  the 
Oivil  List,  plus  the  incomes  of  the  two 
Duchies,  shall  be  put  at  a  limit  which 
Parliament  recognizes  as  necessary  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  Grown.  Hef 
Majesty's  Government  referred  to  the 
question  of  precedents.  They  wanted 
to  yerify  thpir  position  by  what  took 
place  in  the  reign  of  George  III.,  find- 
ing those  precedents  to  a  certain  extent 
serviceable.  But  it  is  a  paramouot 
duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  that 
they  should  have  regard  for  the  altered 
circumstances  of  the  time ;  and  I  think 
they  should  have  studied  the  question 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  people, 
and  voluntarily  have  prepared  such  pro- 
posals as  would  have  saved  both  the 
Committee,  the  House,  and  the  country 
the  painful  ordeal  through  which 
they  are  now  passing.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
urged  a  very  fair  comparison  between 
the  man  of  vast  private  income  and 
Her  Majesty  on  the  Throne  and  the 
Prince  of  Wales.  We  are  all  aware  of 
the  fact.  But  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
should  bear  in  mind  those  who  have 
received  political  power.  Whatever 
arises,  the  blame  must  entirely  rest  with 
Her  Majesty's  Government  for  not 
having  appreciated  the  position.  The 
Government  have  been  obliged  to 
abandon  their  position ;  but  if  they  had 
been  allowed  to  have  their  mind  and 
way,  the  present  poaition  of  the  people 
of  this  country  would  h\ve  been  alto- 
gether disregarded.  While  the  income 
of  Her  Majesty  is  larger  ihan  at  any 
previous  period  of  Her  Majaety'a  reign, 


no  one  can  doubt  that  the  purchasing 
power  of  the  Sovereign  is  increased  by 
25  per  cent.  That  actually  augments 
Her  Majesty's  income,  and  increases 
her  power  to  provide  for  members 
of  her  family.  I  do  not  press  this :  only 
when  every  small  item  has  been  taken 
into  account  on  the  one  side,  I  think 
we  are  entitled  to  look  to  the  other 
side  of  the  account.  Those  who  are 
identified  with  the  popular  policy  of 
this  country  do  not'  think  it  is 
necessary  for  maintenance  of  loyalty 
that  we  should  encourage  an  excess 
of  the  tinsel  which  surrounds  the  Court. 
For  my  part,  I  should  say  that  the 
grater  simplicity  there  is  introduced 
into  the  daily  life  of  our  Royal  Family 
the  better  it  will  be.  On  great  Steto 
occasions  there  are  necessary  demands 
for  splendour;  but  it  should  be  remem- 
bered that  it  is  the  luxurious  classes 
who  encourage  this  splendour  of  the 
Court ;  and  we  believe  that  those  who 
hold  our  views  on  this  matter,  for 
which  they  are  reproached,  are 
doing  more  for  the  maintenance  of  a 
limited  Monarchy  than  those  who  think 
and  act  differently,  by  allaying  the  feel- 
ing which  existe  out  of  doors,  and  by 
alleviating  the  pressure  which  falls 
upon  the  people.  It  will  be  urged  that 
this  is  not  an  expensive  charge  upon 
the  people.  But  there  are  other  and 
enormous  charges  which  are  held  to  be 
necessary,  and  it  is  our  first  duty  to 
watch  vigilantly  any  demand  that  is 
made  upon  the  Public  Exchequer,  and  to 
repel,  as  far  as  possible,  unnecessary 
burdens  upon  the  people.  The  fact 
that  the  charge  of  Id.  in  the  £1  for 
Royalty  is  very  easily  borne  by  some 
does  not  make  it  easier  for  others  of  the 
people  who  are  poor  and  dependent. 
We  shall  have  this  subject  discussed 
again.  Differences  on  this  side  of  the 
House  are  only  as  to  the  form  of  pro- 
cedure. But  we  shall  be  found  dis- 
cussing this  subject  on  a  Resolution 
which  we  shall  present  with  an  un- 
broken front  and  with  the  whole  force 
of  those  who,  while  they  will  not  for  one 
moment  wish  to  be  regarded  as  inferior 
in  loyalty  to  the  Crown,  will  regard  it 
as  their  first  duty,  as  Representetives  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  to  safeguard,  as 
far  as  pcssible,  the  interests  and  position 
of  the  mass  of  the  people. 
«Mr.  DIX0N.H4RTIAND  (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge) :  The  hon.  Member  who 
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of  the  Statute,  but  we  have  also  the  in- 
tentioD,  expressed  in  equal  clearuess,  of 
the  Minister  who  was  in  charge  of  the 
Bill.    But  not  only  has   the    country 
failed    to    obtain    the  savings  which 
I     submit      ought      to      have      been 
returned  into   the   Exchequer,   but    I 
have     also    to    complain,  not   of   the 
Grown  but  of  the  advisers  of  the  Crown, 
that  charges  proper  to  the  Civil  List 
have  year  by  year  been  brought  into 
the  Estimates  which  this  House  has  to 
vote.     In  the  Appendix  to  the  Beport 
of  the  Grants  Committee  there  are  details 
of  the  Civil  List  charges  for  the  six 
year  ending  1836,  and  the  House  will 
see  that  what  I   may  call  Household 
expenses  are  included  in  the  Civil  List 
under  those  Boturns.    But  if  any  hon. 
Member  will  turn  to  the  Estimates  for 
the  present  year  he  will  find  that  House- 
hold expenditure  of  the  Crown  figures 
there.     He  will  find  provision  made  for 
Palaces  in  the  personal  occupation  of  the 
Crown,  and  that  for  fuel,  lighting,  water 
and  houEohold  articles  we  have  already 
voted  the  sum  of  £1,435.     That  is  dis- 
tinctly a  charge  which,  by  the  precedent 
the  Government  have  themselves  pre- 
sented to  us,  ought  to  be  defrayed  out  of 
the  Civil  List  and  not  out  of  sums  voted 
by  the  House.     Now,  a  little  while  ago 
the  House  was  under  the  spell  of  the 
eloquence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian.     It  would 
be  little  to  say  that  he   presented  the 
case  of  the  Government  very  much  better 
than  any  Member  of  the  Government 
has  presented  it,  or  probably  will  pre- 
sent it.     We  in  this  quarter  of  the  House 
admired  as  much  as  anyone  the  great 
ingenuity  and  the  beautiful  diction  by 
which  that   extraordinary   speech  was 
distinguished,  but  I  confess  1  was  not 
convinced  by  the  speech.     What  pleased 
me  most  of  all  was  the  declaration  which 
came  towards  the  end  of  the  speech,  that 
the  claim  on  behalf  of  the  Crown  that  this 
House  should  provide  for  its  grandchil- 
dren other  than  the  children  of  the  Heir 
Apparent    has    disappeared,    and    dis- 
appeared for  ever.     But  in  the  early 
part  of  the  speech  I  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  scarcely  fair  to  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sunderland 
(Mr.  Storey).    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man asked  '*Is  it  fair  to  turn  the  whole 
strengtii  of  the  contrast  between  luxury 
and   penury  on   the  Boyal  Family?" 
but    I    would    ask,  in  turn,   whether 

Ur.  riclcerttgill 


that  is    quite    a    fair    representation 
of  the  case  put  by   my  hon.   Friend  ? 
My   hon.    Friend   directed    the   brant 
of     his     criticism    first    against    the 
Ministry,    and,    secondly,    against  the 
majority  in  this  House,  and  was  very 
careful  to  separate  from  any  unfavour* 
able  remark  he  might  make  the  Qaeen 
and  the  members  of  the  Boyal  Family. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  said  it  was  not  fair  to 
compare  the  position  of  the  Prince  of 
Wales  to  that  of  a  private  gentleman, 
and  I  think  there  was  considerable  force 
in  the  distinction  which  was  drawn  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     But  upon 
the  other  hand  I  desire  to  point  out 
that  when  we  speak   about  incomes   a 
distinction  upon  the  other  side  must  be 
drawn.     If  you    speak    of    a    private 
gentleman    who    has    an    income    of 
£110,000  you  speak  of  his  gross  income 
from  which  a  very  considerable  deduo* 
tion  must  be  made  by  way  of  outgoings 
to  keep  up  his  estate,  from  which  his  in- 
come  is  derived.     But    the    Prince  of 
Wales's  income  is  a  net  income,    and 
therefore  I  put  that  into  the  scale  upon 
the  other  side  as  a  sort  of  balance  against 
the  distinction  which    the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  has  made  between  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Pnnoe  of  Wales  and  a  private 
gentleman.    And  then    the  rignt  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  Queen  had  to 
provide,  owing  to  the  circumstances  of 
her  position  p  pensions  for  old  servanta* 
But  let  me  point  out  that  when  the  Oivil 
List  was  settled  at  the  beginning  of  this 
reign  one  item  which  previous  Monaroha 
had    not  enjoyed  was   introduced,    an 
unappropriated  item  of  no    less   than 
£8,000  per  annum,  which  seems  to  be 
specially  designed  to  meet  the  claima 
upon  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
dilated.      I    support  the   Amendment, 
but  I  should  have  liked  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Northampton   to  have  stopped 
somewhere  about  the  middle  of  it  aa  it 
appears  on  the  Paper.    For   my  own 
part,  I  do  not  very  cordially  go  along 
with  him  through  the  concluding  part  of 
it.    I  think  if  you  raise  the  question  of 
abolishing  absolutely  unnecessary  offioee 
the  savings  you  thus  effect   ought  to 
come  back  to  the  Exchequer,  and  it  ia 
a  somewhat  dangerous  policy  to  suggest 
that  these  savings  should  be  diverted 
into  the    Pnvy    Purse.    If   there  waa 
any  chance  of  effecting  a  oompromiae 
with  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppeiute;  we 
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might  fairly  make  it  part  of  that  com- 
promise, but  as  there  is  qo  chance  of  that 
I  confess  I  regret  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  should  have  added 
these  concluding  words  to  his  Amend- 
ment. Some  objections  have  been 
taken — I  do  not  know  whether  thej 
haye  found  expression  in  the  House, 
but  certainly  objections  have  been  taken 
out  of  doors — to  our  raising  opposition 
at  this  stage  of  the  proceedings.  Well, 
if  this  were  a  question  of  haggling  and 
chafferingbetween £36,000  and  £40,000, 
of  course  this  would  not  be  the  proper 
time  to  make  a  stand,  but  as  we  in  this 
quarter  of  the  House  object  to  any 
further  Grant  at  all,  it  seems  to  me  we 
are  perfectly  logical  and  by  no  means 
wanting  in  due  respect  for  the  Grown  in 
making  our  protest  now.  I  gather  from 
the  report  of  the  proceedings  in  Com- 
mittee  that  we  shall  not  receive  the 
support  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell),  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Belfast 
(Mr.  Sexton).  I  think  that  English 
Kadicals,  who  have  made  great  sacrifices 
in  order  to  promote  the  cause  of  Home 
Bule,  will  regret  that  on  this  question, 
which  is  to  them  a  very  important,  if 
not  a  vital,  one,  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
should  have  separated  themselves  from 
us.  But,  although  we  may  regret  it,  I 
do  not  suppose  wo  shall  be  very  much 
surprised.  It  is  not  the  first  time  that 
a  leader  of  the  Irish  people  has  sup- 
ported extravagant  claims  put  forward 
on  behalf  of  the  British  Crown.  In 
1840,  when  the  proposal  to  grant  an 
annuity  of  £50,000  to  the  Prince  Con- 
sort was  rejected  by  the  overwhelming 
majority  of  104,  including  the  bulk  of 
the  Tory  Party  and  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  Daniel 
0*ConnelI  voted  with  the  minority.  I  am 
not  surprised  at  this,  because  chivalric 
devotion  to  persons  and  great  respect 
for  hereditary  rank  have  been,  and  ^till 
are, more  povrerful  factors  with  the  Irish 
race  than  they  are  with  ourselves.  I 
think  I  may  point  out,  in  conclusion, 
that  this  is  another  illustration  of  the 
folly  of  the  advisers  of  the  Crown  who, 
through  many  generations,  have  adopted 
every  possible  means  calculated  to 
alienate  a  people  whose  national  dis- 
position would  be  to  support  the  Crown 
even  when  extravagant  and  ill-advised 
claims  are  put  forward  on  its  behalf. 


Sir  ARCHIBALD  CAMPBELL 
(Eenfrew,  W.) :  I  would  not  interpose 
in  the  Debate  but  that  I  was  a  Member 
of  the  Committee,  and  I  think  it  is  well,* 
after  having  listened  to  the  speeches  ia 
support  of  and  against  the  Amendmeot,* 
that  attention  should  be  called  \o  the* 
iseae  that  was  brought  before  the  Oom*' 
mittee.  The  issue  before  us  was,  to  put 
it  shortly,  whether  Grants  should  be 
made  for  the  support  of  the  children  of 
the  Sovereign.  Well,  in  support  of  the' 
proposition  that  they  should,  many  pre* 
cedents  were  brought  forward.  Hon, 
Members  have  read  these  precedents, 
and  know  that  in  every  case  they  snp^ 
port  that  view.  An  attempt  is  now 
made  to  treat  precedents  lightly,  but  I* 
may  ask  what  does  our  law  almost  hang 
upon  but  precedents?  If  precedents 
are  to  be  cast  aside,  what  guide  are  we 
t  >  have  for  our  future  dire^ion  ?  It  is 
on  precedents  we  direct  ourselves  in 
private  and  public  affairs.  On  preoa- 
dents  we  forecast  our  income ;  on  pre- 
cedents we  dispose  of  it ;  and  precedents 
clearly  are  in  favour  of  these  Grants, 
such  as  are  now  asked  for  in  the  Message 
of  Her  Majesty.  The  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  his  Amendment,  proposes  that,  in. 
consequence  of  the  amount  of  money 
Her  Most  Gracious  Majesty  is  supposed 
to  have  saved,  we  should  make  no  Grant, 
and  also  that,  if  it  should  be  necessary, 
certain  sums  should  be  taken  from  the 
Civil  List  by  Parliament.  Against  pre- - 
cedents  the  only  reason  the  hon.  Member 
can  produce  is  that.  Her  Majesty  having 
used  such  just  economies  with  the  sums 
devoted  to  her  use,  then  we  should  back 
from  our  agreement  and  require  Her 
Majesty  to  support  her  grandchildren 
and  members  of  the  Eoyal  Family.  So 
convinced  was  I  in  Committee  that  our 
course  was  to  make  these  Grants,  that* I 
was  quite  prepared  to  vote  for  the  first 
proposal  of  the  Government ;  but  the  Go* 
vernmentwere  so  anxious  to  conciliate 
any  opposition  that  might  be  offered  in 
Committee,  that  they  accepted  the  Amend- 
ment, and  it  was  not  until  we  found 
there  was  an  irreooncileable  residuum 
in  the  Committee  that  we  felt  it  our  duty 
to  stand  upon  the  knowledge  given  tO' 
us  in  the  Papers  put  before  the  Com- 
mittee. Here  is  a  proposal  of  the*  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  made  at  the 
eleventh  hour,  after  Her  Most  Gracious 
Majesty  has  been  for  more  than  60  yeata 
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the  Ruler  of  this  country ;  after  all  this 
time — and  during  this  time,  as  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  (Mr.  Qladstooe)  has 
told  us,  he  has  frequently  had  to 
propose  Orants  for  the  Koyal  Family, 
and  at  the  same  time  never,  under  any 
circumstances,  was  there  a  suggestion 
or  hint  that  it  was  supposed  Her 
Majesty  should  provide  for  her  children 
— aiter  all  this  time  we  are  to  upset  the 
arrangement  entered  into  with  the 
Grown  at  the  commencement  of  the 
reign,  to  break  faith  with  Her  Majesty, 
who  on  her  part  has  kept  faith  with 
Parliament  and  the  country  in  so  ad- 
mirable a  manner  that  savings  have 
accrued  to  her  after  keeping  up  the 
dignity  of  the  Crown  as  no  Sovereign 
has  before.  I  must  say  the  argument 
of  the  hon.  Member  is  a  very  curious 
one.  It  is  almost  impossible— it  would 
be  most  unfair — for  Parliament  now  to 
go  back  on  its  word.  If  we  turn  to  the 
second  part  of  the  hon.  Member's 
Resolution,  in  which  he  suggests  that 
certain  economies  might  be  effected  in 
the  Civil  List,  we  must  remember  that 
the  Civil  List  was  fixed  at  the  time  of 
the  accession  of  Her  Majesty,  and  if 
Her  Most  Gracious  Majesty  had  of  her 
own  accord  dismissed  several  officers  of 
State  so  provided,  considerable  dissatis- 
faction would  have  been  expressed.  It 
was  not  possible  to  make  economies  by 
such  means,  but  the  economies  that  were 
effected  were  just  and  honest.  Are  the 
charities  of  the  Crown  insignificant? 
Let  hon.  Members  take  the  trouble  to 
collect  the  statements  of  the  numerous 
charitable  institutions  throughout  the 
country  where  the  name  of  Her 
Most  Ghracious  Majesty  heads  the  sub- 
scription list  with  a  large  figure. 
It  is  my  belief  that  feelings  of  deep 
loyalty  to  the  Crown  now  animating  all 
classes  have  grown  through  the  manner 
in  which  Her  Majesty  has  maintained 
the  dignity  of  her  great  position.  I 
have  some  experience  of  the  West  of 
Scotland,  and  I  can  speak  for  the  loyalty 
and  devotion  of  the  people  there.  I 
have  great  pleasure  in  opposing  this 
Amendment.  I  believe  it  is  not  in  con- 
sonance with  the  feelings  of  the  people, 
who  wish  to  see  the  Crown  uphold  with 
all  possible  dignity  and  honour,  it  is 
entirely  opposed  to  precedent,  and  it  is 
in  direct  violation  of  the  compact  entered 
into  when  Her  Majesty  began  her  long 
and  prosperous  reign. 

8ir  Archibald  CamphU 


Mk.  W.    ABRAHAM    (Glamorgan, 
Rhondda) :  In  answer  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  has  just  sat  down,  and  who 
wants   to    know    what   precedents  we 
should    have  for  our  future  action  if 
this  Amendment    is    carried,  I  should 
like    to    say    that   if  the    feelings    of 
the  vast  majority  of  the  working  men 
of  the  country  were  acted  upon  there 
would    be    a    distinct    precedent  laid 
down    that    no    more    Grants    should 
be  made  to  the  younger  children  of  the 
Queen  or   to   her  grandchildren,    and 
certainly    not  to   her  granddaughters. 
It  is  not  because  Her  Majesty  the  Queen 
has  been  able  to  save  that  this  objection 
to  further  Grants  is  raised,  but  having 
been  able  to  save  an  enormous  amount 
of  money,  she  ought  to  provide  for  her 
family  like  any   other   noble  woman. 
The    popularity     of     the     Prince     of 
Wales  has  been   spoken  of,   and  cer- 
tainly I  should  not  like  to  bo  under- 
stood for  a  moment  to  say  anything 
disrespectful    of    the    Prince    of    my 
country.    I  hope  I  shall  not  be  consi- 
dered disloyal  to  my  country  or  to  the 
Queen  of  England.    The  Welsh  people 
up  to  now  have   been  considered  the 
most  law-abiding  and  loyal  under  the 
Crown,  but  the  House  should  thoroughly 
understand  that,    while  they  are  pre- 
pared to  agree  with  the  ample  provi- 
sions already   made  for  our    gracious 
Queen  and  the  Prince  of  Wales,  they 
think  it  is  quite  time  to  stop  and  put . 
an  end  to  what  may  be,  if  this  proposal 
of  the  Government  is  carried,  a  machine 
to  go  like  an  endless  chain  to  provide 
not  only  for  Royal  grandchildren,  but 
for  the  great  grandchildren  of  the  pre- 
sent   grandchildren    of  the  Sovereign, 
who  may  go   on   aggrandizing  them- 
selves to  the  end  of  the  world.    As  I 
understand  the  case,  it  is  this :  the  Go- 
vernment ask  for  £36,000  for  the  Prince 
of  Wales.       In    my  humble  opinion 
their    own    Committee  have  failed  to 
show  that  a  farthing  of  this  additionid 
Grant  is  necessary.    The  Queen,  whose 
purse  has  really  been  saved,  and  not 
that  of  the  Prince  of  Wales,  who  does 
the  work,  has  accumulated  sums  suffi- 
cient to  endow  100  grandchildren,instead 
of  five.    Again,  I  do  not  wish  to  say  a 
word     disrespectful     of     the     Queen. 
A  pious  and  leading  journal  lately  said 
Her  Majesty  presents  a  noble  example  of 
a  Sovereign  and  a  mother.    But  now  f 
For  over  20  years  she  has  almost  en- 
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tirely  neglected  the  public  duties  of  her 
Royal  position.  [Cne$  of  "  No."]  Then 
what  is  the  nobility  of  the  example  as  a 
mother  ?  Many  a  poor  widow  toils  in- 
cessantly in  order  to  maintain  her  young 
family,  denying  herself  perhaps  rest 
and  food,  so  that  her  children  may  be 
decently  clothed,  and  fed,  and  educated, 
and  prepared  for  a  start  in  life.  Such 
cases  of  devotion  and  self-denial  are 
frequent  among  the  poorer  classes  of 
society.  Is  not  this  a  nobler  example 
than  that  of  a  lady  in  posses- 
sion of  enormous  wealth,  apd  well 
able  to  support  the  whole  of  a 
numerous  family,  but  who  yet  permits 
the  burden  of  their  maintenance  to  be 
thrown  upon  the  nation  ?  To  me  the 
question  is  simply  this,  and  if  I  am 
wrong  let  me  ask  pardon.  It  comes  to 
this.  The  Queen  is  the  servant  of  the 
country,  and  we  make  her  a  large  allow- 
ance for  the  discharge  of  her  duties.  She 
does  not  fulfil  those  duties.  She  leaves 
them  to  her  son  and  saves  an  enormous 
amount  out  of  hor  income,  and  then 
comes  upon  the  nation  for  more.  But 
since  the  son  does  the  work  he  should 
have  the  money  that  the  Queen  gets. 
That  is  the  opinion  of  Wales  on  this 
question.  [Crf>«  £)/**No."]  That  is 
we  opinion  of  the  vast  majority  of  the 
working  men  of  Wales.  [ **  No  "  from 
Mr.  Kenton.]  My  hon.  Friend  may  go 
on  saying  ''No"  till  to-morrow  morn- 
ing, but  I  say  '*Yes,"  and  I  have  as 
much  claim  to  represent  the  working 
men  of  Wales  in  this  House  as  the  hon. 
Member.  I  am  told  that  the  Prince  of 
Wales  receives  an  income  of  more  than 
£160,000. 

An  hon.  Member  :  You  are  wrong. 

Mr.  ABEAUAM  :  I  am  told£ 1 10,000. 
Very  well.  But  that  does  not  include 
the  accumulations  from  the  Duchy  of 
Com  wall  and  the  various  sums  voted  for 
exceptional  circumstances.  His  Royal 
Highness  is  a  Field  Marshal  and  is 
Honorary  Colonel  of  several  regiments. 
Someone  has  calculated  that  he  receives 
in  wages  about  £3,000  a  week,  a  very 
good  wag^  I  should  think.  Now  what 
is  the  work  His  Royal  Highness  per- 
forms in  return  for  this  ample  wage? 
Upon  that  point  I  will  quote  the 
evidence  of  the  Daily  News,  Some  time 
ago  the  Daily  Netcs^  a  Liberal,  pious, 
and  respectable  authority,  said : 

**  The  Prince  of  Wales  had  a  hard  daj'i  work 
on  Satordaj.    In  the  afternoon,  betides  holding 


a  UvMhe  nnveiled  a  statue  of  Sir  Rowland  HlH 
at  Cornhill,  and  in  the  evening  he  dined  wifli 
the  Lord  Mayor  at  the  Mansion  House,  and 
afterwards  witnessed  part  of  the  perfonnanee  of 
the  Marriage  of  Figaro  at  Covent  Garden.** 

And  that,  then,  is  a  hard  day's  work !  < 

«Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  hope  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  observe  that  tone  of 
decorum  and  respect  that  is  traditional 
in  this  House.  ^ 

Mr.  ABRAHAM :  Sir,  I  immediately 
bow  to  your  decision.  We  are  some- 
times told  that  England  is  a  wealthy 
country,  and  can  afford  this  expenditure. 
That  England  is  a  wealthy  country  vio 
one  will  deny,  but  that  England  oa& 
afford  to  do  these  things  I  absolutely 
deny.  If  this  expenditure  can  b» 
afforded,  then  these  large  sums  of  money 
are  much  more  needed  in  other  directions 
than  in  this.  Whilst  we  find  large 
numbers  of  people  dying  from  starvsi- 
tion  in  our  midst ;  whilst  we  see  so  manjr 
thousands  of  our  countrymen  bar^ 
able  by  the  most  arduous  exertions  te 
keep  the  wolf  at  bay;  while  money  is 
wanted  for  the  means  of  life  among  the 
poorer  classes  of  the  community,  I  say 
it  is  almost  criminal  extravagance  t6 
ask  us  to  vote  this  large  sum  of  mone^ 
in  the  face  of  the  prevailing  poverty  and* 
suffering  among  the  working  classes  <rf 
the  country,  and  if  it  is  voted  I  am 
afraid  that  it  will  be  the  means  df 
estransfing  the  people  of  this  country 
from  their  rulers,  and  ultimately  be  thto 
means  of  weakening  the  State  in  this^ 
country.  That  being  so,  I  feel  I  should 
not  be  doing  my  duty  if  I  did  not  ris^ 
to  protest  in  the  name  of  the  toiling 
thousands  of  the  people  against  any 
further  sums  being  granted  to  tm 
Queen,  her  children,  or  her  grand^ 
children.  c 

♦Sib  ROPER  LEPHBRIDOE  (Ken- 
sington, N.) :  I  do  not  intend  to  follow 
the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  lat 
down  into  those  strictures  upon  the 
public  or  private  conduct  of  our  beloved 
Sovereign  and  other  members  of  the 
Royal  Family,  which  strictures  it  wasper- 
fectly  obvious  jarred  upon  the  feelings 
of  nearly  every  Member  of  the  Hoos^ 
not  only  on  this  side  but  on  that.  I  ritei 
Sir,  mainly  for  the  purpose  of  pointing 
out  that  the  hon.  Memoer  for  Bethnal 
Green  (Mr.  PickersgiU),  who  spoke  a 
little  earlier  in  the  Debate,  very  apt^ 
and  properly  indicated  that  the  Amend^ 
ment  now  before  the  House  proposea 
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llUeniatiTeSy  both  of  them  verj  remark* 
able  and  one  incompatible  with  the  other. 
The   hoD.    Member    for    Northampton 
BUggests — first,     virtually    that    these 
Grants  should  not  be  made  at  all,  for 
he  saggests  the  amount  required  should 
•be    mot    out    of    the    savings   of   the 
Sovereign ;  and  in  the  second  place,  that 
if  it  be  necessary  these  Grants  should  be 
made,  then  let  them  be  made  out  of 
Mivings    efifected  by   the  abolition    of 
certain  offices  of  State.     Well,  for  my 
part,  I  am  quite  prepared,  in  common 
with  many  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  House,  to  consider  fuUy^  carefully, 
and    respectfully    any    proposals    that 
may    be    put    before    the    House    for 
economising  public  money  in  the  way 
suggested    by    the  hon.    Member    for 
Northampton.     But  I  venture  to  point 
oat    to  him   and  to    the  House    that 
this  is  absolutely  an  improper  occasion 
to  make  any  such  suggestion,  it  is  in 
ao  way  germane  to  the  question  now 
.  before  us.    Any  proposal  of  the  kind 
.  should  be  raised  in  Committee  on  the 
Estimates,  or  by  a  substantive  Motion, 
bnt  I  maintain  such  sugg^tions  have 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  ([ues- 
iion    before  the  House,  and    for  this 
reason :  either  these  Grants  are  neces- 
sary  and  right    for  the    honour    and 
dignity  of  the  Hoyal  Family,  and,  there- 
fore, for  the  honour  and  dignity  of  this 
Imperial   nation,  or  they  are  not.     If 
they    are    not    necessary    and    right 
4hen  let  the  House  refuse  them,  decid- 
ing the  question  on  its  merits.     But  if 
they  are  necessary  and  right,  then  I  say 
■this  House  will  merit  the  just  reproba- 
tion of  the  whole  nation,  and  especially, 
fl  will  venture  to  say,  of  the  working 
classes  of   the    nation,    if   the   House 
refuses  these  grants.    The  hon.  Member 
for  Sunderland  put  forward  some  very 
strong  assertions  with  regard  to  what 
he  believes  to  be  the  opinion   of  the 
working  classes    of    England.      Sir,  I 
represent  a  constituency  which  contains 
an  overwhelming  majority  of  working 
men  [**No,no!"j  During  the  time  I  was 
a  candidate  I  knew  this  very  question 
raised  at  many  a  stormy  meeting,  being 
.brought  forward  by  gentlemen  holding 
the  views  professed  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man    the     Member    for    Sunderland, 
iluestions  were  put  to  me  on  the  subject, 
-and  I  venture  to  say  this  in  the  presence 
4>i  some  hon.  Members  who  have  been 
present  at  the  meetings  of  which  I  speak. 

Sir  Roper  Lethhridge 


that  the  strong  and  unmistakeable  senae 
of  the  whole  of  the  working  men  of 
London  was  clearly  on  my  side  when  I 
said  that  I  should  vote  to  maintain  these 
Grants.  When  the  hon.  Member  talks 
about  going  into  the  constituencies  and 
holding  a  meeting,  I  would  challenge 
him  to  go  down  into  North  Kensington  or 
even  to  the  East  End  or  any  other  part 
of  London  and  to  hold  a  public  meeting, 
and  put  before  the  electors  the  plain 
question  whether  the  honour  and  dignity 
of  the  Queen  and  Eoyal  Family  shoiild  be 
maintained  or  neglected  by  this  House. 
I  know  what  the  answer  would  be. 
Therefore,  I  do  hope  that  those  who 
speak  in  this  House  for  the  working 
classes  of  this  country  will,  while  it  is 
yet  time,  consider  what  the  feeling  of 
the  working  men  of  the  country  is  in  the 
matter  of  affection  and  love  for  the 
Queen  and  the  Eoyal  Family,  and  what 
is  their  regard  for  the  honour  and 
dignitv  of  the  Eoyal  Family,  and  will 
refuse  to  support  the  Amendment  now 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  OOSSHAM  (Bristol,  E.) :  I  do 
not  think  it  could  be  possible  to  put  the 
case  more  clearly  than  it  has  been  put 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down.     He  says  that    if   the    countiy 
could  be  convinced  that  the  honour  and 
dignity  of  the  Grown  are  involved  in  the 
proposal  now    before  the  Hou^,  the 
country  would  not  hesitate  to  support  it. 
I  do   not    believe,    however,   that  the 
country  considers  that  the  honour  and 
dignity  of  the  Throne    depend    upon 
this  Grant  of  £36,000,  and  that  is  why 
I  am  here  to  oppose  the  Ghrant.    My 
firm  opinion  is  that  the  country  beUeres 
that  we  have  done  enough  already  to 
promote  the  honour  and  dignity  of  the 
Grown,  and  it  is  because  I  believe  thi^ 
and  not  because  I  am  disloyal,  that  I 
take  up  my  present  position.     I  hold 
that  it  is  not  germane  to  the  proposal 
before  the  House  to  discuss  the  question 
as    to    whether    we    should    have    a 
Monarchy  or  a  Eepublic.     Fersooallji 
I  have  no  very  strong  feeling  one  w|^ 
or  the  other.     We  are  all  agreed  that  so 
long  as  we  have  a  Monarchy  it  ought  to 
be  supported  with  dignity.    We  have 
nothing  to  fear  from  the  Monarchy,  as  I 
believe  that  through  the  medium  of  a 
limited  Monarchy  such  as  onrs  we  oan 
work  out  all  the  reforms  we  require.  If 
we  were  starting  with  a  dean  hill  of 
health,  so  to  speak— with  a  dean  sheet 
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of  paper— I  might  have  Bome  obserra- 
tions  to  make  as  to  the  best  fonn  of 
€k>Ternmeat  to  adopt ;  bat,  situated  aa 
we  are,  and  seeing  that  we  can  work 
out  reforms  here  as  well  as  they  can 
work  them  oat  in  other  countries,  I  am 
content  to  pass  by  the  question  of  our 
form  of  government.  I  oppose  this  Grant, 
however,  because  I  believe  from  the 
study  I  have  been  able  to  make  of  his- 
tory that  nothing  is  so  dangerous  to  the 
Qrown  and  the  honour  of  the  country  as 
an  attempt  to  push  absolute  power  too 
far.  We  have  never  suffered  from  this 
evil  during  the  present  reign ;  but  we 
cannot  forget  that  Monarchies  have  been 
brought  down  by  the  undue  exercise  of 
arbitrary  power,  and  that,  in  point  of 
fact,  it  was  the  unwise  exercise  of  such 
power  which  brought  about  the  down- 
fall of  our  own  King  Charles  I.  in  the 
17th  century,  and  of  King  Louis  XVI. 
of  France.  Nothing  can  be  more  dan- 
gerous to  our  Crown  than  these  petty- 
fogging  demands  for  more  money — than 
extravagant  demands  by  Parliament 
upon  an  already  heavily  burdened 
people.  This  is  the  danger  we  have  to 
face  at  present,  and  it  is  an  ancient 
danger.  It  was  pointed  out  by  the  Seer 
Samuel  a  thousand  years  before  Christ. 
Pointing  out  the  danger  of  a  Monar- 
chical form  of  Government,  he  said — 

**  He  will  take  your  sons  and  appoint  them  for 
his  chariots ;  he  will  appoint  captains ;  make 
them  reap  his  harvests ;  take  your  daughters  for 
oonfectioners,  cooks,  and  bakers  ;  teke  your 
fields,  Tineyards,  and  olive  yards  and  give  them 
to  his  servants." 

«Mr.  speaker  :  I  really  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  see  that  he  is  not 
discussing  the  Eeport  of  the  Committee. 
Mr.  COSSHAM  :  I  am  merely  point- 
ing out,  Sir,  that  many  centuries  ago  we 
were  warned  of  some  of  the  extrava- 

!;ances  which  attend  upon  Monarchies, 
t  is  because  1  believe  that  danger  to 
exist  at  the  present  time  that  I  now  ask 
the  House  to  pause  before  voting  this 
additional  Grant.  Looking  through 
the  Debates  which  have  taken  place 
on  this  subject,  I  find  that  in 
December,  1837,  when  the  Civil 
List  was  fixed,  and  the  sum  of  £385,000 
a  year  was  proposed,  several  hon.  Mem- 
bers objected  to  the  amount.  I  notice 
that  Mr.  Hume  raised  strong  objections 
to  the  proposals  of  the  Government, 
declaring  that  they  were  cast  in  a  very 
extravagant  scale,  and  that  proposals  of 


this  kind  tended  to  weaken  the  position 
of  Royalty.    Well,  what  would  he  have 
thought  if    he    had    known    that    in 
addition    to    the    amount  then    voted 
£36,000  more  would  be  asked  for  at  this 
time  ?    It  is  because  I  desire  to  see  the 
Monarchy  respected,  and  because  I  think 
that  such  proposals  as  the  present  tend 
to  weaken  the  sentiment  of  respect  for 
it,  that  I  now  put  myself  in  opposition 
to  the  Government.     I  cannot  help  re- 
fleeting  that  the  House  of  Commons  has 
already  made  ample   provision  for  the 
Crown.     That  case,  it  seems  to  me,  has 
been  made  out    beyond    all   question. 
There  is  a  great  part  of  the  Grant  to  the 
Crown  which  does  not  go  to  the  Queen, 
and  for  which  she  should  be  in  no  way 
liable.     I  cannot  shut  my  eyes  to  the 
fact  that  a  great  deal  of  this  money  goes 
to  a  greedy  and  selfish  aristocracy.    I 
see  that  £200,000  a  year  of  what:  is  voted 
to  the  Queen,  is  absorbed  by  the  aris«> 
tocracy,    which    parasite,    fixed  upom 
Royalty,  tends»  in  my  humble  judgment^ 
more  than  anything  in  this  country,  to 
the  development  of  Republican  ideas. 
My  own  impression  is  that  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  just  now  said,  in  language 
I  could  not  profess  to  imitate,  that  ti^ 
time  would  come  when  the  Civil  List 
would  have  to  be  reviewed,  he  pointed 
in    his    own    mind,    though   he   did 
not     say    so,     to    the     time     when 
that  CivU  List  would  come  up  for  review 
in  a    Parliament   less    subservient   to 
Royalty  and  more  considerate  for  the 
public  purse  than  the  present  Parlia* 
ment.    The  hon.  Gentleman  who  last 
spoke  claimed  to  represent  a  large  num« 
ber  of  the  poor  of  this  country.    Well, 
to  my  mind  the  great  danger  we  have 
to  face  at  the  present  moment  is  the 
great  number  of  poor  people  there  are 
around  us  who  find  it  almost  impossible 
to  make  a  living.     Depend  upon  it,  one 
of  the  great  causes  of  Nihilism  in  Ras« 
sia  and  Socialism  in  Germany  is  the 
poverty  of  the  people ;  and  our  danger 
is  not  in  any  desire  to  pull  down  the 
Throne,  for  that  desire  does  not  exist, 
but    in    the  misery  of   a  number    of 
people  who  can  hardly  support  them- 
selves.    When  the  House  of  Commons 
is  voting  in  this  way  the  money  of  the 
people,  the  feeling  naturally  arises  that 
the  Government  exists  for  the  benefit  of 
the  rich  and  not  of  the  poor.    I  would 
doee  with  a  word  of  warning  to  (Gentlemen 
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Auii^.  and  ixis:  j-  in-:  equiiiLiii-  AdioB'i' 
Ui«s:  o:  iiit-  Durdeii!-  c:  tii-  i«mfxm€.  ud 
«>v«rv  to;-  giTei^  c:  tinfc  gm'  i?  L»niisxiir 
tilt*  ume  lor  tii^  «eru^fiiieiii  c:  \uzr.  qaw^ 
lioii  iit3iire:  Tiiu«r  vui'  are  £•:•  iMn^"  ici 
voif  liitttie  6uxu^  u-  XiCT  L*eaT  tii«r  iKT 
akiart-  o:  lur-  lutuun^.  unrden^  and  aol 
]deIui>«r^  I2)a\  i^ri*eii^  uihii.  i:  iii£irec£- 
l««^  actioL  o:  liM':  mai  wc-  ar^  liov^  aakad 
ti*  lakf  i^  L>riu|:iup  i}«arpr  uir  iizn^  wnfli. 
lilt  dt«iiiaii::  wil  ubt?  i  i**:-  laoei  toaT 
pro}H»ri;«  bii&l.  i»t*aT  *.  iar^er  proncruoL 
o:  laxauoi.  thai,  i:  LKsai>  a:  iirei»er:  I 
racist  lo  i»e  obliirt^d  tt:<  ci  icti-  ii»^  Liobcr- 
agaiuf :  tiit-  viev-  ggprBappi  rrr  tii«  llezL  - 
ber  lor  Mic  Loiiaai.  be:  I  wnfc'  dc  %'- 
iNHUiuat-  1  aesiTt  u  protect  tiir  :nt«Kflif 
o^  tiif  iKXvr 

♦Sij.  '  V       BAETTELCJT       SoMex 
K  W        1  eiii>u::l  iiK<e  i^  aa^r  &  xev  word^ 
oc  Uii»  verr  ixnivnxan:  cuesi;oi.      I  wa!> 
M»na:uir  frunniMvi  tv  near  in-e  remazau 
wiuci:  iiavt   lue:   xaliez.   xrcvc   liir  iioz. 
G«nu«aiax:    Uit     lI«ini»eT    lor   Bnssoi. 
InwaudNF  lit  a^  jvec  tha:  ih"  if  no:  ccil- 

irentiemaz:  ihr  Ucmber  for  Hid  Lithiai. 
I  dc  uo:  think  bf-  oaz.  haT€-  Iisi«ii«d  tr 
ttia:  »pMieL.  iocr  a  more  icrral.  a  mare 
dutiful,  and  more  eff«etxTe  apeecx.  ix  ibcr 
inMreetf  of  tb^  Gri'fWL  tbaL  tha:  of  the 
righ:  box.,  tjentiemax.  ba#  n^xer  L*eei. 
deb'^ered  ii.  \u*r  Housf-  ul  CaurniQnt,.  I 
aiL  giad  to  iiDU.  mryrefcirer.  that  areL 
the  LoL.  CveDtt<rmaxi  the  aauiw  Member 
ior  Kortbauipi^j  'Mr  Jjnovudiivn ^  ac 
well  ai:  tue  boL  Metnber  lor  buiidwifoid 
<Mr.  hUjtirVj  iiifrVfc  Uitii  »x|#ruatcyd  their 
gi-eai  i'/^ftit/  v^  tUe  ^^firwL.  7'h«t  ia  a 
tbiiA^  »iju;ij  iitu!  4//(uc  «^ut  Vo'ijjght  mon9 
/:icbj'i/  tiiuii  uityUiiuy  ifit^,  tuu<J  I  atti  vulr 
k^jiiy  Uiu,i  Luc  ii/i^ij  0«tiitI«tUiafi  who  hav 
juj»t  toiiit  d</Mrii  '1l<j  fA</t  a<lo)H  tL«  aama 
U^uAi  iii  nAJjiiitiiiijti  *A  th^  fiM;t  that  there 

iUA/ia  \tf}ft^\  u.ut\  44>r«/U>d  pe'/pl^,  </r  a 
l9oV4>roigij  wh'/  ii4u  pfud  iu*fr*t  atteuti</u 
t/>  thofe^  A>^i**tituiioiial  prJiiCJjile«  which 
tfhu  [frotiiut^  i/f  oWrir«  wh^u  «he  aa- 
fioii'lc'J  the  'i'hfoue  «//  thi4  c/uutry.  Our 
<iii.w^ij  haaohMrvod  f^f^  the  full  ali  the 
voiy«  *he  lijade,  and  J  veuiure  to  nay 
th«;ig  )N  liot  a  i/iai4  in  the  Jlouite 
wh</  t:un  niUar  a  word  again nt  the 
hthour  aud  d j|f liity  of  Jfer  Majesty. 
J  do  liol  think  it  i«  right  i«>  c/uira«t, 
aa  tUti  hofi.  Merjiher  for  NunderiaDd 
diii,  the  eijiiiiuijjeuta  of  tlie  Crown  wi 
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laid   down,    and  I  aak  lum. 

whether  they  think  it 

with  the  duty  of  thoae  who 

Committer,   aad  who 

Ueport    jxlaoed    on    tiie    leUa, 

they  should  turn  round 

port,  ereij  though  they 

of  tboe«  two  right  hon 

caouotuuderetandthe  ~ 

us.    They  were  prepared,  under 

oonditions,  to  rote  for  this 

ejK|>eaditure,  but  they  put  an 

on  those  conditions,  and  mj  fiim 

is  that  they  were  anxious  to  eseap 

voting  for  an  increased  Oraot  by 

statement  they  then  made.    I  caa  ea^ 

only  say  that  such  would  never  be 

attitude.    If  I  thought  it  right  to 

a  eertain  way  on  a  queatioii,  I  abodi 
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vote  that  way  because  I  considered  it  just, 
and  should  not  hamper  the  vote  with 
any  conditions.  In  this  instancel  voted  for 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  because 
I  thought  it  just  and  right,  and  was  only 
sorry  to  find  two  distinguished  men 
demanding  conditions  which  the  Oom< 
mittee  were  not  able  to  accept.  I  also 
think  that  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
toreduce  the  sum  of  £40,000  to  £36,000 
was  unworthy  of  his  sreat  name  and 
reputation.  Much  has  been  said  about 
the  enormous  sums  which  Her  Majesty 
has  been  able  to  saye  and  about  the  pur- 
chase of  Balmoral  and  Osborne.  I  only 
wish  it  could  be  stated  what  the  amount 
is  which  Her  Majesty  really  has  saved, 
because  it  would  enlighten  certain  hon. 
Members  upon  the  subject.  I  ask  hon. 
Gentlemen  whether  they  do  not  think  it 
has  been  to  the  advantage  of  the  nation 
that  Her  Majesty  has  been  able  to  pur- 
chaae  a  residence  in  Scotland,  amongst 
her  Scotch  subjects,  and  the  Odbome 
Estate,  where  she  has  a  bird's-eye  view 
of  that  magnificent  fleet  of  which  we  are 
80  proud.  L**  Oh  "  and  **  Hear,  hear."] 
I  hear  some  hon.  Gentlemen  say  '*  Oh '' 
and  "  Hear,  hear,*'  and  I  would  merely 
remark  that  those  who  sav  '*  Oh  "  and 
"Hear,  hear"  whenever  we  mention 
the  Navy  are  not,  in  my  humble  judg- 
ment, gentlemen  who  have  that  respect 
for  the  honour  and  dignity  of  this  great 
nation  which  we  wish  to  maintain. 
[** Order,  order."!] 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Baronet 
says  that  hon.  Members  have  no  regard 
for  the  honour  and  dignity  of  the  country. 
I  think  that  is  hardly  Parliamentary 
language. 

♦Sib  W.  BARTTELOT  :  I  did  not 
mean  it  to  be  taken  in  that  way,  Sir. 
What  I  desired  to  convey  was  that 
gentlemen  who  receive  the  mention  of 
the  Navy  as  some  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site receive  it  have  not  sufficiently  at 
heart  the  best  interests  of  the  country. 
I  do  not  wish  to  say  anything  offensive 
to  anyone,  but  I  maintain  that  the  first 
necessity  of  this  country  is  the 
possession  of  an  effective  and 
efficient  Navy.  No  one  is  more 
anxious  than  I  was  that  we  should 
have  a  dear  understanding  as  to  this 
money  to  be  voted  to  the  Prince  of 
Wales,  and  as  to  what  would  be  the 
state  of  the  case  in  the  event  of  the 
death  of  the  Prince   of  Wales,  but  I 


have  since  learnt  that  in  the  event  of 
the  death  of  His  Royal  Highness 
the  Grant  is  to  remain  as  at  present 
until  the  end  of  the  present  reign.* 
Other  arrangements  will  be  made 
when  a  new  Oivil  List  is  arranged.  In 
reference  to  what  has  been  said  as  to 
the  enormous  sum  granted  to  Her 
Majesty,  I  should  like  t)  point  out  that 
less  per  head  of  the  population  is  paid 
to  the  Sovereign  in  this  country  than  is 
paid  to  the  Sovereign  of  any  other 
nation  of  the  same  size  and  position ; 
and  the  Oivil  List  is  in  comparison  cer- 
tainly lower  than  that  of  any  other 
country.  Besides,  in  considering  the 
amount  of  £385,000  granted  to  Her 
Majesty,  we  must  remember  that  the 
amount  surrendered  to  the  country  by 
Her  Majesty  on  her  accession  to  the 
Throne  was  £468,000  a  year.  On  both 
sides  of  the  House  we  are  as  loyal  to  the 
Grown,  I  hope  and  believe,  as  it  is 
possible  to  be,  and  I  am  sorry  that  such 
an  Amendment  as  that  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  has  been 
brought  forward.  I  am  sorry  because, 
though  it  may  not  be  regarded  as 
anything  more,  yet  it  cannot  be  regarded 
as  other  than  an  act  of  discourtesy  to  a 
Sovereign  who  has  served  this  country 
so  long  and  so  well,  who  has  boen  the 
warmest  sympathiser  with  her  subjects,- 
from  the  highest  to  the  lowest,  in  all 
their  trials,  and  from  whom  so  many  of 
us  have  received  such  heartfelt  encour- 
agement and  support  in  enabling  us  to 
bear  up  against  those  afflictions.  Looking 
at  the  position  the  Prince  of  Wales  has 
occupied  amongst  us,  at  the  readiness 
with  which  he  invariably  throws  himself 
into  any  work  which  excites  the  interest 
of  the  country,  and  at  the  fact  that  he 
is  never  wanting  when  required  to  per- 
form any  public  duty,  I  think,  looking 
at  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  it  would 
have  been  but  courteous  and  right  to 
have  adopted  the  recommendations  of 
the  Committee,  if  not  unanimously,  cer- 
tainly without  the  strong,  and  as  [  think 
uncalled-for,  language  which  has  been 
used. 
♦Mr.  BIRRELL  (West  Fife):  Sir,  ft 
is  with  unaffected  reluctance  that  I  rise 
to  address  the  House  for  the  first  time 
on  a  question  of  this  kind.  I  think, 
though  I  may  be  wrong,  that,  in  the 
matter  of  a  money  Grant,  I  am  bound 
as  a  Member  of  Parliament  (to  use 
the  words  of  Burke  in  this  very  same 
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Mir^M  lar^e  flums  of  monej,  the  peo^ 
thin k  that  the  Orown  ought  to  aasiime  tbm 
reftponoibility  of  maintaining  the  graad- 
children  of  Her  Majeetj.  Not  being 
MatiMfiod  that  the  money  ie  aotoaUy 
rnquirod  tri  maintain  the  honour  and 
dJKnity  of  the  Crown,  or  that  any 
ohlif^ation  has  arisen  from  any  bargain 
niado  with  the  Orown,  I  shall  feel  oon- 
]iidl(id  to  go  into  the  Lobby  in  support  of 
tho^AiiKindment. 

«Hi  H  H.  N(  mXIIOOTB  (Exeter) :  If  tike 
Koport  uf  the  Uommitteeof  whioh  I  was 
II  Momhor  was  unsatisfactory,  that&ot 
iiii  I  yon  tare  to  say,  due  to  the  oironm- 
Mtiiiioo  that  we  were  extremely  anziofna 
to  pnuluco  a  Beport  whioh  should  aot 
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represent  a  mere  party  majority.  If 
any  fault  ts  to  be  found  with  the  Report, 
it  is  to  be  attributed  to  the  GoTernment 
having  conceded  too  much.  According 
to  the  last  speaker,  if  Her  Majesty,  to 
put  it  in  plain  English,  had  been  more 
extravagant  and  had  not  kept  her  bar- 
sain,  the  country  would  have  been  more 
oisposed  to  be  liberal.  I  should  not 
have  regarded  the  matter  in  this  light. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  because 
Her  Majesty  has  shown  strict  prudence 
in  the  management  of  her  private  affairs 
the  House  should  deal  ungenerously 
with  her.  I  have  no  quarrel  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  or 
the  hon.  Member  for  Morpeth,  but  the 
case  is  different  with  regard  to  the  other 
Members  of  the  Committee.  I  would 
appeal  to  the  House  to  consider  how 
this  matter  appears  to  reasonable  men. 
The  Government  stated  that  they  were 
prepared  to  make  an  agreement  with 
Her  Majesty  that  she  should  provide 
for  the  children  of  her  daughters.  That 
was  a  concession  on  their  part.  They 
made  a  further  concession  that  no  appeal 
should  be  made  for  the  children  of 
younger  sons.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  has  recognised  these 
concessions  on  the  part  of  the  Grown. 
Therefore,  I  may  fairly  appeal  to 
those  Members  of  the  Committee 
who  do  not  take  up  the  irreconcilable 
position  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton, that  they  should  make  a 
reasonable  concession  to  the  Kepre- 
sentatives  cf  the  Crown.  Considering, 
therefore,  that  these  claims  were  abso- 
lutely waived,  though  there  was  no  pre- 
cedent for  such  waiver,  it  was  not 
reasonable  to  expect  that  the  Gt>vern- 
ment  should  accept  a  proposition  directly 
opposite  to  that  which  they  had  laid 
before  the  House.  I  think  that  when 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  given 
way  practically  all  along  the  line,  when 
they  have  agreed  to  a  Beport  in  which 
the  claims  of  the  younger  children  are 
waived,  when  they  have  agreed  to  a  Be- 
port embodying  recommendations  that 
when  the  Civil  list  should  be  settled, 
it  should  be  settled  on  a  basis  rendering 
it  impossible  for  similar  demands  to  the 
present  to  be  made,  I  do  think  that 
acme  concession  might  have  been  made 
to  the  feelings  of  the  present  reigning 
House,  and  that  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site might  have  joined  with  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 


Lothian  in   making  provisi<^  for  the 
children  of  the  Prince  of  Wales. 

Mb.  J.  MOBLEY  (Newcastle-on- 
Tyne) :  I  do  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
entering  at  length  into  the  vexy  large 
and  important  issues  raised  in  the  eariler 
part  of  the  discussion,  but  I  think  it 
right,  especially  after  what  has  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Baronet  who  has  jutt  aat 
down,  to  say  what  may  be  said  to  justify 
the  attitude  of  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
has  complained.  I  think  we  may  all 
congratulate  ourselves  on  the  acquisition 
we  have  received  in  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Birrell).  His  speech  contains 
promise  of  future  important  contribu- 
tions to  our  Debates.  I  agree  with  my 
hon.  Friend  that  this  is  a  most  distaste* 
ful  subject,  which  none  of  us  would 
approach  if  we  could  avoid  it.  I  also 
agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  when  he 
said  that  a  great  deal  of  the  fever  in  the 
public  mind  would  be  abated  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  made  a 
rather  more  frank  statement  of  the  re- 
sources at  the  disposal  of  the  Grown. 
The  hon.  Baronet  is  unable  to  under^ 
stand  how  those  Members  of  the  Oom- 
mittee  who,  like  myself,  went  a  con- 
siderable way  with  the  Government  did 
not  accede  to  the  final  proposals.  What 
was  the  position  of  the  four  of  us  who 
voted  finally,  with  a  reluctance  that  can 
easily  be  imagined  after  the  magnificent 
speech  which  we  have  heard  to-night, 
when  we  parted  from  our  Leader  ?  w'e 
were  from  the  beginning  hostile  to  the 
extension  of  any  Grants  to  the  grandchil- 
dren of  the  Sovereign.  We  recognised 
no  claims  on  behalf  of  the  grandchildren 
and  no  obligations  on  the  part  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  Government  came  forward  im 
the  Committee  with  proposals  which  the 
hon.  Baronet  has  smoothly  passed  over, 
but  they  were  stupefying  proposals  even 
to  Eome  hon  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side.  They  involved  a  contingent  annual 
demand — contingent  upon  the  marriages 
of  the  Prince  of  Wales's  children— of 
nearly  £50,000  a  year,  as  well  as  a  pos- 
sible capital  sum  of  £30,00Q.  More 
than  that,  they  contemplated  a  Graot  to 
the  children  of  Her  Majesty's  youngw 
sons.  This  proposal  was  felt  to  be  so 
impossible  that  within  a  few  hours  the 
Government  withdrew  it.  The  hon. 
Baronet  called  it  a  concession.  It  wais 
no  concession ;  it  was  the  withdrawal  of 
an  impracticable  and  an  impossible  pro- 
posal.   The  proposals  involved  aa  obli- 
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gation  which  we  entirely  denied,  and 
they  committed  Parliament  to  an  endless 
€hain  of  future  demands.    In  spite   of 
the  untenable  nature  of  the  G-overn- 
ment  proposals,  in  spite  of  the  uncer- 
tainty in  which  they  remained  for  throe 
days,  we  were  so  convinced  of  the  desi- 
rableness   of    avoiding    anything   like 
mischievous  friction    in    the    relations 
between  Parliament  and  the  Grown  that 
we  persuaded  ourselves  to  assent  to  a 
Grant  of  a  moderate  amount — I  do  not 
call   £40,000    or  £36,000   a  moderate 
amount,  but  we  persuaded  ourselves  to 
consent  to    the  Grant  of   a  moderate 
amount  provided  the  Government  would 
consent  to  sweep  away  from  their  pro- 
posals every  shred  and  vestige  of  the 
right    and    claim    of  obligation.    We 
never  admitted  at  any  stage  that  there 
were  any  imperative  circumstances  which 
justified  the  present  demand  or  imposed 
upon  Parliament  any  sort  of  obligation 
to  comply  with  that  demand.    What  we 
said  was  this — **If  you  will  drop  all 
your  arguments  and  pretensions  from 
precedent  and  from  want  of  notice ;  if 
you  will  cease  to  assert  any  claim  as  a 
right ;  if  you  will  close  the  account,  we 
will  agree  on  our  own  part,  whatever 
may  be  thought  by  our  friends — we  will 
assent,   in  the  interest  of  peace   and 
quietness,  to  a  moderate  Grant.*'     The 
right  hon.   Gentleman,  I  see,    assents 
to  that  as  a  complete  and  fair  statement 
of  our  case.     We  made  it  clear  from  the 
first,  we  repeated  it  at  every  stage,  and 
that  is  the  purport  of  what  is  called  the 
compromise.      Hon.   Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  may  blame  us  if  they 
please,  but  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite, 
and  Gentlemen  opposite,  cannot  blame 
us.   They  cannot  say  that  they  found  us 
intractable  or  irreconcilable.    1  am  not 
sure  that  I  did  not  for  my  own  part 
strain   my    own   pledges    to   my  con- 
stituents.    I  rather  think  I  did,  but  I 
justified  it  to  myself,  and  I  am  prepared 
to  justify  it  to  them,  on  two  grounds. 
My  first  ground  was  that  I  was  anxious 
to  avoid  friction  that  could  be  avoided. 
We  desired,  as  much  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    desired,    unanimity.      We 
desired,  as  he  said  in  his  opening  remarks 
to-night,  practical  concurrence  upon  a 
practical  proposal.    My  cecond  ground 
was  this — and  I  really  do  not  know  why 
I  should  be  ashamed  to  own  it — that  I 
was  anxious  to  avoid  parting  company, 
on  what  is  a  matter  of  secondary  import- 
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ance,  with  the  Leader  to  whom,  on  all 
matters  of  primary  importance,  I  am  and 
all  of  us  are  bound  by  ties  of  g^titude. 
I  hope  the  House  will  not  think  I  am 
wrong  in  stating  plainly  my  position. 
But  what  happened  ?  The  Gfovernment 
came  down  with  their  new  and  revised 
version  of  their  proposal,  but  the 
obnoxious  statement  of  the  case  rer 
appeared  in  an  aggravated  form. 
Paragraph  14  of  the  draft  Beport  begins 
with  this  proposal : — 

**  In  view  of  the  facts  above  stated*  your 
Committee  are  of  opinion  that  Her  Majes^ 
would  have  a  claim  on  the  liberality  of  Par- 
liament shoald  she  think  fit  to  apply  for  such 
Grants  as,  in  accordance  with  precedent,  may 
become  requisite  for  the  support  of  the  Boyid 
Family." 

That  was  are-statement  of  the  very  case 
in  an  aggravated  form  tD  which  we 
objected.  Therefore  we  repeated  onr 
remonstrance.  We  added  at  this  stage 
compromise  to  compromise.  We  even 
expressed  our  willingness  cot  to  ask  for 
a  negation  of  the  Royal  claim  ;  we  said 
we  should  be  willing  to  acquiesce  in  the 
mere  withdrawal  of  the  affirmation  then 
made.  That  was  the  contention  we  held 
all  along,  and  it  was  a  contention  which 
the  GK>vemment  had  and  have  done 
nothing  to  meet.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  to-night 
put  a  very  charitable  interpretation  on 
the  attitude  of  the  Government  in 
putting  that  clause  into  the  draft.  Bnt 
in  the  Committee  my  right  hon.  Friend 
was  more  suspicious  of  right  hon'. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  He  then  put  a 
less  charitable  interpretation  upon  that 
clause,  because  he  moved  an  Amendment 
to  which  I  must  invite  the  attention  of 
the  House.  It  will  be  observed  that  the 
Government  contended  that  Her  Majastv 
had  a  claim.  My  right  hon,  Fnen^ 
upon  whose  authority  I  am  glad  to  lean, 
moved  this  Amendment — 

*'  In  lieu  of  Clause  14— Tour  Committee  have 
recited  the  facts  of  previous  practice  inaooordr 
ance  with  the  order  of  reference  under  whioii. 
they  have  heen  appointed.  An  importHdt 
question  arises  whether  and  how  far  theia  £mIs 
form  a  ground  of  action  nnder  the  new  meCfaod 
which,  at  a  period  later  than  the  ttign  of 
Georgt)  III.,  has  been  applied  to  the  (%vu  Litt« 
and  since  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  has  sdded  so 
largely  to  the  means  at  the  disposid  of  Ih* 
Sovereign.  A  further  addition  to  these  mains 
might  also  be  expected,  in  the  judgaent  of 
your  Committee,  from  possible  retrenohmwts 
to  be  made  in  connection  with  the  Royal  Houses 
hold  and  otherwise." 
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That  was  the  Amendment  moved  hy  mj 
right  hon.  Friend,  and  it  shows  that  he 
was  not  satisfied  with  the  statement  put 
forth  by  Her  Majesty's  Q-overnment  on 
that  14th  clause.    We  have  objected,  as 
did  also  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  tlie 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  to  the  para- 
graph about  notice.      My    own    view 
about  notice  is  this — that  there  was  no 
right  to  notice,  that  there  was  no  reason 
in  the  nature  of  things  why  Parliament 
should  have  been  expected  to  give  notice, 
that  there  was  no  obligation  on  Parlia- 
ment to  give  notice.    What  gave  suffi- 
cient notice  to  the  Crown  to  make  wise 
and  prudent  provision  was  the  enormous 
increase  which  had  taken  place  in  the 
revenues  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster; 
and,   further,   the   annual    transfer   of 
£16,000  or  £18,000  which  had  not  been 
contemplated  when  the  Civil  List  was 
settled.  We  rejected  this  claim  of  notice. 
The  Government  then  relied  upon  pre- 
cedents.    I   submit  that  every  one  of 
those  historical  facts  upon   which  the 
Government  have  relied  for  the  purpose 
of  precedent  are  prior  facts,  but  they  are 
not  precedents.    This  is  a   distinction 
which  the  House  will  not  smile  at,  for  it 
is  a  genuine  distinction.     The  whole  of 
the  conditions  under  which  these  Grants 
were  made  upon  which  the  Government 
rely  as  precedents  were,  when  the  prin- 
ciples  upon   which  the  Civil  List  was 
settled,  entirely  di£Eerent,  and  are  not 
in  any  way  calculated  to  guide  us  in  the 
present  conditions.     A  wise  man  said, 
"  We  are  not  going  to  suffer  bad  things 
because  our  ancestors  suffered  worse." 
We  of  the  present  generation  are  called 
upon   to   give   Grants   which  upon  the 
merits  are  not  defensible,  simply  because 
in  former  reigns  such  Grants  were  made. 
Li  this  persistence  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,    what    are    we    to     do  ? 
They     porsist    in     propositions    which 
misrepresent     the     present    facts     of 
the  case,  and    which    place    the    pro- 
posed   Grants    on    a    wrong  and    an 
unreal  foundation,  and,  worse  than  that, 
they  persist  in  propositions  which  leave 
room  for  the  assertion,  direct  or  indirect, 
of  these  claims  on  future  occasions.     I 
would  point  out  in  passing,  that  if  the 
contention  which  the  Gt>vemment  main- 
tain  and   the  position  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  has  taken  up  are  sound,  they 
mean  nothing  less  than  this — that  you 
have  been  treating  the  Sovereign  in  a 
mean,  hard,  and  shabby  manner. 


Sir  B.  FOWLER  (London) :    Hear, 
hear! 

Mb.  MOELEY:  The  hon.  Baronet  is 
always  ready  with  cheers,  not  always  of 
a  meaning  kind.  If  these  propositions 
mean  anything  they  mean  that  those 
gentlemen  are  shirking  a  claim  which 
Her  Majesty  has  for  a  Grant.  I  hope 
the  hon.  Baronet  is  satisfied.  We  hold 
a  distinctly  opposite  view  ;  we  hold  that 
there  is  no  claim,  no  obligation  on  Par- 
liament, and  that  every  shilling  advanced 
on  behalf  of  the  grandchildren  of  the 
Sovereign  would  have  been  an  act  of 
liberality  and  grace  on  the  part  of  this 
Parliament.  Is  it  clear  from  any  words 
which  have  fallen  from  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  or  any  declaration  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to-night  or  in 
Committee  that  no  claim  for  the  grand- 
children of  the  Sovereign  beyond  the 
family  of  the  Prince  of  Wales  is  to  be 
made  under  any  circumstances  whatever 
during  the  present  reign  ?  It  is  import- 
ant that  there  should  be  a  clear  answer 
to  that  question,  because  I  read  in  an 
organ  which  strongly  supports  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  these  Grants 
language  of  a  very  different  kind. 
One  of  the  great  organs  of  opinion 
last  Saturday,  after  the  position  of  Her 
Maiescy's  Government  was  thoroughly 
understood  by  the  writer,  says  :  — 

*|  Contingencies  may  easily  be  conceived  in 
which  grandchildren  of  the  Queen  outside  the 
family  of  the  Prince  of  Wales  might  find  them, 
selves  in  circumstances  which  would  appeal 
irresistibly  to  the  sympathy  and  good  feeling 
of  the  people  of  England." 

I  am  not  saying  whether  such  might  or 
might  not  be  the  case.  Upon  that  I 
make  no  observation.  In  another 
organ,  which  also  supports  the  Govern- 
ment, a  more  specific  illustration  is  given, 
and  this  language  is  used :  — 

"  The  lapse  of  the  provisions  voted  by  Parlia- 
ment to  the  late  Duke  of  Albany  puts  the 
country  in  a  position  to  recognize  the  claim  of 
his  eldest  son  to  stand  in  his  father's  place,  and 
were  a  Parliamentary  Cfrant  to  be  applied  for 
on  his  behalf  we  believe  that  the  public  at  large 
would  view  that  application  without  dis- 
favour." 

Upon  that  again  I  make  no  observation. 
What  I  submit  is  that  by  the  position 
taken  up  by  Her  Majesty *s  Government 
the  claim  is  still  left  alive.  I  admit  it 
may  be  temporarily  dormant ;  it  may  be 
that  they  intend  it  should  lie  in  abeyance 
for  a  time;  but  from  their  language 
that  claim  is  still  alive  and  is  sure  to  .do 
revived  at  the  next  settlement  of  the 
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grmL^:  aad  ca  tat 
.5  v.ok  pL 
Hcoae,  aoe  rrta  Mr.  Jo«»ph  Hiai&«.  vko 
oppciced  tikc  gnat,  crer  Tcnt^ind  Zij  caH 
in  qoccticn  tji«  priae:p:«  -v^hzca  tii« 
right  Loo.  GcntLgczMLc.  ku  iCigmctLzcd 
AC  0tspel7iiig.  It  is  qoite  tni«  that . 
Mr.  Hiim«  objected  to  tbe  grmnt — cot  to 
the  pnnciplo  of  th«  gra&t — crefrbodj 
admitted  the  principle — bat  iimplj  to 
the  amoant,  aad  he  took  a  Difiaion  in 
the  Hooae  and  opposed  the  Bill  at 
•eireral  ttagee  becaoee  he  objected  to  the 
proposed  amoant.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  also  misrepresented  the  atti- 
tude of  the  Ooremment.  What  the 
Ooremment  ttated  was  that  no  notiee 
was  given  or  to  be  found  in  any  Beso- 
lution  €}1  the  lioase  daring  the  present 
reign,  or  in  anj  declaration  ever  made 
by  any  Minister,  h«nn  which  Her  Majesty 
ought  U»  have  concluded  that  the  ''prior 
faots  "  of  the  former  reign  woula  not 
be  re|ieat«d  In  the  present  reign. 
The  ingenuity  of  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
nian  and  his  friends  has  failed  to  find 
any  such  ef>mmunioation.  None  such 
lias  beitn  brought  liefore  the  House  in 
this  Debate,  and  I  renture  to  say  it  will 
not  bo  bnjught  before  the  House,  becauee 
thoro  IN  no  such  thing  in  existence. 
In  iho  aljfidnce  of  sny  action  of  that  kind, 
thorn  wfM  no  opportunity  given  to  Her 
M«ji«Mty  to  provido  by  savings  for  those 
oliligatioriN  which  she  had  a  right  to 
suppose  Imd  boon  undertaken  by  Par- 
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ri^rii:  ef  ih^  (^9wii.  if  Atf  li^t 
vo«id  haT»  b<ai  ptejidieed  I^Lbvahk 
bwn  pot  forward  aad  aHervaidspMaea 
over  ml  tututm,  Thar  was  tte 
why  the  right  boo. 
pvopi>9al  co;yd  net  he  agreed  to. 
Bat  the  right  hon.  Gcntloiunit  aflkflv 
alL  is  qoarreDin^  ahont  raetw  wotds. 
We  were  all  agr^d.  with  the  enmyliuii 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Neiflmaptoii 
aad  his  friends,  whose  attitnde  .wa  all 
nnderstand.  The  right  hon.  Menbe^ 
for  Bedford  'Mr.  Whithtead).  and  ifce 
other  disting^nisked  onanienta  of  tte 
Party  opposite,  agreed  as  to  flia  ■ab*' 
stantive  and  praetod  pioposaL  Thij 
agreed  the  Pnnce  of  Walea  afaoidd  have 
a  fond  out  of  which  he  waa  to  mdka 
provision  for  his  children,  but  th^  broke 
away  from  that  affreement  beoanaa  Ifca 
Government  would  not  formally  nagaftiva 
adaim  which  their  right  hon.  and  rereted 
Leader  says  is  now  absolutdjiemavad 
from  practical  politics.  But  to  delhttd 
himself  from  tne  aeonsation  of  bivfaq^ 
broken  away  from  the  agreemeiit  for 
the  sake  of  a  mere  quarrel  about  words, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  J.  Mar* 
ley)  has  invented  a  most  eztmordinaiy 
theory  as  to  what  may  happen  on  the 
next  settlement  of  the  Civil  listi  which 
we  all  hope  may  be  at  a  very  remoto 
period.  I  have  utterly  failed  to  under* 
stand,  and  I  doubt  whether  anybody  in 
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the  House  tinderetands,  this  theory^ 
The  right  hon.  Gidhtlemaii  is  haunted 
by  m  idea  that  by  the  use  of 
some  form  of  words  he  oan  fetter  the 
much  wiser  Parliament  which  will  be  in 
Session  when  the  next  Cfyil  List  has  to  be 
settled.  I  cannot  understand  how  any 
form  of  words  we  oan  use  oan  by  possi- 
bility abridge  the  right  and  discretion 
of  that' Parliament,  although  we  hare 
stated  in'  our  Keport  that  on  the  next 
occasion  when  these  matters  hare  to  be 
considered  it  should  be  made  impossible 
for  any  claim  of  that  kind  to  arise.  Of 
course,  I  know  that  the  use  of  these  words 
will  not  prevent  a  future  Parliament 
from  exercising  its  own  discretion  in  the 
settlement  of  the  next  Civil  List.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  be  one  of 
those  who  have  to  arrange  with  the 
Grown  for  the  settlement  of  the  next 
Givil  List,  I  do  not  think  that  the  Beport 
of  the  Committee  will  be  any  obstacle  in 
his  way,  and  I  do  not  think  that,  what- 
ever we  may  do  at  present,  we  can  pro- 
vide for  a  remote  future.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  House  is  disposed  to  have 
any  regard  for  authority  or  advice.  But 
I  should  have  thought  if  there  was  one 
Member  of  this  House  in  whom  the 
Liberal  Party  would  have  placed  its  con- 
fidence it  would  have  been  the  old 
Parliamentary  hand  who  addressed  the 
House  at  the  beginning  of  the  even- 
ing. We  have  his  authority  for 
saying  that  the  claim  on  behalf  of 
the  youuger  sons  of  the  Sovereign 
is  now  out  of  practical  politics.  We 
have  his  authority  for  these  very  words 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ob- 
jects, and  on  account  of  which  he  excuses 
himself  from  having  broken  away  from 
the  agreement  to  which  he  was  inclined 
to  assent;  and  we  have,  therefore,  a 
right  to  say  that  no  such  agreement 
as  the  right,  hon  Gentleman  asks 
should  be  entered  into.  Although 
I  am  not  one  of  the  followers 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian ;  although  I  do  not  show  my 
respect  for  him  by  praising  his  magni- 
ficent speech  and  then  deserting  him 
upon  a  most  important  and  critical  ques- 
tion, I  for  one  would  be  inclined,  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind,  to  follow  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  when  he  pronounces 
that  we  have  done  what  was  most  cal- 
culated to  prevent  claims  of  this  kind 
from  arising  in  the  future ;  and,  in  doing 
so,  I  should  feel  tolerably  satisfied  that 


I  had  done  what  was  i^htim  Ifaemsilsiv. 
I  must  apologise  for  baviag^'delMiad 
the  House  so  long,  but-^Z'ihoQ^t  it 
might  be  useful  in  clearing  tiie  ateo^ 
sphere  of  our  Debates,-*  which  ienppaae 
may  go  on  for  manjr  nights  to  ooomp^  If 
the  attitude  of  the  righl^faon.  Genlieasif 
opi>osite  were  made  perfsetly  6Iear  Aad 
plain  to  the  House.  I  thonght  that  I 
was  assisting  our  Debater  by  helping  Ibe 
right  hon.  Oentlemin  to  make  his  own 
attitude  perfectly  clear;  but  as  ikr  as 
the  question  immediately  before  tbe 
House  is  concerned,  that questionis new 
dead  until  some  Member  of  the  Party  of 
the  hon.  Member  lor  Northamptta  will 
grapple  with  and  answer  the  aif^unleiiti 
put  forward  at  the  beginning  of  the 
evening^  by  the  right  hon.  GMtleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 
*Mb.  WHITBREAD  (Bedford):  I 
did  not  intend  to  take  part  in  the  Debate, 
but  the  remarkable  speech  we  have  j«tl 
heard  induces  me  to  say  a  f^w  words. 
If  the  only  object  of  that  speech  was'to 
fill  up  time  until  tomorrow  night  theii; 
to  use  the  language  of  time  workeraj 
the  hon.  Gbntleman  has  ^^put  in  his 
time"  very  satisfactorily,  and  possibly 
his  own  friends  may  even  think  he  added 
some  overtime.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  began  by  boldly  assertiiig 
that  the  Government  hai  not  given  way 
in  any  of  their  positions.  I  hope  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  settle  that 
question  with  the  hon.  Baronet  behisid 
him,  who  has  told  the  House  that  th#- 
Opposition  was  so  unreasonable  beoauee 
the  Government  have  given  way  all 
along  the  line.  The  Reeolutions  of  this 
Government,  which  are  the  exposition* 
of  their  minds  upon  the  subjeet  of  ths^ 
Royal  Grants,  were,  after  all,  aooordiag* 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  only  pilot 
balloons  sent  up  to  find  which  way  th^ 
wind  was  blowing.  I  am  glaif 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  at^ 
last  let  the  cat  out  of  the  bag; 
I  always  suspected  it;  I  almost  fwt 
sure  that  though  we  were  kept  in 
suspense  for  40  hours  that  the  stera 
refusal  of  the  €K>vernment  to  omit  the 
obnoxious  words  about  the  validity  6f 
claim  arose  from  their  proposals  having 
been  pinned  to  the  deak,  and  from  their 
desire  not  to  stultify  themselves  by 
omitting  all  mention  of  a  claim  which,  * 
in  the  first  instance,  they  proposed  as  a 
good  one.  The  attitude  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
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members  of  the  Committee  had  agreed 
to  support  his  Domination.   Being  under 
thut  impression,  I  did  not  secure  the 
attondance  at  the  iirst  meeting  of  two  of 
my  hon.  Friends.     Late  that  night  I 
learned  for  the  first  time  that  some  ques- 
tion liad  arisen  whether  the  two  Conser- 
vativo    members    in    question    would 
adhere  to  the  understanding.    It  was 
then  too  late  to  secure  the  attendance  at 
the  first  meeting  of  the  Committee  either 
of  Mr.  Blane  or  of  Mr.  Clancy.     When 
the  (Committee  met,  Sir  J.   Whittaker 
Ellis  moved  the    election   of    Sir    W. 
Marriott  as  Chairman  of  the  Committee. 
Mr.  Lea,  who  was,  I  think,  entitled,  if 
he  had  pressed  his  claim,  to  occupy  the 
Chair,  moved  that  Mr.   J.   Morley   be 
elected.     Sir  J.  W.  Ellis,  Alderman  of 
the  Broad  Street  Ward,  ex- Sheriff  and 
Lord  Mayor  of  London,  and  Chairman 
of  the  Irish  Society  whose  affairs  were 
the  subject  of  the  investigation  by  the 
Committee,  endeavoured  to  prevent  any 
observations  being  made  on  the  Motion ; 
but  the  clerk  of  the  Committee,  on  being 
appealed  to,  stated  that  the  usage  on 
the    Committee    as   to   the  election  of 
Chairman  was  the  same  as  tbe  usage  of 
the  House  respecting  the  election    of 
Speaker.    Mr.  Lawson  then  pointed  out 
that  Sir  W.  Marriott  was  already  Chair- 
man of  an  important  Committee  which 
occupied  a  considerable  portion  of  his 
time.       I    ventured   to    point    out    to 
Sir    W.    Marriott    that    amongst  his 
various    and   multifarious  accomplish- 
ments,   no  one  could  claim  for  him  a 
knowledge  of  Irish  affairs.    I  appealed 
to   him  not  to  set  himself  against  the 
unanimous  wish  of  the  Irish  Members 
of  both  parties  on  the  Committee,  and  I 
pointed  out  that   Mr.  J.    Morley  had 
official  and    Parliamentary    experience 
which   fully  qualified   him  to  preside 
over  the  Committee.       I  warned  the 
majority  of  the  Committee  present  that 
the  action  they  proposed  could  but  have 
an  unfortunate  effect  upon  their  proceed- 
ings,   if,  indeed,    it   did   not    entirely 
paralyse  their  action.     A  Division  was 
taken,  and  Sir  W.  Marriott  was  elected 
Chairman  by  five  votes — namely,  the 
votes  of  Sir  W.  Marriott  himself ;  Lord 
Elcho ;  Sir  J.  W.  Ellis,  Alderman  of  the 
Broad   Street   Ward,    Ex-sheriff    and 
Lord  Mayor  of  London,  and  Chairman 
of  the  Irish  Society ;  Colonel  Laurie,  a 
member  of  one  of  tiie  City  Companies ; 
and  Sir  Bichard  Temple,  a  member  of 
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the    School   Board  for  London.     The 
three  members  who  voted  for  Mr.  J. 
Morley  were  Mr.  H.  Lawson,  represent- 
ing the  English  Liberal  Party  ;  lir.  T. 
Lea,    representing  the  Irish    Unionitt 
Party ;  and  I  myself,  representing  my 
hon.  Friends.  The  wish  of  the  Zrieh  Mem- 
bers having  been  in  so  conspicuous  and 
unanimous  a    measure  disregarded,  I 
felt   I  could    not   regard  the     future 
proceedings  of  the  Committee  with  any 
hope ;  and  knowing  that  Sir  W.  l^Earriott 
was  the  Advocate  of  the  Irish  Society 
and  the  London  Companies,  I  could  not 
accept  his  rulings  as  to   the  admissi- 
bility of  evidence  and  so  on.     Neither 
my  hon.  Friends  nor  myself  could  con- 
done  by  our  continuous  presence  what 
we  honestly  felt  to  be  in  the  nature  of  a 
scandal.      Under   these   circumstances 
we  felt  constrained  to  sever  ourselves 
from  the  Committee,  and  we  ask  the 
House  to  adopt  the  Motion. 

Sir  W.  MAERIOTT  (Brighton):   I 
cannot  but  regard  this  as  a  storm  in  a 
teacup.        As  to  •  any   understanf' 
certainly    I  never   made    one  m^ 
personally,  and  I  am  informed  by  non. 
Members  here  present  that  they  never 
had  any  understanding  at  all.      So  fiur 
as  I  am  concerned  personally,  I   was 
asked  by  Mr.  Lea  whether  I  wanted  to 
be  Chairman,  and  I  told  him  ''  Certainly 
not.''    I  was  asked  afterwards  whether 
if  I  was  elected  Chairman  I  would  aot» 
and  I  said,  ''  Certainly  I  would."  Well^ 
I  am  told  the  Committee  meeting  was 
called   purposely    at   half -past    11    to 
suit  the  convenience  of  the  riffht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  J.  Morley)  because  he  had  to  he  at 
the  Boyal  Grants  Committee  meeting  at 
12.    At  half-past  11  there  were  eight 
members  present,  and  I  was  proposed 
Chairman,  and  Mr.  Morley  was  proposed 
Chairman.  Idid  not  wish  to  take  any  part 
in  the  proceedings,  and  retired  into  a 
comer  of  the  room  while  they  were  fight- 
ing it  out  amongst  themselves.  The  nght 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Sexton)did  makean 
appeal  to  me  to  retire,  and  I  said  I 
would  retire  when  asked  by  those  who 
were  supporting  me  to  retire,  but  not  at 
the  request  of  political  opponents.    It 
was  put  to  the  vote,  and  four  votes  were 
given  for   myself  and  three  for  lb. 
Morley.    I  did  not  want  to  voto,  hut  t 
was  told  I  must  voto  because  I  was  ia 
the  room.    Well,  I  had  been  elected  hj ' 
four  to  three.    I  might  have  stultificw 
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the  vote  of  mj  Friends  by  voting  with 
mj  political  opponents.  I  considered 
what  was  my  political  duty,  and  I 
thought  it  was  to  support  my  political 
Friends  and  to  vote  lor  myself.  The 
right  hon.  Qentleman  (Mr.  Sexton;  then 
walked  out  of  the  room,  but  neither 
Mr.  Lawson  nor  Mr.  Lea  followed  him. 
Mr.  J.  Morley  never  put  in  an  appear- 
ance, and  Mr.  Blane  came  in  a  few 
minutes  afterwards.  Then  it  became  a 
question  of  how  we  were  to  proceed. 
This  is  not  the  first  time  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  that  side  of  the  House  have  re- 
tired from  places  when  the  course  of 
procedure  was  not  going  quite  as  they 
wished.  I  have  known  them  retire  from 
this  House,  and  we  never  found  that 
business  was  rebarded  by  their  retire- 
ment— in  fact  we  found  it  was  rather 
accelerated.  When  I  was  asked  what 
we  should  do  I  said  we  must  go  on,  as 
we  were  commissioned  by  the  Konse  to 
make  a  certain  inquiry.  On  Monday 
we  got  through  a  large  amoimt  of  busi- 
ness, and  all  I  can  say  is  we  very  much 
regret  indeed  the  absence  of  our  friends 
opposite,  but  we  are  determined  to  do 
our  duty  as  well  as  we  can  without 
them. 

*Mb.  W.  lawson  (St. Pancras,W.) : 
I  would  not  ask  to  be  discharged  from 
the  Committee,  did  I  not  believe  that 
there  had  been  a  distinct  breach  of  an 
honorable  understanding  and  of  a  time- 
honoured  usaee  of  this  House.  It  was 
agreed  by  all  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee that  Mr.  J.  Morley  should  be 
elected  Chairman.  Probably  he  would 
have  refused  to  serve  on  the  Committee 
had  that  not  been  the  case.  It  has  not 
been  usual  to  take  note  of  any  political 
distinctions  in  the  election  of  Chairman, 
and  I  would  ask  whether  there  is  any 
precedent  whatever  for  rejecting  an  Ex- 
Cabinet  Minister  when  he  offered  him- 
self for  election.  The  whole  constitution 
of  the  Committee  was  open  to  criti- 
cism in  many  respects.  It  is  not  a 
very  common  thing  for  those  who  have 
pecuniary  interests  in  subjects  under 
mquiry  to  take  a  seat  on  the  Committee. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Kingston-on- 
Thames  (Sir  J.  W.  Ellis)  with  ahnost 
indecent  haste  proposed  uie  election  of 
Sir  W.  Marriott,  and  then  proceeded  to 
interrupt  anybody  who  wished  to  offer 
anyremarkonhisproposition.  Themean- 
ing  was  too  obvious  to  be  misunderstood. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman,  I  bdieve, 


persuaded  my  hon.  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Evesham,  to  reverse  the  judgment 
he  had  first  formed  to  support  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle.  Of  course  the  interested 
parties  were  well  represented  on  the 
Committee,  and  I  would  point  out  that 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member 
for  Brighton  was  already  the  Chairman 
of  another  important  Committee.  It 
was  not  likely  that  this  Committee 
would  terminate  its  labours  this  Session, 
and  as  the  other  Committee  will  also 
meet  again  next  Session,  I  ask  the 
House,  can  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  be 
expected  to  take  the  chair  in  two  im- 
portant Committees  in  one  Session? 
He  is  a  professional  man  with  a  large 
practice,  and  I  must  say,  that  from  my 
experience  of  his  attendance  on  Com- 
mittees on  which  I  have  also  sat,  I  should 
not  be  inclined — without  any  reference 
to  Party  considerations — to  give  my 
vote  in  his  favour.  He  and  I  served  on 
the  same  Committee  for  some  vears,  and 
though  he  was  present  when  the  Keport 
was  being  considered,  I  do  not  thins  he 
put  in  one  attendance  while  the  evidence 
was  being  taken.  The  right  hon. 
Qentleman  will  forgive  my  bringing  this 
to  his  notice,  because  I  think  he  will 
understand  from  his  sense  of  the  fitness 
of  things  that  when  we  have  an  ex- 
Cabinet  Minister  of  high  character 
offering  himself  for  election  as  Chairman 
of  a  Committee,  it  is  hardly  possible 
that  we  can  reject  him  under  such  cir- 
cumstances in  favour  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  himself. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby):  I 
think  that  this  discussion  ought  not  to 
be  loft  entirely  to  the  Members  of  the 
Committee,  as  it  has  a  wider  application 
than  that.  I  think  that  this  is  a  strik- 
ing illustration  of  the  manner  in  which 
hon.  Members  opposite  wish  to  treat 
Irish  affairs  at  Westminster  which  they 
will  not  allow  tabe  transacted  at  Dublin. 
A  Committee  has  been  appointed  to  con- 
sider matters  seriously  affecting  the 
Irish  people,  and  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment interested  in  these  very  companies 
actively  employs  himself  in  promoting 
the  election  of  a  Member  of  the  Conser- 
vative Party  as  Chairman,  in  breach  of 
an  understanding  to  the  contrary.  The 
right  hon.  GhdnUeman  never  seems  to 
look  at  it  from  any  other  point  of  view 
except  that  of  securing  the  presidency 
of   a   Conservative,    and   says    he   la 
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glad  of  the  ooarie  the  Irish  Memben 
were  driven  to,  and  that  the  Oommittee 
can  get  on  maoh  better  without  them. 
That  ie  the  way  in  which  the  Parbr 
opDoeite  thinka  it  best  to  oonduot  Irish 
anairs.  Ton  are  to  get  a  Oommittee 
together,  nominate  a  Chairman  of  j^ur 
own  Party,  and  endeavour  to  get  nd  of 
the  nominee  of  the  Irish  Members.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  that  that  is 
•atisfaotory  because  he  has  said  he  is 
glad. 

Sib  W.  MARRIOTT :    Then  I  wiU 
say  that  I  am  very  sorry. 

SiE  W.  HAROOURT :  I  only  hope 
that  to-morrow  the  papers  will  correctly 
report  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said.  I  speak  under  the  correction 
of  the  House  when  I  say  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  that  he  had  observed 
that  when  the  Irish  Members  retired 
from  the  House  Irish  affairs  were  better 
conducted.  That  is  the  manner  in  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  propose  to 
transact  Irish  affairs;  that  is  the  ad- 
mirable— I  will  not  say,  manoBUvre — 
but  piece  of  generalship,  if  I  mav  use 
the  phrase — ^by  which  the  Judge  Advo- 
cate General  has  brought  to  bear  his 
neat  powers  of  combination  and  secured 
tne  position  of  Ohairman  of  the  Oom- 
mittee, in  which  he  has  so  triumphed 
that  his  foes  have  retired  before  him. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  proud  of 
his  achievement,  and  the  worthy  Alder- 
man (Sir  R.  Fowler),  who  presides  over 
the  London  Oompanies,  whose  action  is 
to  be  inquired  into,  has  not  only  got 
hie  own  Chairman,  but  has  got  rid  of 
everybody  likely  to  oppose  him.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  his  faithful  band 
who  will  make  a  Report  entirely  to  his 
mind  and  that  of  the  London  Sooie  s. 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  Gk» 
ment  will  gladly  act  on  th^^  ' 

Sir    G.   BADEN-POW      u' 
pool,  Kirkdale) :  I  rise  to  on 
to  know  whether  the  right  1 
man  is  in  order  in  imputb 
to  a  Member  of  the  Oom 
of  this  House  ? 

Sir  W.  HAROOURT :  I 
intimated  that  it  was  extrei 
from  the  constitution  of  the  m 
that  such  a  Report  would  be 
also  expressed  an  opinion  inacn 
vemment  would  act  on  the 
the  Oommittee.  which  enjoys  \      < 
dence  of  hon.  Gentlemen  by  i 
are  supported.    This,  I  say,  u 
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illostration  of  the  n  mar  jm 
Irish  opinion  is  treatea  WM 
and  also  of  the  way  «a  whii 
affairs  are  to  be  treated  hj  the 

opposite.  

Thi  OHIEF  SBOBETABT 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bauovb, 
Chester,  E.) :  The  right  hon. 
has  said  this  discussion  ought  not  1i 
be  confined  to  Members  of  the 
mittee,  and  I  may  express  mj 
that  he  has  thought  it  neenssa  _ 
exemplify  his  own  prindple,  fleeiiig  As 
manner  in  which  ne  has  tried,  ~^^^ 
an  ingenuity  all  his  own,  to  turn 
I  understood  to  be  an  important  ' 
sion  on  the  constitution  of 
into  a  Home  Rule  Debate.  The  _ 
hon.  Gentleman  has  told  ub  that  this 
a  characteristic  illustration  of  As 
method  in  which  Irish  affairs  are 
by  this  House,  and  of  the 
with  which  Oommittees  on  Irish  _ 
tions  are  constituted.  Bat  I  would  point 
out  that  this  Oommittee  was  not  eon* 
structed  according  to  the  ordinary  ndsy 
inasmuch  as  one  more  Irish  zemt- 
sentative  has  been  placed  on  it  tta 
would  have  been  appointed  had  the 
ordinary  precedent  been  followed. 
That,  therefore,  instead  of  beings  aa 
illustration  of  the  proposition  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  laid  down  is  preoissfy 
the  opposite,  and  goes  to  show  that  we 
are  glad  to  arrange  that  Irish  opinion 
shoidd  have  weight  in  matters  of  tlrf« 
kind. 

«Mb.  LAWSON  :  There  were  six  Ibr 
the  Government  and  five  on  the  oUmt 
side. 

*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  should  be  aware  that  mg 
hon.  Friend  opponte  was  there.  The 
djmMm,  adndsaion  of  the  iMi 
^^■■^  Is  one  as  to  flieGn 
'  '^  we  weietodMis 
to 
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;  a  Cabinet  Minister  or  an  ex-Oabinet 
later  should  necessarily  be  Ohainnan 
Oommittee  of  which  he  is  a  member 
totally  untenable  position.  I  will 
lit,  however,  that  the  eflioienoy  of 
Oommittee  was  greatly  impaired  by 
kt  has  occurred.  The  value  of  a  Oom- 
:ee  depends  upon  the  Eeport  which 
akesy  and  if  on  a  Oommittee  only  one 
ty  is  represented,  the  Eeport,  from 
nature  of  things,  however  im- 
iially  the  proceedings  of  the  Oom- 
iee  are  conducted,  cannot  carry 
^ht  with  the  House.  It  is  perfectly 
I  that  Oommittees  have  a  right  to 
linate  their  Chairman,  and  that  is  a 
it  with  which  the  House  ought  not 
iterfere.  I  am  very  far  from  giving 
opinion  as  to  the  merits  of  the  con- 
ersy.  There  has  evidently  been  a 
inderstanding,  but  it  is  not  for  me 
ly  who  is  right  or  who  is  wrong; 
the  result  is,  in  my  opinion,  ex- 
lely  regrettable,  not  merely  from 
tneral  point  of  view,  but  because  I 
the  efficiency  of  the  Committee  in 
ying  out  the  work  entrusted  to  it  by 
House  is  greatly  impaired,  if  not 
royed,  by  what  has  occurred. 
!b.  lea  (South  Londonderry):  I 
extremely  sorry  that  this  unfortu- 
\  dispute  has  arisen,  and  also  that 
attempt  should  have  been  made  to 
g  it  into  the  arena  of  Party  politics, 
inquiry  which  the  Committee  was 
>inted  to  make  was  extremely  im- 
ant  to  Irish  interests,  and  I  cannot 
agreeing  with  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
wno  has  just  spoken  that  the  effi- 
sy  of  the  Committee  is  seriously 
aged,  and  I  hope  he  will  see  his 
to  the  appointment  of  a  Boyal 
mission  to  pursue  the  inquiry 
)h  the  Committee  was  appointed 
make.  I  was  very  much  dis- 
>inted  with  the  conduct  of  the 
(Gentleman  opposite.  I  do  not 
b  to  do  anything  except  throw 
m  the  troubled  waters;  but  I  am 
id  to  say  that,  as  far  as  I  can 
6r»  there  was  a  sort  of  understanding 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
Ebr  Newcastle  was  to  be  Chairman. 
■orad  him  on  the  evening  previous 
Oommittee  meeting  that  it  was 
of  men  of  Sil  parties  to 
Ohairman,  i  1  I  knew  that 
wish  of  i  "cain  Members 
fl  tiiink  X  am  right  in 
lHuiI  it  was  the  wish  of  the 


Government.  The  right  hon.  Ctontle- 
man  assented  with  a  certain  amount  of 
reluctance,  and  I  felt,  under  the  circum- 
stances, I  was  bound  to  propose  him.  It 
is  not  for  me  to  go  into  the  reasons  which 
induced  hon.  Members  opposite  to 
change  their  minds.  If  I  were  to  do 
that  I  should  not  be  throwing  oil  on  the 
troubled  waters,  because  I  believe  those 
reasons  were  very  unsatisfactory.  But 
what  I  wish  to  point  out  is  that  there 
are  serious  interests  devolving  upon  the 
Heport  of  this  Oommittee,  and  the 
harmonious  working  of  that  body  is  a 
matter  of  the  utmost  necessity.  I  can 
understand  hon.  Gentlemen  belonging 
to  the  City  Companies  not  wishing  this 
Oommittee  to  be  very  efficient ;  but  I  do 
not  think  that  is  the  wish  of  the  Party 
opposite,  and  certainly  not  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  if  any  other  method  of 
inquiry  can  be  devised  I  should  be  ex- 
tremely glad  of  it.  If  a  B^al  Com- 
mission can  not  be  appointed  i  hope  the 
Motion  will  not  be  pressed,  and  that 
hon.  Members  will  attend  the  Oom- 
mittee and  do  what  they  can  to  make 
the  Beport  as  perfect  as  possible. 

*CoLoirxL  LAUBIE  (Bath) :  As  my 
name  has  been  alluded  to  as  member 
of  a  City  Company  it  is  only  due 
to  myself  to  say  that  I  was  perfectly 
prepared  had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Morley )  been  elected  to  serve  under 
him  with  complete  confidence  in  his 
impartiality  and  fairness.  I  am 
also  anxious  to  say,  on  behalf  of  the 
City  Companies,  that  they  are  anxious 
to  afford  every  information  and  all 
facilities  to  the  Committee,  and  they 
desire  that  their  affairs  may  be  fully 
investigated.  I  believe  the  hon.  Member 
for  Southwark,  who  is  a  member  of  a 
City  Company,  will  confirm  me  in  saying 
Uiat  the  City  Companies  are  most 
anxious  to  give  every  possible  informa- 
tion to  the  Committee,  whose  labours 
they  would  be  very  glad  to  see  com- 
nleted. 

*Mr.'  CAUSTON  (Southwark) :  The 
hon.  Member  opposite  has  alluded  to 
me  as  a  member  of  a  City  Company.  I 
should  therefore  like  to  take  this  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  my  regret  at  the 
unwise  conduct  of  those  gentlemen 
who  are  associated  with  City  Companies, 
and  who  are  on  the  Oommittee.  Such 
conduct  as  that  we  hare  heard  described 
to-night  does  immense  harm  to  the  City 
Companies.    Ai  a  membeitr  of   one  of 
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SIXTH    VOLUME    OF    SESSION    1889.         [Augusts. 


HOUSE    OF     LORDS, 
Friday,  2%th  July,  1889. 


COMMISSION. 

The  following  Bills  received  the 
Boyal  Assent :  Indecent  Advertisements, 
Begistration  of  Oountj  Electors  (Ex- 
tension of  Time),  Agricultural  Holdings 
(Scotland)  Act  (1883)  Amendment, 
TV  eights  and  Measures,  Friendly  So- 
cieties Act  (1888)  Amendment,  Herring 
Fishery  (Scotland),  Master  and  Servant, 
and  National  Portrait  Gallery. 

COMPANIES  CLAUSES  CONSOLIDATION 
ACT,  1888,  AMENDMENT BILL(No.  187). 
PARTNERSHIP  BILL  (No.  188). 

Brought  from  the  Oommons ;  read  1' ; 
and  to  be  printed. 

STATUTE  LAW  BSVISIOIT  BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  for  further  promoting  the  revision  oi 
the  Statute  Law  by  repealing  superfluous  ex- 
pressionB  of  enactment,  and  enactments  which 
have  ceased  to  be  in  force  or  have  become  un- 
necessary—was presented  b^  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor ;  read  1* ;  to  be  printed ;  and  to  be 
read  2*  on  Tuesday  next.    (No.  186.) 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  3)  BILL. 

♦LoBD  BALFOUR :  My  Lords,  I  ask 
your  Lordships  to  suspend  the  Ses- 
nonal  Order  in  respect  of  the  Local 
Government  Provisional  Confirmation 
Order  Bill  (No.  8).  This  Bill  confirms 
certain  orders  for  the  alteration  of  dis- 
triots  in  Yorkshire.  They  are  issued 
the  Public  Health  Act,  1875,  but 
the  passing  of  Agricultural  Hold- 
J^  last  year  they  became  still 
'  -tomplicated,    and    required  still 
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more  negotiation  and  arrangement.  In 
addition  to  that,  it  was  also  found 
necessary,  at  a  late  stage  of  the  proceed- 
ings, to  make  certain  important  addi« 
tions  in  regard  to  Burial  Boards  which 
exist  in  that  part  of  the  country.  Under 
these  circumstances,  looking  at  the  very 
complicated  nature  of  the  negotiations, 
and  arrangements,  and  that  they  have 
now  been  brought  to  a  successful* 
conclusion,  and  that  matters  are  now  in- 
a  satisfactory  position,  I  ask  your  Lord- 
ships to  suspend  the  Sessional  Order. 

Moved,  That  the  Order  made  on  the- 
5th  day  of  March  last, 

<<That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of^ 
C!oinmons  confirming  any  Provisional  Order  or 
Provisional  Certificate  shall  be  read  a  second, 
time  after  Friday,  the  28th  day  of  June  next,** 

be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the  Bill  be< 
read  2* ;  agreed  to  :  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  ol 
the  whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

INDIAN  PLATE  DUTIES. 

Thb  Earl  of  NORTHBROOK  : 
My  Lords,  I  rise  to  call  attention  to  that 
part  of  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission upon  the  Precious  Metals  which 
relates  to  the  duty  upon  silver  plate; 
and  to  move  for  a  copy  of  the  despatch 
from  the  Government  of  India  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  of  the  2nd  of  July, 
1887,  with  enclosures,  and  any  subse* 
quent  correspondence  between  the  India 
Office,  the  Government  of  India,  and 
the  Treasury  on  the  subject.  My  Lords, 
I  do  not  think  that  after  some  remarks 
which  fell  from  the  Prime  Minister  the 
other  day,  your  Lordships  will  think  I 
have  done  wrong  in  bringing  before  you 
a  matter  of  so  much  interest  connected 
with  India.  We  have  the  advantage  in 
this  House  of  the  presence  of  the  Secre* 
tary  of  State  for  India ;  we  have  also 
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)<^A  <***  i*  Jlib'*  t'.im  tlMA  '<*■-"  *t  Ywy 
(«J*^1  f,  ,  ;.,  li,--  (f'/l'J  (->J<..  ut  trilrpc 
t:U.,.^y,.    !.,»(    .»,/   -,f  Hj«'i<,y 't '«  «'«t 

'•^/''■"•" ..,U),iif,t,J*      K-ur- 

•ma  /•■v*^  Kyi  </.-,  K'd'J  (rti".  j/if  ',)!,  iti 
4r'-r^  Will  '('  ,  I*.  fiiM  ii'fi*  K'/nii  ij'jwn 
*/i  'it  *,'t  If  '/'U'it  vifh,  ttjK  rupMt, 
iC^^t'  'ft  J>:/f  wMK  W'/rlli  id  K'J'l 
l»  I'l-t  .  it  j.',w  »'/fi|i  '.»lr  l«.  I'l. 
Mr  h.,'i'.  <l.l*  ■'<l.|*",  J.-.  Uori  ':•.»■ 
•rfMiilly  •fi.'I'.f  lli<.  iitii.i.ii',ii  '.r  thn  KtiK- 
llMli  N(,>J  IwUhu  li;y<,luw,HU,  HU>\, 
limltf   ))/•'.'.  fuuiK  M|f'.  a  It'ifHl  (.''friirrirN- 

•t);t,      OMH     H|.|.'rlftt<  J     f'/l      ttllt     [•HrjCflUI    'rf 

iiiifiiiiun  iiii'f  <i'|i'iiliri(!  '«!  tlti-  f:ni|itcN 
vf  Iti'il  vf'Ht  'tiuiiKu  Id  Uio  rolntivo 
VnIh<.*    'J  |i''''>    "'•'■    ■'<""•     t>>"  "If-'-t-* 

M.i»t    >J.M(.K"    li"*     f lu'ifl.     niKl     th'. 

»M Ida,  If  iiiii,  wli)«li(Hri  Iki  «[(i>linil 

'lUiii  li:tu\  ll'iinritliiiil'in  WNM  itru-iilo'l 
'.*<.»  I.f  u.r  ""I'l"  t't'l  l'>nrti»'l  Fri'-H'l 
I^.mI  IImh..|ii.II  Willi  KMiit   jmitnrtialitj' 

Miol   iitillKr,  ■■■  ■■(■•17  ( iNt  mliiiit 

«l»i  I ••••••I  (III.  vnhiNlJ'i  l(n|H>rti<Mii<i<l 

lir  (li»<  CoKtitilMloii,  wall  rMiinct  W 
lltti  MiMiii'*  "tr  ttiu  I'liNtiKM  ill  llin  rnlativo 
vhIiihn  lit  ijitlil  Mini  «llr«r,  tlio  (JiHiirniii- 
iiliiiiiiiii  ttum  not  iiimitlmimA  in  wpiiiion. 
Willi  ii<a|in(>i.  III  n  |ii)tt.i<m  (if  'llio 
mI1ii|{«i|  i.iraHitrilii'i'liMiiKi)  thi<y<]iir<iml 
mmidwliiili  liiit  ill  ri'M]i(irit  nt  two  jikr- 
Lii'itlnr    olloi'U     wliiiili     li«vii    rolloffed 

fi Ilin   Hllrrml    I'iilittiiin   of  tlio   two 

iiiolnU,  llii'jf  wpi-ti  iinaniniiiiiii.  It  ii 
wllli  llinan  fwii  [iiiiiiliKiiily  tliBt  I  mean  to 
<l<int.     Til"   lli'Mt   (if  tUona  ulfoiiU  it  tho 

Siiiiit  niiilinrriiiiNiiiPiit  CRUKtl  to  the 
iinrn'MM  i.r  hiilin  rnmi  tlio  fact  that 
liiiliK  Itnn  In  imy  nniiimUy  to  thii  coun> 

irv  ji:ii,oii{i.(i<io  til  i:i6,()uo,ooo  io  gal4, 

wiiilx  liiilJN  line  to  Tuiee  that  sum  '" 
vri'  Irnm  lliii  tintivoi  of  IndU.    ' 
null.  Unit  boon  that  the  nati' 
liHvn     HOW    to     pay     r03i< 
■.','.,00(1,1)1)11  of  rupees  more 
ill   «i.l«r    to    pay    the   £1 
n.'i.OiUl.OOl)  ID  sterling  to 
TliAt  hn»  doubtless  been 
UniHt  nmliarraumeiit  tolaai 
wluir«  it  ia  ditiicult  to  iucreat 
wilhoiit  i-ausing  well-Kroundea 


tvA'JZ.  Tfaw*  if  snirier  «JbB  J^ 
rj'AiMii  bj  lL*  £oT»I  ODicnnMas  wHA 
i»  bT  D'j  iij<>aiic  imworaiT  &f  yvar  UH- 
tbij/*'  attwition,  and  liai  is  t3»  pi* 
liardsbip  vhitli  t^e  fall  in  t^  -valaa  d 
*ilrfT  lja»  entailed  on  pnUJe  ataiaBn  it 
Jrtdia  vbo  are  paid  is  wUrrx  bai  vb 
sr«  obliged,  fw  fatrDrOT  aAer  naMB, 
ti^  make  rvmltUBMa  to  tUa  evuBlsj  n 
K'lld.  Ad  official  ia  India  aoK  aasf 
yt^rs  a^o  rvxmiig  his  salary  in  nmn 
would  find  l.Wi  mpeee  vortk  £1W 
stwling  ID  Kagland,  if  ramiUed  for  tfc* 
'flucatioD  of  bis  family  or  other  cJuaawj 
but  now,  ID  (;naBeqiieiice  of  the  fitU  ia 
tbd  [*rrce  of  aiWer  as  compared  wiA 
Ki^ld,  for  his  1,000  rupees  ha  will  oaly 
got  s^jtaething  like  £70  for  remittaBea 
to  Kntclan'].  This  has  occanoaad  ray 
grttat  hartlfthipin  the  juniornokaof  iha 
Horvices  in  India,  and  it  is  bj  no  atrmim 
M  liglit  matter  that  onr  oounbjmea 
<imploy«d  in  India  should  be  plaead  ia 
HO  dilficult  a  position  with  raapeet  to 
thi^ir  payme-its.  In  old  daja  whv 
Knglislimen  in  India  received  ioada- 
({uato  pay,  great  erila  followad,  and  it 
lian,  since  those  times,  been  a  primipla 
to  pay  not  eztravBgant,  bnt  fair  nd 
mrxierate  salaries  to  Engliahman  «■- 
gaged  in  service  in  India.  Now,  my 
1  jfirds,  ihe  Boyal  Commission  had  befon 
it  many  proposals  for  the  pnrpoas  of 
remedying  that  state  of  things,  anoag 
which  the  principal  was  that  groat  altar- 
ation  ia  the  standard  of  Tolna  know* 
in  this  country  under  the  term  "hi* 
metalliim,"  which  many  people  oonaidv 
would  entirely  remedy  thia  atato 
of  thiags.  I  am  not  going  to 
trouble  your  Lordships  with  uaj  >•• 
marks  on  that  mnoh-aebatod  niidiiw 
The  Boyal  Oommission  diffisrad  ll 
opinion  aoout  it,  and  I  think  the  Pritt* 
Minister  the  otha>  day,  in  reply  to  ^ 
deputation  whioh  waited  upon  him  on 
this  subject,  Bsiil  very  properly  that  the  ] 
arKuraents  on  both  sides  would  require 
He  more  thoroughly  threshed  out 
Goternnipnt   oould   expi 


itit  « 


mportant 


But.  niy   liordn.  a^art  from 

ledyot  bi'inotallun),  other 

'  *  I  propoMts  were  luado 

thai    sUtQ    of    things. 

a-  orJiaarj  product 

loilil,   and  with 
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tho  removal  of  the  duty  upon  silver 
ptftte  ia  this  country  would  hava  the 
effeot  of  increttsing  tlie  demand  for 
silver,  and  therefore,  in  the  result,  of  in- 
oreasing  the  pries  of  silver  to  whatever 
extent  the  increased  demand  was  found 
to  be  effective.  Now,  m;  Lords,  the 
Boyal  Oummiision  havo  so  carefully  in- 
veatif^ated  the  subject  that  I  think  I  can 
not  do  better  than  read  in  the  clear 
lan^age  of  their  Report  the  conclusions 
at  which  they  arrived,  rather  than  en- 
deavour to  eipresB  them  in  any  words 
of  my  own,  upon  this  propoaal.  The 
Boyal  Commiision  (and  in  tnis  part  of 
their  Report  they  were  unanimous]  state 
in  paragraph  173  as  follows: — 

"  GompIaiDtB  are  msde  that  the  use  of  liiTer 
for  indnatrist  puTpanei  is  much  restricted  owing 
to  the  duty  of  li.  Od.  per  ounce  which  ig  levied 
on  ailfer  pbite  manufactured  in  this  country 
or  imported  from  abrosd.  Not  only  doe>  the 
duty  (wbich  now  amaunti  to  upwards  of  40  per 
cent  on  the  value  of  the  raw  material)  restrict 
the  demand  for  manufactured  silver,  but  owing 
to  the  hall-marked  regulations  only  silver  of 
the  anthoriaed  stand  ird  can  be  introduced  into 
this  country  for  purposes  of  trade,  the  importa- 
tion of  lower  grad«a  beiag  prohibited  except 
for  private  USB  ;  the  rupee  standard  in  India  is 
•ligbtlr  below  the  standard  required  by  the  hall- 
mark regulaliune  in  thia  country,  iUmiUoiimnl 
floenass  being  916  as  against  SUa." 

Then  the  Report  proceeds  :  — 

"  The  repeal  of  the  doty  has  been  repeatedly 
argod  by  ine  Uovemment  of  India  in  thn  in- 
terests of  those  Dngagrd  in  the  induatry  in  that 
country  ;  and  the  amount  of  revenue  which  ia 
now  railed  by  it  (between  £50,000  aod  £1)0,000 
per  annum]  is  lo  amall  that  it  eonld  be  sur- 
rondered  without  creating  any  serions  diitnrb- 
■noe  of  the  financial  equilibrium.  The  main 
difionlty  which  ia  iinderitood  to  aland  in  the 
way  of  the  repeal  of  the  duty  is  the  qneetion  of 
the  drawback  to  be  granted  on  the  plale  now  in 
the  mannfactareTs  hands  which  has  already 
psid  the  dnty  ;  bat  the  coneeMion  of  the  draw, 
baek  inig:ht  be  limited  to  a  moderate  period— 
•qr  thiea  yean,  and  this  diSonlty  ought  not  to 
be  aa  iampMaLle  obslocla  in  the  way  of  a 
dssinbla  reform." 

Now,    my     Lorda,    the     Report     of 

Iht     Bojal     GommiisioD    is    divided 

iato .  two     parts,    aod    in    the    first 

pMlk  tt»B«port  ot  t]»  majority,  there 

ifi  a  4i*tiiM>t  rMommendation  of  this 

^^^^^H|.«s  a  step  is  tha  right  direction. 

^HH^^KSority,  ia    their    part    of    the 

^Bt^ort^   entirely  wuiouma     with  the 

^^najorit;    in  rocoMLmeodinK  this   pro- 

'MMlwIarasi    i        i\  .Barber, 

"fidaDtial    n  too  Oonncil 

\b  VicOTO]         u  wbg       «  a 

■««■       »f  ■.*  I,      G«- 


prsBsly  stated  his  opinion  as  to 
the  desirability  of  this  being  done,  al- 
though he  said  he  would  go  muoh  far< 
ther  if  possible.  Ky  Lords,  I  should 
now  like  to  make  a  few  remarks  upon 
the  duty  itself,  and  next  upon  hall- 
marking, those  being  the  two  particular 
features  of  the  proposal.  As  regards 
the  duty,  this  was  not  the  first  time  it 
had  received  attention  from  such  a  body, 
for  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, sat  upon  the  subject  of  hall* 
marking  ia  1878-79,  and  they  were 
unanimous  in  recommending  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  duty.  That  Oommittee,  in 
their  Report,  in  Hay,  1879,  used  these 
words ; — 

"  Tha  impodtion  of  a  duty  bearing  so  great 
a  proportion  to  the  intrinaic  value  of  the  raw 
material  haa  a  tendency  to  diminish  the  use  ot 
silver  as  an  article  of  manufacture." 
Mr.  Gladstone,  two  years  afterwards, 
iafluenoed,  I  have  no  doubt,  by  the 
Report  of  that  Committee,  seeing 
the  importance  of  the  subject,  in  hia 
Budget  speech  held  out  expectations 
Ihathewould  be  abla  to  abolish  thia  duty; 
and  the  reasons  he  gave  were,  first, 
the  dangers  in  regard  to  such  an  Exwse 
Duty  ;  and,  secondly,  that  India,  there 
was  everyreasonto believe,  wouldlargelf 
manufacture  ailver  articles  were  it  not 
for  its  operation.  No  words,  my  Lonls, 
could  be  stronger  than  those  words,  though 
unfortunately  Mr.  Gladstone,  like  other 
Ohancsllors  of  the  Exchequer,  finding 
that  the  consideration  of  the  matter 
involved  tha  question  of  drawback,  waa 
prevented  from  carrying  bis  wishes  into 
effeot.  Now,  as  regards  the  effect  on 
the  demand  for  silver  which  would  pro- 
bably be  produced  by  the  abolition  of 
this  duty,  I  venture  to  think  that  tha 
Royal  Commission  have  not  been  san- 
guine enough.  I  do  not  think  they 
have  attached  quiteaufficient  importanoa 
to  the  increased  demand  for  silver  whidh 
may  be  produced  by  the  abolition  of  tha 
duty.  There  is  probably,  my  Lords,  no 
higher  authority  upon  such  a  subject  as 
this  than  Mr.  Oiffen,  of  the  Board  o( 
Trade,  who  was  called  before  the  Com- 
mittoe  of  the  House  of  Commons  in 
1879.  In  his  evidence  be  expressed 
the  opinion  which  I  think  is  enter- 
tained by  every  one  with  regard  to  the 
trade  in  manufactured  articles  subjsot 
to  Customs  Duties.  lie  said  if  there 
vera  an  inoreased  consumption  of  even 
100,000  oonoes  per  annum,  it  would 
3  E  3 
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((.'.!  ii.>.  (.i<',t,')'.«i  '.r  u.if''jiiir  w'.ui'j 

in; •,•,1     ,:i,.u-U<,i.tAy    ir.'-rtiUM!'! 

'I .'I    f'.f     'ilyt-t     |,I..fn,    «i,'J     w.,ii|.I 

\\,i.i<,l;ii.'  I !'»*'■  n  1-1  y  ((ri^nt  Affnct  ii(Kifi 
IU:<„h:,  ,„i.,t-.l.   <l  W'.<iM  Uvm  t«ii- 

ilMi't  I M'l  III''  t"i'<t  "fHJIvnr,  nrid  to 

» -h   -.».'■  :l    tli'<    <rim'iill>'»i   whi'h 

)r"  fr'i  *  \iin:  lo  ixiiif       N'ltr,  my  I.'mlx, 
Urol   '.(.Pi.i'.fi    IM   Ix.M   l.rnll   tlinfniam- 

l"-'-'  "f   '•. !'••  Ill   I'Iiik'h'i'I.     'i')i«y 

Ni" 'vnl' lilii|i  III"  ttii'ln  wiih   India,  HFiil 

M>'.r  H, b  I..itl,l,  wIMi  liiKlj'-r  mitho- 

iMr  M.rd,  ii(.r..M'<  "I-  <'iiii -iK.Jtk.     Thn 

"I I r    n.iiMiiiiTii(i    in    (Iitlmittfl, 

(ir..|      11,1. ,1)^1,.. lit.     liiiliM,     in     ItGnf^nl. 

tl'i't I    lliiiiiliiiy,   )nivii   not   once, 

lull  I'liiitlMiiitlti',  .vi'nr  nfior  ynnr,  memo- 
iliillxoil  ili«  lii'linridiivdnininnt  to  repeal 
llil'i  |miinl  ilnly  ;  niiil  t)i<iyhnve  stated, 
iiviir  ninl  nviir  nuaiti,  that  from 
tlii'ii'  l>iiiiH:|iiiIf((i  of  the  trade  of 
I  lid  III,  thoy  urn  flatiafied  that  a 
vmv  Ini'Ki'ty  iucroaBed  domand  for 
I111I11111  Kilvor  would  follow  from  relief  eo 
Kivi'ii.  Only  the  other  da7  I  find  from 
nil  tniliitn  paper  tbat  tha  Bombaj 
('li!iiuli«r  i>r  Ciimmeicfl  hu  1  *■  « 
vi-iy  i'l<>nr  htnftuafte  00 
H'Miilniv,  your  Loi 
oftho  nuwt  imp- 


iii'jri  n  ntzL^T  for  tlw  ItMs  ia  cB^aap 
i.'.w  hh.  That,  mj  Iflvds.  vm  tk» 
'jfjiiiiua  'A.  the  tluaber  <A  GvaBBW  of 
\',;t.  >,vi  a  f 9v  niDBtlu  ap),  a»d  I  tliak 
they  uri[«il  ao  mora  than  th«i«aBDBaUa 
prrj^ialjilitiea  of  tlw  eaMi  Xor,  mj 
\  t^ii4*,  BO  far  I  havfl  vpokea  of  th» 
l/ffu^fit  t9  the  peopl«  of  India  wUek 
would  rMult  from  taking  off  Uhm 
dutiAK ;  but  I  am  alao  "*^-fifn^  that  it 
would  be  of  great    adrantaga    to  A» 

fi«0|dfl  of  this  country  that  thers  ^ooU 
im  Irf.i)  trade  in  silrer.  Let  na  look  at 
a  T^ry  common  thing:  indeed — namdf, 
Milvf^r  KpooDH.  In  Gonaeqnanoa  of  tte 
inijKfHition  of  tbia  duty,  eleotoo  plat* 
HpiMQi  and  articles  of  that  deaoriptim 
are  used— that  ia  to  aay,  plated  artirfia 
At  present  the  lower  rtlanww  in  thit 
country  buy  electrotype  apoona,  aa  tkarf 
cannot  afford  to  buy  eiiTer  apoona.  Kov, 
a  trorking  maa  is  sometimaa  ia  diA- 
cuhies,  and  can  hardly  keep  thing* 
goiDg until  he  Bucceeda  in  obtainingea- 
ploymeut.  Hia  electrotype  apoona  an 
of  no  value  ;  but  if  this  duty  ware  t^ao 
off  silf  er,  it  is  quite  poasibls  that  tht 

5 rice  of  eilrer  apoona  would  be  aoi*- 
uoed  that  the  pooror  olaaaea  oojild  haia 
ailver  artiolea  and  could  realiaa  thvr 
value  in  timea  of  need.  Ounii«<]uently<  I 
think  that  if  the  people  of  this  country 
abould  beabletogettho§nmlrer  artiilea 
at  the  loweat  prioa  at  nhivli  they 
1  ha  prod  ad  it  wi  aid  bo  of  great 
I  in$t  now  aay  a 
I- marking.  Ia 
iaipoefibla  Car 
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human  ingenuity  to  devise  any  system 
so  restrictive  of  trade  as  this  duty  of  40 
per  cent  combined  with  the  regulations 
for  hall-marking  silver  in  this  country. 
There  is  only  a  difference  of  nine  in 
the  1,000  in  the  purity  of  the  Indian 
rupee  as  compared  with  the  English 
standard.  In  India  the  millesimal  fine- 
ness is  916 ;  that  means  that  there  is  *84 
of  alloy  in  the  rupee^  the  English  standard 
being  925.  so  that  in  1,000  ounces  there 
are  75  ounces  of  alloy  in  standard  Eng- 
lish silver.  Yet,  notwithstanding  there 
is  only  a  difference  of  nine  in  the 
1,000  in  the  purity  of  the  Indian 
rupee  as  compared  with  the  Eng- 
lish standard,  your  Lordships  will 
hardly  believe  that,  according  to 
our  law  at  the  present  time,  supposing 
that  a  silver  spoon  was  imported  from 
India  into  England,  and  that  the  Is.  6d. 
per  ounce  duty  was  paid  upon  it,  it 
would  not,  if  taken  to  uoldsmiths'  Hall 
for  assay,  be  allowed  to  be  assayed, 
and  it  would  be  broken.  In  point  of 
fact,  the  importation  for  sale  in  this 
country  of  silver  articles  manufactured 
in  India  is  actually  prohibited.  Conse- 
quently we  are  in  the  position,  as  gdvem- 
ors  of  India,  that  we  are  setting  up  in 
that  country  a  standard  of  value  which  we 
do  not  recognise  in  this  country  as  fit  to 
be  manufactured  into  silver  articles  for 
our  own  use.  Perhaps  it  might  be  said 
that  Indian  manufacturers  could  easily 
l^et  silver  of  the  proper  standard ;  but, 
m  point  of  fact,  anyone  who  knows  the 
customs  of  the  country  would  know  that 
is  not  so.  It  is  the  custom  in  India, 
when  they  want  to  manufacture  silver 
articles,  to  take  a  certain  number  of 
rupees  to  the  manufacturer  to  be  made 
up  into  cups  or  other  articles.  He  gives 
back  the  silver  in  the  manufactured 
article,  receiving  something  beyond  for 
the  value  of  his  work.  Your  Lord- 
Bhips  will  not  be  surprised  to  learn 
ihat  this  subject  has  been  brought  in 
the  most  forcible  manner  from  time  to 
time  before  Her  Majesty's  Government 
at  home ;  and  your  Lordships  will  not 
be  surprised  to  learn  that  a  distin- 
guished statesman  who  has  filled  the 
office  of  Secretary  of  State  for  India  has 
supported  the  Indian  Government  in 
praaaingoa  the  Home  Government  and 
on  the  Qhancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the 
inioiiihr  of  suoh  a  law  as  that.     My 

emeKnend  (LordKimberley)  was  very 
ta  ia  this  matter,  and  used  language 


stronger  than  any  that  I  am  now  using^ 
At  that  time  not  only  was  this  silver 
not  allowed  to  be  sold  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  but  it  was  actually  broken 
into  pieces,  and  in  that  state  sent  back 
to  India.  Lord  Kimberley  will  remem- 
ber that,  and  I  am  sure  he  will  confirm 
what  I  have  said.  He  recommended 
for  consideration  certain  proposals 
which  were  not  adopted,  and  he  said  at 
last  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  then 
(which  is  the  present)  state  of  things 
was  wholly  indefensible,  and,  indeed,  a 
discredit  to  the  country.  On  the  last 
occasion  when  a  remonstrance  was  for- 
warded by  the  Government  of  India, 
the  present  Secretary  of  State  supported 
the  opinion  of  the  Government  of  India, 
and  directed  his  Under  Secretary 
to  write  to  the  Treasury  that  he 
entirely  concurred  in  the  arguments 
used  by  the  Government  of  India  upon 
the  subject.  Now,  my  Lords,  I  do  not 
think  I  have  entirely  exhausted  the 
absurdity  of  this  system.  Let  us  sup- 
pose that  a  fine  piece  of  plate  manu- 
factured in  India,  and  there  are  many 
fine  pieces  of  plate  manufactured  there^ 
is  imported  to  England.  I  will  assume 
in  this  case  that  the  manufacturer  has 
taken  care  to  bring  the  purity  of  the 
silver  quite  up  to  the  English  standard. 
The  importer  has  to  take  it  to  Gold- 
smiths* Hall  to  be  hall-marked,  and 
there  it  is  so  scraped  in  every  part  that 
the  poor  unfortunate  piece  of  plate  when 
returned  to  the  importer  is  in  a  condi- 
tion which  renders  it  perfectly  worthless 
for  the  purpose  of  sale.  Every  conceiv- 
able portion  of  the  piece  is  scraped; 
they  scrape  the  handles,  the  sides,  the 
bottom — if  there  is  a  cover  to  it,  that  is 
scraped,  and  if  there  are  ornaments 
upon  it,  they  are  scraped.  That,  my 
Lords,  is  the  present  condition  of  the 
law  with  regard  to  silver  articles  im- 
ported from  India  into  this  country. 
The  law,^  moreover,  is  bad  for  another 
reason.  It  is  hardly  to  be  believed  in 
these  Free  Trade  times  that  we  should 
impose  a  protective  duty  in  favour  of  the 
silver  manufactures  of  our  own  country 
and  against  the  silver  manufactures  of 
India.  But  that  is  the  fact.  It  is  hard 
to  believe  in  these  times  that  we  should 
have  any  protection  at  all,  but  it  is  still 
harder  to  believe  that  the  protection 
which  we  have  is  against  the  interests 
of  our  own  Indian  Empire  in  regard  to 
articles  manufactured  of  silver  which  we 
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firfit  Ki4  ui*'.".  *ft  \AhUi  )f*iiTi'^  p',rh\Ati  \n  There  has  been  a  great  dereZopabeBS  dE 
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nhfl  i,rt,nintik}Ay  ti  li^^N;  riior':  in  weight  introdaced  beantifol  ailrer  bo  vis 
ihHfi  t.h«} /jr>i».h'''l  pi<;/;4;  wouId  \f<i,  he  IB  Other  omaments  in  niver  combiBed 
al lo)r<}d  a  nA^hU-,  of  ;;/J.  p;r  ounc^',  »o  coji per,  and  wroaght  m  the  most 
that  ho  hfJ.HHily  ittiyH  In.  ^d.,  whereas  manner.  I  have  been  told  thmt  one  of 
iU«t  ItttitOfUtr  UnH  to  |/ay  ]n.  f'A.  It  i<i  the  most  beautiful  things  in  SovA 
a/lr/jjtwl  in  rti^\,*'J:i  ot  c<;rtain  Icinds  of  Kfn^ington  is  a  teapot  from  Japan.  B 
|/Ut4>  that 'M.  rf;ha to  i4  It  good  deal  more  will  hardly  be  believed  that  if  then 
than  it  nhould  h<r,  and  that  In  nrality  Id.  ;  articles  were  sent  to  Goldsmitha'  Hall  thgy 
would  ho  onoij((h.  C*onfti)/|iiontly,  there  '  would  probably  be  smashed  np,  becnma 
tn  a  pfof<;ctivo  duty  of  2d.  pf-r  ounce  nothing  but  pure  silver  is  allowed  to  be 
in  favour  of  tho  Kngli«ih  manufacturer  used.  As  copper  is  introdoeed  into 
and  again Ht  tho  Indian  importer.  I  their  manufacture,  these  beantifol 
think,  tny  f/;rd<i,  that  is  clear,  Your  |  articles  would  not  be  assayed.  Wei!, 
T/irdnhipKcannot have  more  valuable  evi-    my  Tjords,  that  being  so,  our  Kegliah 


donee  than  that  of  Hir  'J'homan  Farrer, 
Hocrofarv  of  the  I^mrd  of  Trade,  who 
a'lmittod,  in  his  evidence  before  the 
(*ommitt«'0  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
that  the  rebate  acts  as  a  protective  duty 
against  imported  nilvf^r  goods.  Another 
high   authority,  which  cannot   be  dis- 

J>utod,  is  to  ho  found  in  the  Annual 
toport  of  the  CVmimiHsioners  of  Indian 
ICovonuo.  That  Keport  for  1SS4  says 
that  a  one-Hi xth  rebate  is  excessive,  and 
thoroforo  opf-rates  in  the  way  I  have 
described.  So  much,  my  Lords,  for  the 
effect  of  these  hall-marking  regulations. 
As  I  said  before,  I  do  not  think  it  would 
bo  pofsiblo  for  litiman  ingenuity  to  de- 
vise a  syHtem  of  imposing  an  enormous 
ad  valorem  duty,  coupled  with  the  method 
of  marking  this  unfortunate  imported 
plato,  wliich  would  l)o  more  entirely 
proliibitivo.  Nor  in  tlJi^i  all.  The  effect 
upon  otir  homo- tt ado  silver  manufac- 
tures luiH  boon  exceedingly  injurious. 
Wo  nro  not  very  proud  of  our  English 
artistic  fame.  One  of  my  hon.  Friends, 
who  was  examined  before  one  of  those 
Committees,  and  who  had  the  good 
fortune  to  win  prizes  at  agricultural 
shows,  Kaid  the  cups  were  of  such  a 
description  that  he  would  rather  have 
liad  a  plain  lump  of  silver.  My  Lords, 
everybody  knows  that  if  a  good  piece  of 
silver  pluto  is  wanted,  one  bas  to  go 
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trade  has  nothing  to  lose  by  freedom  as 
respects  these  articles.  I  will  give 
your  Tjordships  another  illoatratian  ma 
regards  the  effect  upon  our  ailTer  trade. 
If,  for  example,  an  unfortunate  ailrer- 
smith  had  an  old- fashioned  teapot  which 
he  could  not  sell,  and  which  therefore 
had  to  be  melted,  he  must  pay  the  dnty 
over  again,  and  can  get  no  drawback. 
That  is  one  restriction  on  the  trade. 
Another  restriction  on  the  Engliah 
manufacturer  is  that  the  present  syatem 
of  hall-marking  is  such  as  to  prerent 
any  export  trade  in  silver.  It  is  ridioa- 
lous  to  limit  the  percentage  of  alloy  in 
our  silver  so  that  the  peroentagpe  ia 
different  from  that  which  is  prevalent 
in  other  countries,  and  our  silveremiths 
find  it  impossible  to  manufacture  ailver 
of  the  requisite  purity  in  oompetitiOD 
with  the  silver  of  other  countries  where 
the  percentage  is  different.  The  oonee* 
quenco  is  that  the  export  trade  of  this 
country  is  a  mere  trifle.  It  only 
averaged  in  the  years  1 887-9  abont 
100,000  ounces,  representing  about 
£50,000.  Absolutely  none  of  our  silTer 
goes  to  the  Continent,  and  only  a  eer^ 
tain  quantity  is  sent  to  onr  oolonies  and 
places  whore  there  is  a  traditional 
regard  and  demand  for  old  English  plalSb 
Besides  that,  it  is  admitted  by  tts 
authorities  of  Goldamahs'  HaK  tiM 
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the  exemptions  from  the  duty  are  so 
oaprioious  and  so  doubtful  as  to  ocoa- 
sion  great  hardship.  The  fact  is,  that 
absolutely  there  are  at  present  39  Acts 
of  Parliament  in  connection  with  these 
duties,  so  that  it  can  readily  be 
imagined  how  complicated  the  law  is, 
and  that  the  complication  of  the  whole 
system  is  an  additional  evil  to  those 
which  I  have  already  alluded  to. 
There  is  one  curious  point  to  which  I 
will  refer.  Small  articles  of  jewelry  are 
exempted,  and  wedding  rings  are  the 
only  articles  which  have  to  pay  the 
duty.  Every  man  who  marries  a  wife 
with  a  gold  ring  pays  a  12s.  duty  upon 
it,  so  that  actually  the  Government  have 
put  a  tax  of  12s.  upon  every  man  who 
chooses  when  he  marries  to  use  a  gold 
wedding  ring.  The  effect  of  that  is, 
according  to  the  evidence  taken  before 
the  Boyal  Commission,  that  among  the 
poor  the  same  wedding  ring  is  handed 
from  one  couple  to  another,  and  used 
for  three  or  four  marriages.  Then,  Her 
Boyal  Highness  the  Princess  of  Wales 
has  introduced  the  fashion  of  wearing  a 
broad  single  gold  ring,  which,  though 
not  a  wedding  ring,  is  somewhat  like 
one,  but  three  or  four  times  its  weight. 
A  clever  person  in  connection  with  the 
Assay  Office,  at  Birmingham,  found  out 
that  these  rings  ought  to  be  stamped 
because  they  were  in  the  nature  of  a 
wedding  ring.  And  a  learned  Judge 
laid  down  in  the  case  of  an  unfortunate 
dealer,  who  had  innocently  made  a 
niunber  of  rings  of  this  character,  that 
the  law  was  perfectly  clear,  and  that 
these  rings  ought  to  be  stamped.  The 
unfortunate  tradesman,  who  had  quite 
innocently  manufactured  these  rings, 
which  were  by  no  means  wedding  rings, 
was  ordered  to  pay  a  considerable  tine 
and  the  costs.  I  merely  give  that  as  an 
instance  of  the  position  of  the  law  and 
the  difficulty  which  exists  in  these 
matters.  Now,  my  Lords,  I  have 
myself  endeavoured  in  vain  to  ascer- 
tain what  is  the  precise  law  with 
respect  to  the  importation  of  silver  work. 
An  alteration  was  made  by  the  Inland 
Bevenue  Act  of  1874  which  apparently 
allows  certain  kinds  of  Indian  plate  to 
be  imported  without  being  assayed ; 
whether  it  is  sold  without  being  assayed 
I  do  not  know  ;  but  I  gather  from  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend's  statement 
of  t|ie  law  in  his  Eeport  that  they  are 
lold  at  the  present  time.    At  any  rate, 


that  alteration  of  the  law  does  not  affect 
the  merits  of  the  case,  because  it  only 
applies  to  a  small  number  of  articles. 
I  have  already  staled  that  all  the  autho- 
rities in  India,  and  successive  Governors 
General,  have  urged  upon  the   Home 
Gt>vernment  the  repeal  of  *this  duty  in 
justice  to    India,    and    Secretaries  of 
State   have  adopted  the  same  view.  I 
would  not  have  it  supposed  that  I  am 
saying  for  a  single  moment  the  English 
Government  intend  to  act  unfairly  to 
India,  and  I  trust  that  when  the  ques- 
tion is  carefully  investigated  by  English 
statesmen  it  will  be  satisfactorily  settled; 
and   I  appeal   with    confidence  to  the 
Prime  Minister  in  this    matter.    If  it 
were  settled  the  manufacturers  of  India 
would  receive  that  encouragement  which 
is  so  necessary  for    providing  another 
source   of  wealth    than   mere  reliance 
upon  the  land.    The   repeal   of  these 
duties  must  have  an  appreciable  effect 
upon  the  price  of  silver.   Something  can 
be  done,   and  consideration  should  be 
given  to  the  question.     It  is  notorious 
that  the  fall  in  the  price  of  silver  is  very 
embarrassing  to  the  Government ;  and 
a  measure  which  undoubtedly,  whatever 
effect  it  may  otherwise  have,  must  have 
a  favourable  effect  on  the  price  of  silver, 
should    I    think    be    adopted   without 
further  delay.    It  is  now  about  40  years 
since  the  question  was  first  started,  and 
I,  therefore,  earnestly  hope  that  another 
year  will   not  pass  before   this    great 
anomaly  is  removed  and  justice  done  to 
India.     I  cannot  believe  for  a  moment 
that  this  question  of  drawback  to  which 
I  have  referred   can   interfere  greatly 
with  the  revenue.     Taking  it  that  such 
articles  may  take  two  or  three  years  to 
manufacture,  £60,000  a  year  would  be 
quite  sufficient  to    assume;  therefore, 
for  three  years  it  would  only  amount 
to  £180,000,  and,  in  all  probability  the 
total  sacrifice  to  the  British  taxpayer 
would  not  exceed  one  year's  revenue, 
£60,000.     As  regards  the  Papers  I  ask 
for,   I  will,   of   course,  submit  to  the 
discretion    of  the   Government  in  the 
matter. 

Moved, 

*'  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  for  any  correspondence  between 
the  India  Office,  the  Government  of  India,  and 
the  Treasury,  on  the  Plate  Duties  since  Novem- 
ber, 1888."— (2%*  EarlofXorUbrook.) 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  My 
Lords,  I  think  my  noble  Friend  in  the 
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very  interesting  speech  which  he   has 
delivered    has    almost    exhausted    the 
arguments  on  this  matter,  and  I  should 
not  intervene  in  the  Debate  if  it  were 
not  that  I  have  taken  a  great  interest 
in  the  question  ever  since  I  had  the 
honour  of  being  Secretary  for  India. 
Therefore,  I  do  not  like  to  pass  the 
matter  by  without  expres5*ing  my  agree- 
ment with  his  views.      When  I  was  at 
the  India  Office   a   letter  was   written 
upon  it  which  expressed  not  merely  my 
individual  opinion  but  alao  the  opinion 
of  every  member  of  the  Council  of  India. 
In  point  of  fact  there  has  been  no  great 
difference    of  opinion    on   this  subject 
as  regards  all  wbo«  either  in  India  or  in 
England,  have  been  connected  with  the 
Government  of  Indiaor  have  paid  atten- 
tion to  the  subject.     My  noble  Friend 
has    described    the    barbarous    system 
which  prevails  in  this  country — a  system 
which  one  would  hardly  believe  could 
have  existed.     It  has  every  possible  vice 
which  can  be  conceived.     It  hinders  the 
importation  of  piiver  from  India,  where 
the  silver  manufacture  is  in  consequence 
by  no  means  an  exteneive  one,  as  my 
noble    Friend    has    pointed    out.       It 
hinders  (he  home  production  as  well  as 
that  of  India  in  articles  of  silver  plate> 
and  brings  in  a  mere  paltry  sum  to  the 
revenue.     I  do  not  know  how  long  the 
imposition  of  this  duty  has  subsisted, 
but  I  believe  it  arose  in  the  time  of  the 
great  war.     I  should  imagine  it  was  one 
of  the  inventions  of  Pitt  when  he  was  in 
great  difficulties  for  money  at  that  period. 
At  all  events,  it  would  be  not  far  from 
coincident  with  the  decay  of  the  silver 
industry   in   this  country.      My  noble 
Friend  has  spoken  of  the  time  of  Queen 
Anne,  and  most  of  us  know  that  the  old 
silver  manufactured  in  this  country  is 
possessed  of  some  artistic  merit  until  we 
come  to  about  the  year  1780.     Indeed  I 
believe  the  decadence  of.  art  in  respect 
of  silver  work  in  this  country  dates  from 
about  1780,  as  the  work  of  the  period  of 
Qeorge  I.  and  George  II.  and  through- 
out tiie  early  part   of  George's   Ill.'s 
reign  was,  as  a  rule,  extremely  good.  An 
expert  can  at  once  test  the  value  of  the 
plate  of  those  reigns,  and  say  how  much  it 
would  letch  beyond  the  price  of  the  silver. 
But  if  one  brings  silver  plate  manufac- 
tured in  this  century  to  auction  one  can 
hardly  get  more  for  it  than  the  price  of 
the  silver.     My  noble  Friend  alluded  to 
the  measure  passed  at  the  time  when 
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the  noble  Marquess  opposite  was  at  the 
head  of  the  India  Office — I  mean  the 
repeal    of  the  duty    on    ootton    goods 
imported  into  India.     I  do  not  agree 
with  the  view  held  by  many  persons 
that  that  was  an  injury  to  India.     I 
believe  the  measure  was  right,  not  only 
in  the  interests  of  England  but  of  India 
itself.    It  is  worth  observing  that  the 
apprehensions  felt  at  the  repeal  of  the 
duties  on  cotton  manufactures  in  India 
have  been  most  singularly  falsified.  As 
your  Lordships  know,  the  apprehensions 
that  the  repeal  of  the  duties  would  be 
destructive    to    Indian    manufacturers 
have  been   absolutely   falsified  by  the 
result,  because  there  has  never  been  a 
time  when  the  manufacture  of  ootton 
goods    in    India    has    shown    greater 
vitality.     In  point  of  fact,  the  manufac- 
ture of  certain  kinds  of  cotton  goods  in 
Bombay  has  taken  such  a  start  as  to 
seriously  compete   in  the  China  trade 
with  the  manufactures  of  other  coun- 
tries.    And  so  I  believe  that  nothing 
would  be  better  for  the  silver  manufac- 
turers of  this  country  than  competition 
with  the  manufacturers  of  other  conn* 
tries.       If  foreigpi    plate    and    plate 
from  India  were  brought  free  into  this 
country,  I  have  no  doubt  we  should  see 
a  great  change  in  the  manufacture  of 
silver    articles    in    this   country,    and 
that  we    should    no    longer  see  such 
miserable    productions  in    comparison 
with    the     articles     manufactured    in 
foreign      countries.        I      remember 
seeing    once    in  Moscow  a   wonderful 
collection  of  silver  plate,  and  some  of 
the  finest  was  in  olden  times  manu- 
factured   in   England,    when  we  were 
second  to  no  nation  in  that  manufacture^ 
nor  should   be  now  but  for  these  in- 
tolerable regulations.     When  I  was  a 
Member  of  the  Government  and  this 
subject  was  discussed  we  were  met  by 
financial  objections.     But  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  no  one  who  has  not  been 
connected  with  India  could  be  aware  of 
the  greatness    of  the    grievance.     In 
consequence  of  this  grievance  in  India 
the     silver    manufacturers     are     not 
numerous,  though  silver-work  is  one  of 
the  industries  in  which  they'  excel,  and 
it  is  felt  as  a  very  g^eat  g^evance  in- 
deed that  for  this  very  small  amount  of 
duty,   and  for    the    sake   of   finaneisl 
arrangements    which    are    thorough^ 
foreign  to  themselves,  we  should  sefiise 
this  demand  from  India.     Whenersr 
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this  Bubjeot  has  been  discussecl,  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  who,  like  myself, 
hold  that  this  duty  ou(<ht  to  be  removed, 
have  always  expressed  that  opinion  very 
strongly.  This  is  not  a  small  matter. 
If  it  were  a  small  matter  it  might  be 
put  off  to  a  more  convenient  season,  but 
the  grievance  is  a  real  one.  Anything 
which  will  stimulate  the  consumption  of 
silver  and  tend  to  relieve  the  Indian 
exchanges  from  part  of  their  present 
burden  would  be  most  desirable.  My 
Lords,  there  is  really  a  whole  series  of 
arguments  at  the  present  time  for  the 
repeal  of  this  duty,  and  therefore  I  have 
some  hope  that  your  Lordships  will  hear 
from  the  noble  Viscount  opposite  that 
next  year  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer will  do  something  in  the 
matter. 

♦Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY, 
in  supporting  the  Motion,  said :  The  pro- 
duction of  the  correspondence  would  do 
a  great  deal  to  allay  the  soreness  which 
was  felt  in  India  at  the  exclusion  of 
Indian  silver,  and  should  the  Secretary 
of  State  not  be  a>»le  to  lay  these  Papers 
on  the  Table,  still  very  great  good  would 
be  done  in  India  by  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Northbrook).  There 
was  a  point  which  had  been  omitted  by 
the  noble  Earl,  who  moved  for  the 
correspondence,  and  that  was  an  obstacle 
to  the  abrogation  of  the  duties,  or,  at 
any  rate,  an  obstacle  to  the  abrogation 
being  beneficial  to  India — that  was  the 
most  favoured  nation  clause.  Under 
that  clause  if  the  duties  were  abolished, 
Germany  and  any  other  country,  having 
a  most  favoured  nation  clause,  would 
be  able  to  inundate  this  country  with 
cheap  silver,  and  they  would  under- 
sell the  Indian  manufacture,  which, 
being  made  of  rupee  silver,  would 
not  be  very  inferior  to  our  own 
plate,  and  would  not  compete  with  the 
inferior  manufactures  that  would  come 
from  the  Continent.  This  seemed  to  be 
rather  a  question  for  the  Foreign  Office 
than  for  any  other  Department,  and  for 
negotiation  with  other  countries  for  the 
exclusion  of  free  imports  of  Indian 
silver  manufacture  from  the  operation 
of  the  most  favoured  nation  clause.  If 
Indian  silver  of  Indian  design  and 
patterns  only  were  admitted  duty  free, 
the  English  duties  might  remain  as  they 
were,  and  no  difficulty  would  arise  with 
foreign  nations.  The  noble  Earl  (Lord 
Northbrook)  had  stated  that  if  these 


duties  were  removed,  working  men  would 
buy  silver  spoons,  and  would  be  able  to 
get  assistance  upon  them  from  the  pawn- 
brokers, which  they  could  not  get  upon 
the  imitation  spoons.  There  were  classes 
in  far  easier  circumstances  than  working 
men  who  were  unable  to  use  silver 
spoons,  but  that  was  because  silver 
spoons  were  a  dangerous  property,  very 
tempting  to  burglars,  who  could  at  once 
melt  them  down.  But  even  if  this  ob- 
jection were  removed,  and  police  protec- 
tion made  complete,  the  pawnbrokers 
would  not  take  these  spoons,  which  were 
no  longer  hall-marked,  any  more  than 
they  now  would  the  imitation  spoons. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  My  Lords, 
notwithstanding  that  this,  as  has  been 
pointed  out  by  the  noble  Lords  who 
have  spoken,  is  a  matter  of  great  im- 
portance, I  should  not,  after  the  very 
exhaustive  speeches  which  have  been 
addressed  to  your  Lordships,  have  inter- 
vened but  for  two  circumstances— first, 
that  I  was  Chairman  of  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission on  Bi-metallism  to  which  my 
noble  Friend  has  alluded,  and,  secondly, 
that  having  been  recently  in  India,  I 
am  strongly  alive  to  the  feeling  there 
on  this  question.  Whatever  differences 
of  opinion  existed  among  the  members 
of  the  Commission,  they  were  all 
strongly  impressed  in  considering  the 
varying  relations  of  silver  to  gold  with 
two  circumstances.  One  was  the  finan- 
cial difficulty  which  was  thus  created 
for  the  Government  of  India,  and  the 
other  was  the  hardship  which  it  im- 
poses in  many  cases  on  Civil  servants 
employed  in  India  who  are  obliged 
to  make  remittances  to  this  country. 
They  find  that  their  silver  is  not  worth 
so  much,  that  it  will  not  produce  rela- 
tively as  much  gold  in  this  country  as  it 
did,  and  therefore  they  are  not  able  to 
make  as  satisfactory  provision  for  the 
education  of  their  children  and  for  other 
expenses  which  they  may  have  as  they 
were  formerly.  Certainly  very  drastic 
remedies  were  proposed  by  some  to  put 
an  end  to  this  inconvenience,  which 
were  not  thought  practicable  by  others. 
But  we  were  all  of  opinion  that  there 
were  certain  changes  which  would  be 
productive  of  advantage,  and  one  of 
them  was  the  abolition  of  the  duty  on 
silver  plate.  I  agree  with  what  my 
noble  Friend  has  said  that  it  is  difficult 
to  estimate  the  change  which  might  be 
produced  in  the  demand  for  silver,  or 
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relation  to  lii*  2Lfer^e^.  uLith  I  t'h-r'g 
giretLe  GoTerxiiLtiit  of  Ii.dia  a  i^rb:  tj 
call  upon  this  coiintij  at  tLr  earliest 
pofesible  moment  to  m&ke  this  cnazife. 
And,  again.  I  am  Etron^lr  iiLpreBfred 
with  the  Tiew  which  bcth  mj  noble 
Friende  hare  touched  upon,  tLat  the  fact 
that  we  hare  insisted  upon  the  Indian 
GoTemment  adopting  a  fiscal  polio j 
which  we  believed  at  the  time 
to  be  not  olIj  in  the  interests 
of  India  but  in  the  interests 
of  our  own  manufacturers,  consti- 
tutes a  very  strong  moral  claim 
on  the  part  of  our  Indian  felicw -subjects 
to  say  that  no  fitcal  arrangements  ought 
to  exist  in  Uiis  country  which  would 
injuriously  affect  Indian  manufactures. 
iTiero  is  a  strong  feeling  I  know  od  that 
point  that  thoro  ought  to  be  no  fiscal 
arraiigomonts  in  Kugland  which  would 
intoriuro  with  the  dovelopmimt  of  Indian 
industry.  My  Lords,  I  huvo  urged  th^s 
btioauHH  I  behove  the  moral  claim  of 
India  fur  th»  abolition  of  this  duty  can 
not  btt  too  strongly  insisted  upon  for  the 

Lord  JJenchell 


art     at  _ 

r  linrrr  nf  Thff>  FTfihriy^ 

sttL  i*t  fiuflceasf  uDj  a^jpealai  to 
TT  Birr  cxuoope  whi^  vonoUl 


i5 


K  IZ.  UUS 

iT.f.ngntt-  zht  OnmoeDflr  of  tiie 


rufir.     - 

tiif  pan   of  onr  T-nil^M  faOovn 

ic  hurt  ihis 
zii^   CiiaspBiiiff 
efer:  it  a:  the 
Tntt  is  ZM 


ZLM2  ::  IS  ncit  a 
ocrit  *:£■  r»e  axT  deilar.  Kobodjfwt— di 
thai  t±is  is  a  rood 
ihat  as  a  znaiter  of 
tLizJdz]f  o^  iar  a 
Z'^v-TL^rr  has  anMn 
:-f  drawback.  But 
Ci.&::MlJc«r  of  tke£xi^eqi 
S7cx^  p.-ksirioiL.  If  hm  ■hnlith—  All 
tJLx— az.d  i:  is  qvite  oertaia  it  isgoug  to 
be  abolished — he  can  etaad  imthttv^f 
of  any  extraragant  demaoda  oathtt  pnl 
of  thi>fi«  who  would  Iiatb  uy  claim  to 
drawback.  I  tmst,  mj  Lotw,  aaodMr 
year  will  not  pass  bj  withiNit  1km 
change  being  made.  I  hm^B  a 
reason  for  urging  it, 
labouring  at  this  question  of  the 
metals  and  the  depredatim  of  tStwmr  lor 
some  time,  one  naturally  daains  to  ■■• 
an  outcome  from  it.  Now,  my  LoBi% 
here  is  a  simple  practical  oatoome  wludi 
everybody  admits  to  be  deaiimblo^  teama- 
able,  and  beneficial.  Aa  I  have  Modg  if 
the  tax  is  abolished,  the  ChanoeUovtl 
the  Exchequer  would  be  able  to 
j  his  own  terms  and  prevent  any 
I  gant  demands  being  made.  Ihi 
j  is  a  strong  moral  claim  for 
ing  the  change,  and  I  think,  under  Aft 
circumstances,  I  have  some  peraonelobnt 
to  urge  on  Her  Majesty's  GoTeramiMt 
that  there  should  be  no  further  dtl^f  ia 
the  matter. 
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♦The  SEORBTARY  OF  STATE  fok 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cross)  :  My  Lords, 
my  first  duty  is  to  thank  the  noble  Eaxl 
who  has  brought  forward  this  Motion 
for  the  manner  in  which  he  has  urged 
it.  I  agree  almost  entirely  with  what  has 
fallen  from  the  noble  Earl,  and  I  thank 
him  most  cordially  for  haying  furnished 
me  with  some  arguments  which  I  shall 
not  fail  to  use  when  the  time  comes. 
During  the  short  time  I  have  had  the 
honour  of  sitting  in  this  House  I  think 
the  practice  has  been  that  when  once  an 
argument  has  been  put  forward  power  • 
fully  and  fully  as  on  this  Motion,  no 
noble  Lord  seeks  to  repeat  it.  I  am 
afraid  I  cannot  say  the  same  with  regard 
to  another  place.  The  arguments  which 
have  been  used  before  your  Lordships 
to-day  were  put  forward  with  so  much 
force  and  eloquence  that  I  really  do  not 
know  how  I  can  say  anything  further. 
All  I  can  say  is,  I  most  entirely  agree 
with  every  word  that  has  fallen  from  my 
noble  Friend.  Like  former  Secretaries 
of  State  for  India,  I  have  for  my  own 
part  done  my  best  to  induce  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  take  off  these 
duties  which  are,  I  think,  practically 
bringing  in  a  very  small  sum  of  money. 
I  believe  that  the  comparatively  small 
sum  of  money  which  these  duties  pro- 
duce is  as  nothing  to  the  benefits  which 
would  be  conferred  by  their  removal.  I 
am  convinced  that  the  abolition  of  the 
duties  would  benefit  enormously  the 
people  of  India,  besides  being  of  service 
to  the  manufacturers  of  this  country  in 
the  way  the  noble  Lord  has  stated. 
Moreover,  these  duties  cause  a  very 
strong  feeling  of  grievance  in  the  minds 
of  the  Indian  people,  which  ought  to  be 
removed,  irrespective  of  the  benefits 
which  would  accrue  from  their  repeal. 
I  can  speak  of  the  feeling  which  exists 
so  largely  in  India.  The  people  there 
think  we  are  inflicting  the  greatest 
possible  hardship  upon  them  by  main- 
taining this  duty.  I  entirely  sympathise 
with  them  in  that  feeling.  I  think  it 
would  be  right  to  take  off  that  duty.  I 
am  one  of  those  who  have  done  all  we 
possibly  could  to  get  it  taken  off.  I  think 
we  do  owe  something  to  the  people  of 
India  in  this  matter,  especially  after 
having  abolished  the  Cotton  Duties,  and 
above  all  to  my  mind  it  is  necessary  that 
we  should  not  allow  a  grievance  of  that 
kind  to  be  operating  upon  the  people  of 
India.     With  regard  to  hall-marking,  I 


have  heard  it  described  as  iniquitous 4ind 
barbarous,  and  its  bad  effect  has  been 
so  clearly  shown  that  there  can  be  little 
doubt  entertained  on  the  subject  by  any- 
one who  has  studied  the  question  for  a 
moment.  I  believe  that  there  is  no  other 
country  in  the  world  where  such  a 
system  exists.  How  far  taking  off  the 
duty  on  silver  plate  would  affect  the 
great  question  of  bi-metallism  I  do  not 
know,  but  it  would  be  a  step  in  the  right 
direction,  and  would  go  far  to  satisfy  the 
feelings  of  the  people  of  India  by  show- 
ing them  that  we  are  in  earnest  in  the 
matter  and  desirous  of  doing  all  we  can 
in  their  interest.  My  noble  Friend 
Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley  said  he 
thought  there  might  be  some  difficulty 
because  of  our  treaties  with  foreign 
nations,  and  on  account  of  the  most 
favoured  nation  clause.  As  far  as  I 
understand  that  would  really  only  apply 
to  Germany — it  would  not  affect  any 
other  country.  If  that  is  so  it  would 
remain  for  the  people  of  India  to  say 
whether  they  would  like  this  duty  taken 
off  or  not.  This  being  a  purely  fiscal 
question  I  cannot,  of  course,  answer  for 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  the 
matter,  but  I  am  quite  sure  my  right 
hon.  Friend  is  perfectly  willing  to  re- 
move the  duty  when  he  finds  himself 
able  to  do  so.  A  question  on  the  subject 
was  asked  Mr.  Goschen  by  Sir  Richard 
Temple  in  *' another  place"  some  time 
ago,  and  the  answer  then  given  by  Mr. 
Goschen  was  as  follows :  — 

**  In  reply  to  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me 
(Sir  R.  Temple),  I  may  say  that  two  days  ag^, 
if  he  had  raised  this  question,  I  should  have  told 
him  that  I  was  going  to  deal  with  the  matter 
in  my  Budget,  and  that  I  was  going  to  make  a 
proposal  which  I  thought  was  favourable  to  the 
introduction  of  Indian  silver  into  this  country. 
At  the  last  moment,  however,  a  difiSculty  arose 
which  prevented  me  from  doing  so.  If  I  should 
see  my  way  to  deal  with  the  subject,  I  will 
certainly  do  bo." 

This  answer  showed  that  he  contem- 
plated abolishing  the  duties,  and  that 
he  certainly  intended  to  have  men- 
tioned them  in  his  Budget,  but  had 
up  to  that  time  found  himself  pre- 
vented from  mentioning  them.  Those 
words  were  very  strong,  and  they  at  all 
events  give  us  hope.  I  for  one  will 
continue  to  press  the  Chanceller  of  the 
Exchequer  upon  the  matter,  and  will 
give  him  no  peace  until  he  can  find  his 
way  out  of  the  difficulty,  and  take  off 
the  duty.    The  noble  Earl  has  asked  for 
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certain  PAp*n.  Most  of  them.  th«  of  the  priatia^  not  ehirgsd  unonnt  aad 
cairespocdeaM  between  tbeG>Tenim«Dt  tosbon:  £3,000  more;  ao  that  the aiiBBal 
of  -India,  the  India  Offic«,  and  tlie  c:wt  of  thoia  nnfol  Betoma  ia  odIj 
Treaawr,  bare  alread;  be^n  laid  aboatlJ  1,000  a  year.  Aa  th*  importaiit 
before  the  House  of  C>sson9  ■taa*tic»fnniishadbj  the  Board  of  Tndt 
up  to  the  end  of  IS^i:  bat  there  hare  ,  and  ibe  Foreign  and  Colonial  OffioM^ 
been  certain  communications  between  '  tbough  cortl^,  are  ret;  veil  vortli  the 
the  Ooremment  of  India,  mrsplf,  and  monej,  ao  the  infonnatian  thw 
the  XreaaaT7,  which  hare  paeeed  sinc«  '  afforded  is  rery  ralaable  to  ths  iannon. 
tbat  time  which  I  eball  be  happr  to  laj  !  For  instance,  theae  Betazna  altov  the 
on  the  Table  of  joarL^rd^hlpa' House,  number  of  borses  emplojad  bj  tfaa 
Before  I  sit  down  there  is  cne  thing  I  farmers  in  agricolture  to  have  bean 
would  allude  to.  The  noble  £arlc:>n- 1  ^eater  in  1B87  than  in  1888  bj  naaxlj 
eluded  his  speech  hj  na-jing  he  biped    6,00'J,   of  cowa  bj    orer    20,000;    the 


another  year  woull  not  p&ss  without 
this  duty  being  taken  off.  Of  course, 
we  cannot  say  what  the  money  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer next  year  may  be,  but  I  hope  it 
will  be  ample  to  give  us  this  small  satis- 
faction tbat  we  asV.  I  may  say  that, 
when  I  asked  a  question  on  the  same  sub- 
ject upon  another  occasion,  the  answer 
wfta^"I  trust  that  another  year  may 
not  pass  without  this  uucb-needed  relief 
being  afforded  to  the  Indian  industries." 
My  Jxirda,  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  say 
more  on  the  present  occasion. 
On  Question,  agreed  to. 

AS  ANNUAL  CES.SU3. 
♦Eaki.  FOItTESCUE:  My  Lords,  in 
rising  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  lhi>  doxirablenesH  of  having  a  cheap 
atid  simpls  annual  census  of  the  popu- 
lation in  aiidilion  to  thoregular  costly  and 
elaboratedccennialcensus,  I  will  only  ask 
jour  Jjordshipa'  kind  indulgence  for  a 
rery  few  minutes.  The  Board  of  Trade, 
as  is  well  known,  collects,  digests,  and 
pulilislion  elaborate  and  costly  statistics 
for  the  information  and  guidance  of  the 
cotnmercisl  and  manufacturing  interests, 
and  Ibo  Foreign  Utfico  and  0»lonial 
Ollico  also  ]irovide  statistics  for  the  same 
purpose.  Even  by  the  Agricultural  Da- 
paitnient  of  the  Council  Office  Returns 
are  furnisUedfor  the  benefitoftho latterly 
much  suffering  agricultural  interest  of 
the  number  of  acres  under  grass  and 
under  different  crops  in  the  country,  with 
both  lieturns  and  Estimates  of  the  pro- 
duce. Besides  those  Beturns  for  the 
information  and  guidance  of  the  farmers, 
an  annual  census  ia  given  of  the 
amount  of  lire  atook  on  the  fari 
i:tj;,000  ayear  isTolad  i  «       oi 

those  AgriouUnral 
natei ;  and  tha '     i 
FitenrntOr 


iBR    orer 
Be^doi 


re  bent  jMHed, 
)S,  the  i&igUA 
f  laat  year,  and 


eicess  of  cattle  being; 
270,000,  and  sheep  GGO.OOO. 
the  cost  which  I  hare  i 
a  certain  share  not  easily  determioe^ 
but  appreciable  in  the  general  expanaea 
of  the  ofBce,  ought  to  be  attributed  to 
the  preparation  of  these  statiatica.  The 
Statistical  Department  geta  ita  informa- 
tion i.i  England  through  the  ageaqy  of 
the  Inland  Berenno  Officms,  and  in 
Ireland  through  the  conetaboluy.  Now, 
my  Lords,  I  venture  to  think  that  if  a 
yearly  census  of  farming  atock  in  the 
country  ia  so  important,  it  is rety  impctf- 
tantaUo  to  obtain  similar  statiitica  widi 
regard  to  the  popnlation  of  the  oonnt^. 
I  would  remind  your  Lordahipa  that 
since  the  last  census  legislatira  n 
of  great  importance  hare  t 
the  lieform  Act  of  1H8S, 
Local  Oorernment  Act  of  laat  year,  i 
the  Scotch  Local  Government  Billof  thia 
year  in  the  discassiona  on  which  troat- 
wortbyatalisticaas  to  the  nnmbeiaoftha 
resident  population,  and  the  floating 
population  would  hare  been  of  grant 
advantage.  There  have  alao  bean  dis- 
cussions, not  only  in  this  House  bat  out 
of  it,  relating  to  educational  and  raligiooa 
subjects,  as  to  whicn  it  would  bars  Men 
of  the  greatest  adrantage  if  thnt  infov- 
maiion  could  hare  been  aappliad*  Sir 
Edwin  Chadwick,  in  a  paper  whioli  be 
read  at  the  Health  OongrewatHaatinca 
this  year,  referred  to  the  rary  U^e 
changes  in  the  population  of  the  ICatro- 
polis  both  in  bad  and  proaperou  TMzai 
and  expressed  an  opinion  abtnur  in 
favour  of  an  annual  oensua.  Ur.tullr, 
in  preparing  hia  great  Dinotoiy,  flaw 
that  the  ohangta  an  fully  30  par  oait 
a  year  in  the  Londoh,  and  tho  same 
in  the  anbutban  householders.  But 
r*"ini —  of  : — '^  ice  among  the 
10  are  compelled 
,  appear  f     ' 
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greater  than  in  any  other  class,  and  to 
amount  to  nearly  as  muoh  as  one-third. 
Those  constant  changes,  which  are  so 
perplexing  to  school  managerSi   show 
strongly  the  necessity  for  an   annual 
census.    But,  and  in  this  aspect  it  has 
a  particular  interest  for  me,  the  value 
of  a  more  frequent  census  than  a  decen- 
nial one  is  specially  great  for  sanitary 
purposes.       As     the    death     rate     is 
reckoned  at  so  many  per  thousand  of 
the  population,   it  is  highly  desirable 
that  the  inhabitants   of  the    different 
towns  should  have  frequent  and  accurate 
statements  as  to  population,  seeing  that 
the  rate  of  mortality  is  the  best  test  of 
the    sanitary    condition  of   a  district. 
With  a  decennial  census  we  cannot,  a 
few  years  after  it  has  been  taken,  have 
reliable    information    upon    which    to 
proceed.     We  are  accustomed  to    see 
estimates  of  the  proportion  of   deaths 
per   thousand    of    the    population    in 
our    great     towns,     and     those     are 
avowedly  based  on  estimates  founded 
on  the  difference   between    the    popu- 
lation    at      previous     censuses,     the 
ultimate  census,    and   the  penultimate 
census ;  and  it  is  therefore  of  very  great 
importance  that  we  should  have  more 
frequent  statistics,  in  order  to  ascertain 
the  actual  mortality  among  the  town 
populations    more  accurately  than    is 
possible  when  we  only  get  the  statistics 
once  in   10  years.      And,  my  Lords,  it 
should  be  remembered  that  in  the  rural 
districts   the    tables    of   mortality  are 
equally  liable  to  be  wrong  in  another 
direction ;  as  we  know  there  has  been  a 
considerable  decrease  in  the  rural  popu- 
lation, although  the  aggregate  popula- 
tion of  the  kingdom  has  increased.    So 
that  during  a  period  of  10  years  esti- 
mates formed  on  the  information  last 
obtained  as  compared  with  the  two  pre- 
vious   censuses    must   be   utterly   and 
entirely  wrong  and  seriously  misleading. 
A   decrease  in    population   may  have 
begun  owing  to  the  cessation  of  a  par- 
ticular manufacture  just  at  the  time  the 
census  was  taken,  and  for  10  years  a 
population    would   be  assumed  which 
would  differ  more    widely   every  year 
from  the  true  state  of  the  case.   And,  of 
oourae,  the  same  observation  applies  to 
cases  where  there  may  be  an  increase  of 
popalation  from    the  contrary    cause. 
The  aggregate  cost  of  the  last  decennial 
cenaaa  was,  I  have  ascertained  by  in- 
quiry,  £150,000;    the  cash  payments 


amounting  to  £122,000,  and  the  printing 
done  for  the  Government  and  cost  of 
postage  not  separately  charged  making 
up  the  difference.     Sir  Edwin  Chad  wick 
finds  that  that  comes  to  about  £4  1 8s.  per 
1,000  of  the  population,  and  that  occurs 
but  once  in  10  years.     He  is  strongly 
of  opinion  that  by  utilising  the  Registrars 
of  districts  and  allowing  them  to  employ 
the  postmen  or  School  Board  officers  it 
might  be  done  at  something  like  a  cost 
of  £1  per  1,000  for  obtaining  details  as 
full  as  those  which  are  now  given  in  the 
decennial  census.    Another  suggestion 
worthy    of   consideration    is   that    all 
householders  should,  under  a  penalty, 
add  the  names  of  all  persons  upon  their 
premises    on    a   certain  night  to  the 
return  which  they  have  now  to  make 
under  the  last  Registration  Act  of  those 
residing  there  who  are  qualified  to  be  put 
upon  the  register  of  voters.     I  do  not 
venture  to  give  an  opinion  as  to  what 
would  be  the  best  mode  of  obtaining  an 
annual  census.  My  own  opinion  is  that  a 
record  of  the  numbers  without  the  details 
taken  in  the  decennial  census  would  cost 
very  little,  and  would  be  of  very  great 
value  to  those  engaged  in  legislation  or 
in  the  administration  of  the  country.    I 
do  not  ask  your  Lordships  to  pass  any 
Resolution  on  the  subject,  nor  do  I  ask 
the  Government  for  any  positive  answer 
upon  it.    All  I  ask  of  your  Lordships 
and  the  Government  is,  that  they  should 
give  the  matter  their  serious  considera- 
tion. 

♦Lord  BALFOUR:  My  Lords,  the 
noble  Earl's  question  refers  to  the 
desirability  of  having  a  cheap  and 
simple  annual  census,  and  in  his  remarks, 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  more  par- 
ticularly what  he  wants,  he  draws  an 
analogy  from  the  Statistical  Returns 
giving  an  enumeration  of  farming  stock 
throughout  the  country.  I  am  afraid^ 
my  Lords,  I  must  demur  to  the  applica- 
bility of  any  such  analogy.  It  is  obvious 
that  even  the  cheapest  and  simplest 
census  which  is  to  be  of  any  use  at  all 
must  include  the  sexes,  ages,  and  num- 
bers in  family.  That,  of  course,  goes 
far  beyond  the  mere  enumeration  of 
farming  stock  to  which  the  noble  Earl 
alludes.  The  objection  to  an  annual 
census  is  the  enormous  cost.  The  cost 
of  the  decennial  census  may  be  put  at 
£140,000.  I  do  not  understand  how  it 
is  possible  to  make  out  that  anything 
which    would     be    of    the    blightest 
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mater: &IIr  l^ifis^Md.  Th*  Loc&I  Gjt»tt:- 
meet  Bcari  hare  r«<KT«2  a  rrea:  hakj 
coaipIa:&ti!  of  the  i^aiw^iate  reiTi* 'ra- 
ti on  for  the  W'joit  p*Tf  :r=ie«d.  and  I  think 
the  hope  of  getting  j.-ostme:!  or  others  to 
do  the  woik  gTa:!i:!OTi*Iv  fs  del n fire.  A 
censns.  unless  it  i^  Terj  complete  and 
accurate,  is  worse  than  useless,  and  if  it 
is  to  be  complete  and  ai%tirate,  it  is  idle 
to  hope  that  it  can  be  done  at  less  cost. 
I  am  far  from  under  rating  the  im- 
portanre  to  manj  persons  and  I/>eal 
Authorities  of  haTing  more  frequent  in- 
formation than  they  possess  at  present. 
The  noble  Karl  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley) 
will  bear  me  out  when  I  saj  that  the  evi- 
dence before  the  PoorTjaw(>;mmitteelast 
year  showed  that  the  want  of  informa- 
tion on  the  pari  of  Jx^cal  Authorities  in 
r|Mir;kly- increasing  diittricts  very  much 
added  to  the  difficulties  of  adminif!tra- 
tion,  and  of  dealing  with  the  problems 
which  iirfsent  theniselvi'S.  They  do  not 
really  know  what  is  the  extent  of  the 
removal  of  prypulation  in  their  districts, 
and  morn  definite  information  would  be 
of  ih»  groainnt  use  to  them.  Any  hope  of 
ohtfiining  an  imnufil  census  must, I  think, 
ho  regiirdfid  as  impracticable  on  account 
of  tliM  great  cost  it  would  involve  ;  but 
frefpiiuit  ropniNentations  in  favour  of  a 
nuinfpieniiinl  oonsiis  have  been  made  to 
inn  rntsidoiit  f)f  the  Ijcxml  Government 
llimrd  from  so  many  (piarters  that  he 
hns  ren(»lv(Ml  to  appoint  a  Departmental 
<^)miniitoo  to  consider  the  desirability  of 
rnrr^'ing  out  tliat  iiroposiil.  More  than 
that  the  subject  is  engaging  attention 
1  utn  not  at  present  prepared  to  say.  As 
it  is  of  a  technical  charactor,  probably 
A  l>epnrtniental  ("loininittoe  will  be  the 
most  satisrartory  body  in  the  first  in- 
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nnTEPHETATIOy  BILL,    fXo.  9S.) 

Hj':i<ieln  Coamitiee  [on  Re-oonmit- 
cer.:  ;a.:cjrdisg  to  order]  :  Bill  repotted 
wirboi:  Amendment,  and  to  be  read  9* 

on  Monday  next. 

TELEORAPHS  flSLE  OF  MAN]  BILU 

(So.  113.) 

Bead  3"  (acoordiog  to  order),  Aad 
passed. 

SMALL  DEBTS  [SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

<No.  177.) 

Head  3*  (according  to  order),  with 
the  Amendments,  and  paaaed,  and  aent 

to  the  Commons. 

JUVENILE  OFFENDERS  BILL.  (No.  170.) 

Bill  (by  leave  of  the  Houae)  with* 
drawn. 

COMMITrEE     OF      SELECTION       TOR 
STANDING  COMMITTEEB. 

Report  from,  That  the  GommitfcM 
have  added  the  Lord  Clifford  of  Ohnd- 
leigh  and  the  Lord  Ker  <  M.  Loihimi)  to 
the  Standing  Committee  for  Bills  relat- 
ing to  Law,  &c.  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Cruelty  to  Children  Prevention  Bill. 
Head,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

House  a^oumed  at  holfpait  Bix 

o'clock,  to  Monday  next,  aqoar- 

ter  before  Eleven  o'dock 
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Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Oom- 
mUsionerB. 

The  House  went,  and,  being  returned, 

Mr.  Speaker  reported  the  Bojal 
Assent  to  a  number  of  Acts.  (See  page 
1385.) 

QUESTIONS. 


IRELAND— AFFRAY  AT    COOKSTOWN 

Mr.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.) :  1  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  fact  that, 
on  the  28th  June,  Thomas  Hagan,  of 
Drumgrass,  passing  through  "  Old 
Town,"  Cookstown,  County  Tyrone,  was 
waylaid  by  Orangemen  and  badly 
beaten ;  that  John  Doris  and  Patrick 
M'Ginnity  were  stoned  passing  through 
this  quarter  on  1st  and  12th  July  ;  that, 
on  the  12th,  James  Dori?  was  also  at- 
tacked and  badly  injured;  whether, 
after  the  annoyance  given  the  Catholic 
congregation  at  church  on  the  evening 
of  the  28th  June,  two  inhabitants  of 
Cookstown  swore  an  information  before 
the  Magistrates  that  there  «ra8  likely  to 
be  a  breach  of  the  peace  if  Orange 
arches  were  put  up  by  Orangemen  in 
the  Catholic  quarter  of  Cookstown ;  and, 
if  so,  what  action  was  taken  in  conse- 

Sience  of  this  sworn  information  ;  and, 
the  Government  will  place  a  police 
barrack  in  **  Old  Town,"  for  the  pro- 
tection of  passengers  in  that  quarter,  as 
requested  in  several  Memorials  to 
Government  by  inhabitants  of  Cooks- 
town ? 

Thk  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Man- 
chester E.) :  From  the  Report  received 
from  the  Constabulary  Authorities,  it 
would  appear  that  the  circumstances 
were  not  of  the  serious  nature  repre- 
sented in  the  question.  The  information 
referred  to  in  the  second  paragraph  was 
sworn.  The  Resident  Magistrate  and 
District  Inspector  of  Constabulary  con- 
sidered the  matter,  and  decided  there 
was  no  ground  to  anticipate  a  breach  of 
the  peace.    The  district  where  the  arch 


was  erected  is  not  an  exclusively  Roman 
Catholic  quarter.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
there  was  no  disturbance  in  connection^ 
with  the  erection  of  the  arch.  Two 
Memorials  have  recently  been  received 
asking  that  a  barrack  should  bo  estab- 
lished at  Old  Town.  The  proposal  is 
under  consideration. 

FIRING  REVOLVERS  ON  THE  HIGH 

ROAD. 

Mr.  ROWNTREE  (Scarborough) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  his  atten^ 
tion  has  been  called  to  the  following  cvt* 
cumstances — namely,  that  on  Sunday,  the 
10th  day  of  March  last,  as  some  peasant 
children  were  playing  near  to  one  of  tha 
roads  entering  into  Woodford  by  Oal- 
way,  a  man  named  John  White  slackened 
the  speed  of  his  car  in  passing,  stood  up 
in  his  car,  and  fired  off  his  revolver  in 
the  direction  of  the  children  ;  that  one 
them,  Ellen  Goonan,  was  ill  with  the 
fright ;  that  her  mother,  Mary  Goonan, 
swore  an  information  against  White 
before  Mr.  Burke,  a  local  Magistrate, 
and  was  bound  over  in  a  penalty  of  £20 
to  attend  at  the  next  Petty  Sessions  to  g^ve 
evidence  of  the  offence ;  that  on  hearing 
nothing  further  she  went  to  the  District 
Inspector  of  Police  and  was  told  to  oall 
again,  a3  the  matter  was  still  under 
consideration,  and  that  some  days  after- 
wards she  was  told  by  the  police  tkat 
nothing  further  would  be  done  in  the 
matter;  whether  firing  a  revolver  on  the 
high  road  is  a  misdemeanour ;  was  White 
ever  tried ;  and,  with  whom  the  respon- 
sibility for  the  stay  of  the  proceedings 
against  him  rests  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Con- 
stabulary Authorities  report  that  imme- 
diately on  complaint  being  made,  the 
matter  was  investigated.  They  found 
that  although  the  shot  had  been  im- 
properly fired  on  the  public  road,  it  was 
at  a  distance  of  some  90  yards  from  the 
Goonans'  cottage,  and  that  the  shot  was 
not  fired  at  the  children  nor  in  any  way 
intendeil  to  frighten  them.  The  woman 
did  swear  an  information.  The  mere 
discharge  of  firearms  upon  the  public 
road  does  not  appear  to  be  in  itself  a 
misdemeanour,  but  it  is  punishable  by 
summary  jurisdiction.  No  prosecution 
was  instituted  by  the  police,  as  the 
Divisional  Commissioner  was  satisfied 
that  White  had  no  intention  of  harming 
anyone,    and    that    the   charge    made 
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tombstone  was  remored  from  its  ancient 
«ite;  and,  if  it  prove  to  have  been  re- 
mored  without  legal  authoritj,  whether 
fae  will  take  steps  to  have  it  restored  to 
its  former  posttioD,  and  to  punish  the 
authors  f 

*TheLORD  ADVOOiTE  {Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  EoBEaraos,  Bute) :  The  tombstone 
in  question  has  been  lifted  and  built 
into  the  outside  wall  of  tbe  new  church. 
This  has  been  done  solely  for  the  pre- 
flervation  of  this  iateresttng  memorial. 
In  its  recumbent  position  it  had  become 
greatly  worn  and  defaced;  and  it  would, 
if  left  where  it  was,  have  soon  been 
destri^ed.  A  stone  has  been  placed  on 
the  original  site,  which  is  to  bear  an 
inscription  recording  the  memorial.  The 
burying  ground  is  not  a  parochial 
churchyard ;  and  in  this  very  con- 
siderate act  of  preservation  the  Duke 
of  Hamilton  has  infringed  no  legal 
right 

IREr,AND-THE  LAKD  ACT,  1887. 

Mr.  BLANE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that,  at 
Derrycorr  Lurgan,  County  Armagh,  a 
meeting  of  cottiers  and  labourers  was 
recently  held  to  set  forth  their  griev- 
ances, and  to  complain  that  the  Land 
Act  of  lti87  made  no  provision  to  enable 
them  to  purchase  their  email  holdings 
vhen  tbe  immediate  lessors  purchased 
under  the  Ashbourne  Act ;  aod,  if  the 
Governmeat  would  take  tbe  subject  into 
their  consideration,  with  a  view  of  ad- 
justing the  matters  complained  of  by 
the  cottiers  and  labourers  of  County 
Armagh  t 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Govem- 
ment  are  not  aware  of  any  meeting  of 
the  kind  referred  to  in  the  question.  As 
tbe  hon.  Gentleman  is  award,  the  money 
voted  by  tbe  Aehbourne  Act  is  for  the 
purchase  ot  tenants'  holdings,  and  it 
cannot  be  diverted  to  any  otaer  object 
without  diminishing  the  amount  which 
would  be  thus  available. 

UAILS  TO  INDIA  AND  GIBRALTAR. 
Ha.  KING  (Hull,  Central) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster  General,  with  refer- 
«na«  to  evidence  given  before  the  Select 
Committve  on  the  Revenue  Departments 
BatimatM  with  regard  to  the  revision  of 
arntn^MBB&U  with  tbe  French  and 
Italiun  l'..st  Ofi  es  for  tile  conveyance 
of  Har  Majes    's  mails  to  And  from 
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India,  Australia,  &c,,  whether  he  has 
been  able  to  take  any  steps  in  the  direc- 
tion indicated  ;  and  if  he  can  hold  out 
any  prospect  of  a  reduction  in  tbe  rates 
fixed  in  July,  1887,  or  of  improving  any 
of  tho  other  conditions  of  the  arrange- 
ments then  made  ? 

*Thb    postmaster    general 

[Mr.  Baikbs,  University  of  Cambridge) : 
I  am  glad  to  inform  the  hon.  Member 
that  I  have  been  able  to  take  such  steps 
as  he  refers  to,  and  have  succeeded  in 
obtaining  from  tho  French  and  Italian 
Governments  a  further  reduction  of  the 
transit  rates  payable  for  the  special 
conveyance  of  the  Eastern  maile  through 
France  and  Italy.  It  may  interest  the 
House  to  know  that  this  reduction  of 
rates,  which  will  come  into  operation  on 
the  let  of  January,  1890,  is  estimated 
to  represent  in  the  aggregate  a  saving 
of  between  five  and  six  thousand  pounds 
a  year,  over  and  above  the  very  large 
saving  secured  in  July,  1887.  Further, 
the  porterage  at  Calais  connected  <A'ith 
these  mails,  hitherto  separately  paid  for 
by  this  country  at  the  rate  of  about 
£1,000  a  year,  will  in  future  be  provided 
by  France  free  of  special  charge;  aud, 
amongother  advantages  recently  gained, 
I  may  mention  an  acceleration  by  two 
hours  of  the  special  train  service  from 
Modane  to  Brindiai  —  an  acceleration 
already  in  force — and  the  establishment 
of  a  special  branch  service  from  Foggia 
to  Naples  after  the  close  of  this  year, 
with  a  view  to  accelerating  the  mails 
for  Australia  carried  by  the  Orient  Steam 
Navigation  Company  from  Naples.  Tlio 
House  may  also  be  interested  to  lenin 
that,  under  the  arrangements  made  in 
July,  1887,  and  June,  1889,  the  Post 
Office  Department  is  placed  in  a  position 
to  send,  if  it  requires  to  do  so,  all  classes 
of  correspondence  to  the  East  by  all-sea 
routes  at  lower  rates  of  postage  than 
by  the  overland  route.  I  have  much 
pleasure  in  acknowledging  the  courteous 
attention  which  the  French  and  Ilalian 
Postal  Authorities  gave  to  my  repre- 
sentations, and  the  spirit  of  conciliation 
in  which  they  eventually  complied  with 
my  application  for  the  foregoing  con- 
cessions. 

Mr.  HENNIKEE  H EATON  (Canter- 
bury) :  May  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  if  tbe  changes  will  enable 
him  to  reduce  the  carriage  of  mails  from 
India  from  5d.  to  2d.  F 
*Mb.  RAIKES  :  No,  Sir. 
»  F 
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Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  com- 
plaints have  reached  him  that,  on  Satur- 
day night  the  20th  instant,  a  Homan 
Oatholic  band,  accompanied  by  a  sympa- 
thising crowd,  proceeded  from  Lurgan 
to  Drumgor  and  broke  in  the  doors  and 
windows  of  the  Protestant  Church  there, 
and  that  they  also  tor>k  away  books  out 
of  the  Church,  and  shouted  for  anyone 
to  ''  come  and  take  away  those  Orange 
books  (Bibles  and  Prayer  Books)";  and 
whether  the  police  have  made  any 
arrests  in  connection  with  this  outrafi^e  ? 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Con- 
stabulary Authorities  have  no  knowledge 
of  the  alleged  outrage. 

THE  CONSTABULARY  IN  TYRONE. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  can  state  the  numbers 
of  Homan  Catholic  and  Protestant  con- 
stables respectively  in  the  County  Tyrone 
at  present ;  how  many  of  each  denomi- 
nation have  been  promoted  to  the  rank 
and  pay  of  acting  sergeant  since  1882  ; 
and  what  are  the  principles  which  guide 
the  selection  of  constables  for  promo- 
tion? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  question 
of  religious  persuasion  does  not  in  any 
way  affect  promotions  among  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary.  The  general  prin- 
ciples which  guide  County  Inspectors  in 
their  promotion  are — (1)  efficiency  in 
the  performance  of  duty  ;  (2)  steadiness 
of  conduct ;  (3)  literary  qualifications — 
power  of  writing  reports ;  (4)  physical 
fitness ;  and  (5)  aptitude  for  command. 
Length  of  service  is  also  taken  into  con- 
sideration. 

ELECTRIC    LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS   BILLS.      . 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  if  the  formal  con- 
sent of  the  Corporation  of  Birmingham 
to  the  Electric  Lighting  Provisional 
Order  for  that  town  has  now  been  re- 
ceived ;  whether,  in  any  other  cases  in 
which  he  has  granted  a  Provisional 
Order  without  making  a  Special  Report 
of  the  grounds  on  which  he  has  dis- 
dispensed  with  the  consent  of  the  Local 
Authority,  the  consent  of  the  Local 
Authority  has  been  formally  and  directly 
put  on  record ;  whether,  in  future,  he 
will  take  care  that,  in  the  terms  of  the 
Law,  no  Provisional  Order  is  granted 


without  the  express  consent  of  the  Local 
Authority  or    a   Special  Report;    and 
whether  he  is  aware  that  all  over  the 
country  electric  companies  are  scatter- 
ing very  numerous  applications  to  light 
towns    without    any  apparent    minute 
inquiry,  and  rather  with  the  object  of 
being  first  in  the  field  for  concessions ; 
and  will  take  care  that  Local  Authori- 
ties are  not  unduly  harassed  or  hurried 
in  regard  to  applications  which  may  not 
be  serious,  and  are  allowed  time  to  look 
about  them  before  they  are  obliged  to 
deal  with  applications  in  the  way  pro- 
posed by  Major  Marindin  ? 
♦Thb  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF    TRADE    (Sir    M.    Hicks    Brach, 
Bristol,   W.)  :  The  answer  to  the  first 
two  paragraphs  of  the  hon.  Member's 
question  is,  Tes.     I  will  take  care  that 
the  provisions  of  the  section  to  which 
the  hon  Member  refers  are    complied 
with.    I  may,  however,  point  out  that  a 
difficulty    arises    from    the    fact    that 
Amendments  to  Orders  are  pressed  upon 
me  up  to  the  very  last  moment  of  the 
issue  of  the  Orders.     I  will,  however, 
endeavour  to    arrange   that  in  future 
either  the  formal  consent  of  the  Local 
Authority  shall  be  obtained,  or  that  a 
Special  Report  shall  be  made  before  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  confirming  Bill. 
In  the  consideration  of  any  future  pro- 
posals which  may  come  before  me  I 
will    certainly    take    care    that    Local 
Authorities  are  not  unduly  harassed  or 
hurried.     It  is  with  the  very  object  of 
avoiding  any   such  hurry  that  Parlia- 
ment has  enacted  that  notices  should  be 
given  to  Local  Authorities  on  or  before 
July  1  of  all  Provisional  Orders  to  be 
applied  for  in  respect   of  the  ensuing 
Session  of  Parliament. 


ARMY    COMMISSIONS. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  if 
it  is  true  that,  owing  to  the  expense  of 
the  regiments  of  Life  Guards,  young 
men  who  have  passed  for  the  Army  in 
the  regular  way  cannot  be  got  to  accept 
commissions  in  those  regiments;  whether 
it  is  contemplated  to  get  over  the 
difficulty  by  giving  commissions  to 
inferior  candidates,  who  have  not  passed 
an  examination  enabling  them  to  enter 
other  regiments ;  whether  cavalry  regi- 
ments generally  have  been  obliged  to  ac- 
cept the  lowest  passed  candidates,  who 
cannot  get  into  other  regiments ;  whether 
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in  those  rogiments  promotion  has  been 
abnormally  accelerated  owing  to  young 
Officers  being  led  into  expenses  greater 
than  they  can  bear ;  and  whether  he 
will  consider  the  propriety  of  taking 
steps,  in  concert  with  the  Commander 
in  Chief,  to  make  those  regiments  less 
expensive  rather  than  commit  regiments 
which  cost  the  Country  so  dear  to  infe- 
rior Officers  ? 

♦TiiK  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Hornra<«tlo) :  There  is  no  dearth  of  can- 
didates for  the  Household  Cavalry.  It 
happened,  however,  recently  that  none 
of  the  nominees  for  these  regiments 
qualified  in  the  examination ;  and  the 
vacancies  which  had  occurred  were  then 
filled  up  by  other  properly  qualified 
candidates.  The  qualification  is  the  same 
for  cavalry  and  infantry.  It  therefore 
becomes  unnecessary  to  answer  the  two 
last  questions. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  What  is  meant 
by  qualified  candidates  ?  Is  it  that  the 
candidate  has  passed  a  competitive 
examination,  or  that  he  has  passed  a 
qualifying  examination  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  The  candidate 
must  pass  a  competitive  examination. 

EGYPT. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  yet  considered  from 
what  source  the  expense  of  using 
British  troops  for  the  defence  of  the 
Egyptian  frontier  is  to  come ;  whether, 
in  view  of  the  evidence  afforded  by  the 
present  situation  of  the  insufficiency  of 
the  Egyptian  Army  to  defend  Egypt, 
measures  will  be  taken  to  increase  that 
Army;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  take  steps  to  ascertain 
if  the  French  Government  will  consent 
to  the  conversion  of  the  Egyptian 
Privilege  Debt  on  the  conditions  that 
the  saving  will  be  applied  towards 
increasing'  the  Egyptian  Army,  and 
making  Egypt  self-supporting  ? 

♦The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
J.  Fergusson,  Manchester,  N.E.):  The 
question  in  the  first  paragraph  has  not 
been  considered  ;  the  immediate  duty  is 
to  repel  the  invasion;  as  regards  the 
case  of  British  troops  already  in  Egypt 
the  additional  expense  mainly  consists 
of  transport  and  stores.     As  regards  the 
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second,  the  hon.  Member  may  rest 
assured  that  all  measures  will  be  taken 
that  are  deemed  necessary  for  the  due 
fulfilment  of  the  duties  in  hand.  The 
French  Government  have  given  no  indi* 
cation  of  such  a  disposition,  as  is  sug- 
gested in  the  third. 

THE  NEW  RIFLE. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  how 
many  magazine  riiies  and  how  many 
carbines  of  the  description  of  those  now 
being  manufactured  for  the  use  of  the 
Army  were  sent  to  Hjthe  for  trial  and 
report ;  whether  those  so  sent  were  sent 
after  the  last  modifications  had  been 
made ;  and  whether  the  Hythe  Beport 
was  adverse  to  the  new  rifle  ? 
♦Mr.  E.STAN  HOPE:  Colonel  Tongue, 
the    Commandant     of   the    School    of 
Musketry  at  Hythe,  was  himself  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Small  Arms  Committee  which 
chose  the  new  magazine  rifle.    No  rifles 
were  sent  for  further  trial  at  Hythe,  but 
they  were  tried  under  service  conditions 
at  home  and  abroad,  and  the  result  has 
been  a  thorough  approval  of  the  new 
weapon.  Any  small  defects  then  pointed 
out  were  remedied  in  the  final  pattern 
adopted.    Some  experimental  carbines 
for  cavalry  have  been  sent  to  Hjrthe  for 
trial ;  and  some  of  the  officers  of  the 
stafl^,  not  including  the  commandant, 
have  ofl^ered    adverse    criticisms  upon 
some  of  the  details. 

IRELAND-SUB-COMMISSIOXEBS. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  now  prepared  to  say  what  the  Qoyem- 
ment  propose  to  do  with  regard  to  the 
appointment  of  additional  Sub -Commis- 
sioners for  the  hearing  of  fair-rent 
applications? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  can  at  pre- 
sent give  no  definite  reply  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  with  regard  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  additional  Sub-Commissioners. 
As,  however,  I  am  very  desiroas  of 
diminishing  the  number  of  unheard 
cases,  I  propose  to  bring  in  a  Bill  of  one 
clause  having  for  its  object  to  enaUe 
landlords  and  tenants,  if  they  think  flfi 
to  have  fair  rent  cases  decided  out  of 
Court  by  two  lay  Sub-Commissioners. 
If  this  Bill  meets,  as  I  hope  it  will^  with 
general  approval  from  all  sections  of  the 
House,  there  will  be  no  difflonl^  ia 
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pasrisg  it  into  Uw,  though,  of  course,  it 
will  be  impoBaible  fur  the  OoTeroinent 
to  fiad  time  for  aoj  lengthened  contro- 
vera;  ehould  there  be  any  diBpositton  to 
raiae  Buch  upon  our  propoBals. 

THE  PKOPOSED  NEW  DOCK  AT 
BOMBAY. 
Adkiral  field  (Sussex,  East' 
bourne) :  I  beg  lo  aik  the  Uoder  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  whether  he  can 
now  state  what  progress  lias  been  mad^ 
towards  the  completion  of  the  long 
promised  first  class  dock  at  Bombay  for 
ironclads  of  Her  Majesty's  Fleet;  has 
the  site  been  selected  ;  has  the  eatimate 
of  cost  been  approved  ;  if  so,  what  is  the 
amount;  aud  has  the  contract  for  its 
completion  been  given  out;  have  the 
Indian  Oovemmert  and  the  Admiralty 
corns  to  an  agreement  as  to  the  portion 
of  the  cost  of  construction  to  be  borne 
by  each;  and,  if  the  above  questions 
receive  answers  in  the  negative,  will  he 
then  state  the  cause  of  delay  in  carrying 
out  the  recommendations  of  successive 
Naval  Commanders  in-Chief  fur  the  last 
15  years,  that  a  dock  for  firatolass 
battleships  should  be  constructed  as  a 
matter  of  vital  necessity,  and  thus  avoid 
the  risk  of  sending  ships  in  a  disabled 
condition  to  Malta,  distant  4,00U  miles, 
to  be  docked  and  repaired,  as  was  done 
in  18S2? 

Thk  UNDEE  8E0RETAHY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  GoRsr, 
Chatham):  I  am  sorry  to  inform  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  that  no  pro- 
gress has  been  made  with  the  dock 
referred  to.  A  site  was  selected  and  esti- 
mates made,  the  coat  amounting  to 
£221,000.  The  Secretary  of  State  in 
Council  offered  to  contrioute  a  moiety  of 
this  sum  out  of  Indian  revenues,  but  this 
offer  has  not  yet  been  accepted  by  the 
Admiralty.  In  the  meantime  the  Bom- 
bay Port  Trust  have  offered  to  construct 
a  dock  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Go- 
Ternment  of  India,  will  be  sufficient  to 
meet  all  Indian  requirements. 

Admibal  field  :  Have  the  Trea- 
sury refused  to  grant  the  money,  or  does 
the  fault  lay  at  their  door? 

Sia  J.  QOKST:  I  am  afraid  that 
that  is  a  question  I  cannot  answer.  X 
have  no  intormatiun. 


Ma.  FLTNN  (Cork,  N.):  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  hia 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact 
that  at  Killarney,  on  Saturday  last, 
during  the  trial  of  Denis  Healy,  who 
was  charged  with  attending  a  meeting 
of  the  suppressed  branch  of  the  Irish 
National  League,  Hr.  Moriarty,  ths 
defendant's  eolicitor,  was  forcibly  ejected 
from  the  Court  House  hy  older  of  Mr. 
Cecil  Hoche,  liesidant  Magistrate  ;  and 
if  he  can  state  what  explanation  the 
Magistrate  can  offer  for  giving  this 
order  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUU  :  I  understand 
that  it  is  the  case  that  Mr.  Moriarty  was 
expelled  from  Court,  He  had  been 
ordered  by  the  Court  to  desist  from 
interrupting  the  Disirlct  Inspector  of 
Constabulary,  who  was  making  an 
application  in  regard  to  certain  evidence 
to  be  taken.  He  expressed  repeatedly 
his  refusal  to  obey  the  orders  of  the  pre- 
siding Magistrate,  thereby  rendering,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Court,  his  expulsion 
necessary. 

Mb.  FLTNN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  if  he  is 
aware  that  at  Tialee,  on  Monday  last. 
Mr.  Denis  Ilealy,  charged  with  attend- 
ing a  suppressed  branch  of  the  National 
League,  was  sentenced  by  Mr.  Koche, 
Resident  Magistrate,  to  sis  uiontha' 
imprisonment  with  hard  labour,  and  at 
the  expiration  of  that  sentence  to  find 
bail  himself  in  £200  and  two  sureties  of 
£10U  each  to  keep  tbe  peace  for  12 
months ;  and  if  he  can  state  what 
authority  is  vested  in  a  Beaident  Magis- 
trate which  would  enable  him  to  in&ict 
a  sentence  in  excess  of  the  maKimum 
penalty  under  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  Act  ? 

Tne  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maduen,  University  oI 
Dublin):  The  legality  of  a  sentence 
such  as  that  referred  to  in  the  question 
of  the  hon.  Member  was  fully  discussed 
aud  affirmed  in  the  case  of  ''  The  Queen 
Uarker,"  recently  decided  by  the 
Bzchequer  Division  in  Ireland.  The 
report  uf  the  Lord  Chief  Baron's  Judg- 
ineot  in  that  caee  coutaina  a  full  state- 
ment of  the  law  on  ilie  subjeit.  It  has 
been  laid  on  the  Table  of  this  Houa«  at 
the  request  of  an  hon.  Member. 
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Mr.  SEXTON:  Doea  the  Chief | 
Secretary  for  Ireland  approve  of  an  Act 
by  which  a  defendant's  Eolicitor,  having 
been  forcibly  removed  from  a  Court, 
and  the  defendant  deprived,  in  eonBe- 

taence,  of  legal  aeaistance,  the  defen- 
ant  Bhould  then  be  cod  vie  ted  and 
sentenced  to  six  months'  imprisonment, 
with  hard  labour. 

Mr,  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  I  must  ask 
for  notice  of  that  question. 

THE  ASSAULT  UPON  MR.  T.  O'BRIEN 
Mr.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  he  will  state  whether  any 
command  or  order  to  charge  with  batons 
and  riSes  was  given  to  the  police  at  the 
railway  station,  Cork,  upon  the  orcaaion 
on  which  the  honourable  Member  for 
North  Monaghan  was  assaulted,  and 
severely  injured  ;  and,  if  so,  who  gave 
the  order  to  charge  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Consta- 
bulary Authorities  report  that  the  order 
given  was  to  draw  batons  aad  prepare 
to  charge.  The  Head  Constable,  who 
was  in  command  of  the  police  party, 
was  knocked  down  by  the  mob.  where- 
upon the  police  dispersed  them  with 
their  batons.  There  was  no  ri  Qe  charge. 
Mr.  FLYNN  ;  Who  gave  the  order 
to  charge  F 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUE;  The  only 
order  given  was  to  draw  batons  and 
prepare  to  chaise.  That  order  was 
given  by  the  Head  Constable. 

THE  CONTRACTS  FOR  THE  NEW 

CRUISE  [IS. 
Mb.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ash  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
if  contracts  for  any  of  the  new  cruisers 
have  been  placed  in  Belfast  or  London- 
derry? 

•Mr.  FOEWOOD  ;  Two  firms  in  Bel- 
fast were  invited,  but  deilioed,  to 
tender  for  the  cruisers  for  which  con- 
tracts have  just  been  made.  There  is 
no  building  yard  at  Londonderry  on  the 
Admiralty  list  for  this  class  of  veEsel, 
consequently  no  invitations  to  tender 
were  sent  to  firms  at  that  port. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Did  any  Belfast  firms 
tender  ? 
•Mr.  FOEWOOD :  No,  they  declined 
to  tender. 

VACCINATION. 

Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester) :  I  beg  to  ask 

the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee 


of  Council  on  Education   whether  the 
Education  Department   ha«  refused  to 
sanction  the  engagement   of  a    girl  u 
pupil  teacher  in  the  British  Scbool  at 
Embsay,  Yorkshire,  on  the  ground  that 
^e    has    not    been     vaccinated ;      and 
hether  there  is  anything  in  the  Educa- 
tion Acts    or    the    Yacoination     Iiawa 
quiring  pupil   teachers  to   be   vaoci- 
ted  ;  and,  if  not,    what  is  the  legal 
juetiGcation  for  this  refusal? 

The  vice  PEE8IDENT  of  thm 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dtkk,  Kent, 
Dartford):  Yea,  Sir.  The  Code  of  1885, 
which  was  signed  by  Lord  Oarlingford 
and  the  right  hon.  Member  for  SheSLelii, 
first  laid  down  that  the  certificate  of 
health  required  for  pupil  teaoheis 
should  be  in  a  form  prescribed  by  the 
Department.  The  form  adopted  waa 
one  in  use  at  several  of  the  Training 
Colleges,  and  contained  the  require- 
ment as  to  vaccination,  and  I  think  that 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  opposite, 
and  his  successors,  have  been  right  in 
adhering  to  this  form  as  a  measure  of 
protection  to  young  children  collected  in 
schools. 

Mr.  PICTON:  Did  the  Department 
obtain  legal  opinion? 
•Sir  W.  HAET   DYKE ;    There  vw 
no  doubt  on  the  subject. 


Ur.  BUET  (Morpeth) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  he  can  state  the 
reaEOn  for  the  delay  in  issuing  the 
Annual  Eeports  of  the  Inspectors  of 
Mines  ;  and,  whether  he  can  tay  when 
these  Eeports  will  he  in  the  handa  trf 
Members  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  There  has  bem 
no  unusual  delay  in  one  issue  of  theaa 
Eeports.  Last  year  they  were  not 
delivered  until  the  Slst  Jul;;  the  oor- 
rected  proofs  of  this  year's  Beporti  are 
now  in  the  hands  of  the  printers,  and 
the  Eeports  will,  I  hope,  be  in  the 
hands  oi  Members  very  snortly. 

Mr.  J.E.  ELLIS  (Nottinghamdiire, 
EushclifTe):  Willthe  ri^bt  hon.  Gentle- 
man give  an  assurance  id  regard  to  the 
future? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  kept  the 
assurance  that  was  given  to  the  Hoaes 
by  placing  constant  [Teeenie  open  the 
Inspectors. 
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WORK^klEN  IN  WOOLWICH  ARSENAL. 
Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  he  can  now  state  what 
action  is  proposed  to  be  taken  on  the 
Heport  of  the  Select  Committee  on  Work- 
men in  Woolwich  Arsenal  and  other 
GoyemmeDt  establishments,  entered 
from  1861  to  1870,  being  entitled  to 
superannuation;  and,  whether,  if  legis- 
lation be  required  to  carry  out  the 
recommendation  of  the  Committee,  such 
legislation  will  be  proposed  this  Session  ? 
*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  regret  that  I 
am  not  yet  able  to  make  a  statement  on 
this  subject.  I  am  most  anxious  to  ex- 
pedite a  decision,  and  when  a  decision 
is  arrived  at  I  will  inform  my  boo. 
Friend. 

CIVIL  ESTABLISHMENTS. 

Sir  JOHN  PULESTON  (Devonport) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether,  in  consequence  of  the 
delay  which,  owing  to  unforeseen  circum- 
stances, has  arisen  in  issuing  the 
Treasury  Minute  relating  to  Civil  Estab- 
lishments, and  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
all  promotions  and  appointments  to  duty 
pi^  posts  among  Lower  Division  Clerks 
have  been  suspended  since  the  20th 
December  last,  the  Treasury  will  cause 
any  benefits  that  may  accrue  to  the 
clerks  under  the  new  Echeme  to  take 
effect  from  the  date  mentioned  ? 

*The  chancellor  of  the 
EXCHEQUER  (Mr.  Gosciiex,  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square) :  There 
has  been  no  suspension  of  pro- 
motion among  the  Lower  Division 
Clerks,  but  only  of  appointments 
to  higlily  -  paid  posts.  The  Treasury 
Minute  will  be  in  the  hands  of  Moui- 
bers,  I  hope,  in  a  few  dajs;  they  will 
then  see  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  Lower  Division 
Clerks. 

REGISTRATION  OF  DEATHS. 

Mr.  AINSLIE  (Lancashire,  N.  Lons- 
dale) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  ]*resident  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether  the 
Registrar  General  has  issued  instructions 
to  local  registrars  of  deaths  to  discon- 
tinue the  practice  of  sending  notices  of 
deaths  to  country  newspapers,  and  if  he 
is  aware  that  this  practice  gave  great 
satisfaction  to  the  poorer  classes,  who 
looked  to  it  as  the  sole  means  of  com- 


municating to  their  relatives  such  notices 
of  deaths ;  and,  if  such  instructions  were 
given,  will  he  take  means  to  ensure  their 
withdrawal,  seeing  that  no  charge  is 
made  by  country  newspapers  for  their 
notices? 

♦The  president  of  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  RrrcmB, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  As  I 
have  already  stated,  in  reply  to  previous 
questions  on  this  subject,  I  am  informed 
by  the  Registrar  General  that  registrars 
of  births  and  deaths  have  always  been 
forbidden  to  furnish  for  publication  any 
statement  of  facts  respecting  the  births 
or  deaths  registered  by  them,  and  his 
attention  having  recently  been  called  to 
a  violation  of  tin's  rule  by  certain  regis- 
trars,  by  a  complaint  from  private  indi- 
viduals that  particulars  furnished  for 
registration  purposes  had  appeared  in  a 
local  newspaper  without  their  consent 
and  contrary  to  their  wishes,  he  has 
reminded  the  registrars  who  have  oon- 
travened  the  regulations  on  this  subjeot 
that  the  particulars  are  given  to  them 
for  official  purposes  only,  and  he  has  in- 
sisted on  the  rule  which  has  always  been 
in  exibtence  being  duly  observed.  I 
entirely  concur  in  the  course  adopted  by 
the  Registrar  General,  as  I  am  clearly  of 
opinion  that  when  a  statutory  duty  is 
imposed  upon  persons  to  furnish  infor- 
mation forregibtration  for  public  purposes 
there  is  good  ground  for  complaint  if  the 
officers  who  act  as  registrars  supply  the 
particulars  to  the  local  Press. 

IRELAND-DONAGHADEE  HARBOUR 

AND   riKU. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down.  S.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  he  can  state  the  amount  of 
money  which  has  bten  expended  in  the 
erection  of  the  haibour  works  and  pier 
at  Donaghadee,  County  Down,  and  also 
in  their  maintenance  and  improvement 
since  their  erection ;  whether  he  is 
aware  of  the  present  dangerous  state  of 
the  harbour,  owing  to  the  silt  and  stones 
which  have  accumulated  there ;  and, 
whether,  considering  the  importance  of 
this  harbour  at  the  eutiance  of  Belfast 
Lough,  a  Grant  will  be  made  to  render 
it  a  place  of  safety  for  vessels  obliged 
to  take  refuge  theiein  ? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  :  Before  the  hop. 
Gentleman  replies  to  that  question  will 
he  answer  a  question  on  the  same  sub- 
ject, which  is  down  on  the  Paper  in  the 
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name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Down  (Colonel  Waring)  for  Tuesday 
next? 

Mb.  sexton  :  May  I  ask  you,  Mr. 
Speaker,  whether  a  question  which  is 
down  for  Tuesday  next  ought  to  be 
answered  now  ? 
♦Mr.  speaker  :  I  have  no  know- 
ledge of  what  the  question  is. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  :  My  question  was 
addressed  to  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury. 
*TnE  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Jacksow,  Leeds,  N.) : 
I  also  have  no  knowledge  of  what 
the  question  is.  In  answer  to  the 
question  on  the  Paper  I  have  to  say 
that  £148»084  was  spent  in  the  forma- 
tion of  Donaghadee  Harbour,  and 
£24,728  has  since  been  spent  on  repairs 
and  maintenance.  No  dues  are  charged. 
There  has  been  some  silting,  as  was  in- 
evitable, but  the  harbour  is  not  in  a 
dangerous  state.  There  are  no  local 
fishing  boats,  and  there  is  ample  room 
for  the  fishing  boats  from  other  ports 
that  make  use  of  the  harbour,  amount- 
iivg  last  year  to  54. 

MR.  CECIL  ROCHE,  R.M. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (Leifrim,  8.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  an  in- 
crease of  salary  has  recently  been  given 
to  Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  R.M. ;  and,  on  what 
date  was  the  increase  given,  and  for 
what  reason  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Mr.  Cecil 
Roche,  R.M.,  has  among  others  been 
recently  promoted  from  the  third  to  the 
second  class  of  Resident  Magistrates. 
The  date  was  the  let  of  March.  The 
reason  was  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Government,  he  thoroughly  deserved  it. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  :  Is  it  true  that  Mr. 
Roche  has  been  promoted  over  the  heads 
of  officers  who  have  been  much  longer 
in  the  service  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Promotion 
does  not  go  by  order  of  seniority. 

Mr.  FLYNN:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  a  resolution  has 
been  passed  in  the  district  protesting 
against  the  promotion  of  this  fanatical 
firebrand  ? 
*Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order! 

ALLEGED  ASSAULT  UPON  AN  EMER- 
GENCY  MAN. 

Mr.  PATRICK  JOSEPH  O'BRIEN 
(Tipperary,  N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 

Mr.  John$tcn 


Secretary  to  the   Lord  Lieutenant    of 
Ireland  whether  he  has  seen  the  report 
of  a  case  tried  at  Cloughjordan.  County 
Tipperary,  on  the  12m  instant,  before 
Colonel  Waring  and  Mr.  Meldon,  Kesi- 
dent  Magistrates,  in  which  Mr.  0'BeilIj» 
a  respectable  trader  of  that  town,  was 
charged  with  an  alleged  assault  upon 
and    intimidation    of    an    emergency 
bailiff  named  John  Fox;  whether  hm 
attention  has  been  called  to  the   fact 
that  the  evidence  of  the  prosecutor  was 
contradicted  by  the  police  evidence,  and 
also  by  an  independent  witneas,  and 
that  the  Magistrates,  in  giving  judg- 
ment, used  the  following  language — 

<*  We  take  into  account  the  peaceful  condi* 
tion  of  the  district,  and  will  require  the  defen- 
dant to  giye  bail,  himself  in  £40  and  two 
sureties  in  £20  each,  or  one  month's  imprison- 
ment "  ; 

and  whether,  having  regard  to  tilie 
uncontradicted  evidence  conoemiDg 
O'Eeilly,  steps  will  be  taken  to  relioTa 
him  from  the  effects  of  this  sentence  f 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  understand 
that  it  is  the  case  that  a  proseention  . 
instituted  against  Michael  Beilly, 
trader,  for  using  violence  and  intimida- 
tion towards  Fox.  The  evidence  of 
Fox  appears  to  have  been  only  contra* 
dieted  by  the  police  as  to  the  amount 
of  violence  and  intimidation  used.  Fox, 
who  is  a  bailiff,  has  been  refused  sup- 
plies of  any  sort  by  ten  publicans  in  th^ 
neighbourhood,  including  Michael 
Heilly.  The  Magistrates  appear  to  have 
used  the  observations  attributed  to  them 
in  announcing  their  decision.  There 
does  not  appear  to  be  ground  for  adopt* 
ing  the  steps  suggested  in  the  last 
paragraph. 

MR.  ARCH  AND  THE  AGRICULTTJBAIp 
LABOURERS'  UNION, 

Major  EASOH  (Essex,  S.E.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasuiir 
whether,  with  reference  tothepubliahed 
correspondence  between  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Western 
Division  of  Essex  and  Mr.  Joseph  Arch^ 
the  Government  will  next  Session  in- 
crease the  powers  of  the  Friendly 
Societies  Committee,  in  order  to  admit 
evidence  with  reference  to  the  Ag^ricul* 
tural  Labourers'  Union  ? 

♦The  FIEST  LOED  op  thb  TBEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand^ 
Westminster) :  My  attention  baa  beep. 
drawn  to  the  correspondence  alluded  iOp 
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but  I  am  unable  to  give  any  pledg 
the  matter,  as  the  Report  of  the  C 
mittee  on  Friendly  Sooieties  is  not  yet 
in  the  bande  of  the  GoTernment,  who 
irould  have  to  consider  it  before  decid- 
ing whether  it  wb«  necessary  to  re- 
appoint the  Committee  next  SeuioD, 
and  whether  their  powers  should  or 
oould,  be  enlarged  so  as  to  include  other 
than  Friendly  Societies. 

UA0CLE8FIELD  TRUSTEE  SAVINGS 

BANE. 
iSa.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Hushcliffe):  I  beg  to  aek  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whetfaar  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Lord  Chancellor  has  been 
drawn  to  the  remarks  of  the  Commis- 
sioner appointed  under  50  and  51  Tic. 
c.  47,  to  inquire  into  the  affairs  of  the 
Ifacclesfield  Trustee  Savings  Bank,  in 
his  refhort  to  the  Treasury,  p.  szzTiii. 
respecting  Mr.  Thomas  Stringer  and 
Hr.  Peter  J.  Eaton  ;  and  whether  the 
names  of  these  persons  have  been  or 
will  be  removed  from  the  Commission 
of  the  Peace? 
*Ma.  GOSOHEN:  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor's attention  has  been  called  to  the 
remarks  of  the  Commissioner  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  affairs  of  the  Maccles- 
field Trustee  Savings  Bank  respecting 
Mr.  Stringer  and  Mr.  Eaton.  I  under- 
stand that  the  Lord  Chancellor  is  anxious 
to  wait  till  he  has  seen  the  evidence 
before  forming  a  judgment  in  this  case. 
The  evidence,  being  very  voluminous,  ia 
not  yet  out  of  the  hands  of  the  printer. 

EVASION  OF  UCENCB  DUTY  BY 
BOQUS  CLUBS. 
Mb.  AQO-OABDNEB  (Cheltenham); 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  the  Government  will 
make  inquiries  into  the  prevalence  of 
bogus  clubs,  the  premises  of  which  are 
largely  used  for  the  sale  and  consump- 
tion of  intoxicating  liquors  without 
licence,  with  a  view  lo  introducing  a 
measure  to  provide  for  their  registration 
or  suppression  ? 

•Me.  GOSCHEN  :  The  question  of 
the  hon.  Member  raises  an  important 
subject.  There  is,  no  doubt,  some 
evasioa  of  licence  duty  by  means  of 
clubs,  the  premises  of  which  are  used 
for  the  sale  and  consumption  of  intoxi- 
cating liquors  without  licence.  I  have 
already  given    my   attention    to   tbia 


subject,  but  without,  so  far,  discover- 
ing any  practicable  means  of  striking 
at  bogus  clubs  in  the  manner  indicated; 
I  will  consider  the  matter  further 
during  the  Recess. 

MR.  CONTBEARE'S  IMPHISONMENT. 
Sib  W.  foster  (Derby,  Ilkeston] : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  ^retary  for 
Ireland  whether  he  has  any  informa- 
tion as  to  the  condition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oambome  since  he  haa 
been  in  prison ;  and  whether  it  is  the 
tact  that  the  hon.  Member  cannot  take 
proper  exercise  in  damp  weather 
because  there  is  no  covered  exercise 
ground,  and  that  he  is  suffering  in 
health  in  consequence  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have 
received  no  report  suggesting  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Camborne  ia  sufTer- 
iDg  as  the  bon.  Member  states.  But  I 
will  make  inquiries. 

THE  laiSU  ESTATES  SOCIETIES 
COMMITTEE. 

Hb.  DILLWYN  (Swansea,  Town)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  what  action  the  Qovemment 
intend  to  take  on  the  suggestions 
which  were  made  last  night  by  two 
Members  of  the  Government  in  the 
course  of  the  Debate  on  the  Irish 
Estates  and  Societies  Committee? 
*Ub.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think  that 
the  House  should  be  satisfied  at  present 
with  the  opinions  expressed  by  my 
right  hon.  Friends,  But  it  is  obvious 
that  this  is  a  matter  which  ought  to 
be  arranged  between  the  persons  in- 
terested, and  I  should  hope  that  some 
understanding  will  be  arrived  at. 

Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Panoras,  W.)  r 
May  I  aek  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  aware  that  the  Com- 
mittee is  continuing  to  sit  and  take 
evidence  although  the  Members  of  only 
one  Party  are  present? 
•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  waanotawarff 
of  it. 

ORDER  OF  BUSINESS. 
b.  CAVENDISH  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven):  I  beg  to  aek  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he  can 
name  a  day  for  the  discussion  of  the 
Estimates  of  the  Post  Office  and  Revenue 
Departments ;  and  whether  he  will 
undertake  that  the  consideration  of  these 
and  other   impoitant   Estimates  sbalk 
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have  precedence  over  the  Second  Read- 
in^  of  the  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland) 
Bill? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  We  hope  to 
proceed  with  Supply  next  week,  but  I 
am  unable  to  fix  a  date  for  the  discus- 
sion of  the  Post  Office  and  Revenue 
Estimates.  The  Intoxicating  Liquors 
(Ireland)  Bill  is  down  on  the  Paper  for 
Second  Heading  to- night,  but  looking 
to  the  place  it  occupies  and  the  notices 
of  opposition  to  it,  I  do  not  think  it 
likely  it  will  come  on  nor  am  I  able  to 
say  when  it  will  be  dealt  with. 


NATIONAL  DEBT  CONVERSION  AND 
REDEMPTION  OPERATIONS. 

He  turn  ordered — 

*'  Showing  the  result  of  the  operation  under 
•The  National  Debt  (Conversion)  Act.  1888' 
(51  and  52  Vic  c.  2),  *Tho  National  Debt 
Redemption  Act,  1889'  (52  Vic.  c.  4),  and 
'The  National  Debt  Act,  1880'  (52  Vic.  c.  6), 
up  to  the  20th  day  of  July,  1*<89,  inclusive."— 
{M%'.  Jackson.) 

Beturn  preeented  accordingly;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  283.] 

PUBLIC  TRUSTEE  BILL  [LORDS]. 

Bead  the  first  time;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Monday  next,  and  to 
be  printed  [Bill  351.] 

WOODS  AND  FORESTS  AND  LAND 
REVENUES  OF  THE  CROWN  (IN- 
QUIRY NOT  COMPLETED). 

Beport  from  the  Select  Committee 
with  Minutes  of  Evidence  and  an 
Appendix,  brought  up,  and  read. 

Beport  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  284.] 

FISHING,  &c.  (SCOTLAND). 

Beturn  ordered — 

**  Showing  during  tho  year  1887-8  for  each 
county  in  Scotland  and  each  parish  the  yearly 
value  of  the  FishingR,  Shootings,  and  of  the 
Deer  Forests,  under  the  following  heads : — 

County. 

Parish. 

Yearly  value  of  Fishings. 

Yearly  value  of  Shootings. 

Yearly  value  of  Deer  Forests." 

— (A/r.  Hunter,) 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

OBANTS   TO   IdEMBEBS  OF  THE  KOYAL 

FAMILY. 

That  they  do  request  that  this  House 
will  be  pleased  to  communicate  to  their 

ISr,  Cavendish  Bentinth 


Lordships,  a  Oopy  of  the  Keport  from 
the  Select  Committee  appointed  by  this 
House  in  the  present  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment on  Grants  to  Members  of  the  Boyal 
Family. 

Lords'  Message  considered.  Printed 
Oopy  to  be  communicated. 

TOWN  HOLDINGS. 

That  they  do  request  that  this  House 
will  be  pleased  to  communicate  to  their 
Lordships,  a  Copy  of  the  Report  from 
the  Select  Committee  appointed  by  this 
House  in  the  present  Session  of  Parlia^ 
ment  on  Town  Holding?. 

Lords'  Message  considered.  Printed 
Copy  to  be  communicated. 

ORDERS    OF  THE  BAT. 


THE  ROYAL  GRANTS. 
MESSAGE  FROM  HER  MAJESTY  [PRINCE 
ALBERT    VICrOR     OF    WALES     AND 
PRINCESS      LOUISE     VICTORIA     OF 
WALES]  [2nd  July.] 

Committee  thereupon. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  to  Question 
I  2dth  July].  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair." 

And  \ivhich  Amendment  was— 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '*  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  respectfu  ly  ;  etting  forth  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  the  funds  now  at  the 
disposal  of  Her  Alajesty  and  of  the  othv 
Members  of  Her  Family  are  adequate,  withoat 
further  demands  upon  the  taxpayers,  to  enaUa 
suitable  provision  to  be  made  for  Her  Majestjr's 
grandchildren,  and  that  such  provision  mignti 
if  it  bo  desired,  bo  increased,  with  the  approval 
of  Her  Majtsty,  by  the  withdi&wal  ox  many 
salaries  in  Class  2  of  the  Civil  List,  and  by 
other  economies  in  Classes  2  and  3,  and  iUta 
without  trenching  upon  the  honour  and  dignlly 
of  tho  Crown,  and  without  inconvenienoe  to 
Her  Majesty,*'— (-Vr.  Labouchert,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  pert 

of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 

♦Mr.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
In  rising  to  resume  this  DebatOi  I  em 
peifectly  conscious  of  the  difficulty  that 
rests  upon  anyone  who  supports  the 
Amendment  moved  by  my  hon.Ootteegiie^ 
first,  becauee  such  a  one  has  natiml]|j 
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against  him  that  esprit  d$  e&rps  which  in 
every  nation  prompts  men,  without  dis- 
tinction of  party,  to  rally  together  for 
the  purpose  of  resisting  anything  which 
may  seem  like  an  attack  upon  the  head 
of  the  State,  and  the  difficulty  is  in- 
creased because,  as  was  pointed  out  by 
the  Under  Secretary  for  India  last  night, 
everyone  supporting  this  Amendment 
has  to  encounter  the  marvellously 
eloquent  expression  of  opinion  in  favour 
of  the  Report  of  the  Committee,  and 
therefore  of  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment, which  extorted  ungrudging  ap- 
plause from  all  divisions  of  the  House 
last  night.  The  difficulty  is  still  further 
enhanced  by  the  language  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle on-Tyne  (Mr.  J.  Morley),  who 
stated  last  night  that  he  had  no  mind 
for  being  a  party  to  receiving  the 
Message  from  the  Throne,  his  words 
intimating  that  that  Message  ought 
never  to  have  been  sent  to  the  House. 
The  Amendment  before  the  House  is 
not  of  such  a  nature;  and  I  suggest 
that  the  House  pays  the  respect  due  to 
any  Message  from  the  Throne  in  re- 
ferring the  Messages  to  the  consideration 
of  a  Committee.  It  is  perfectly  legiti- 
mate, the  Committee  having  pronounced 
an  opinion  with  reference  to  those  Mes- 
sages, to  move  an  Amendment  directly 
negativing  the  Committee's  opinion. 
The  journals  of  the  House  in  times  when 
the  House  was  less  representative  of  the 
people  show  many  occasions  on  which 
Messages  from  the  Crown  have  been 
answered  in  language  which,  while 
perfectly  respectful,  intimated  that  in 
the  opinion  of  the  House  the  Messages 
ought  not  to  have  been  sent.  There  is, 
indeed,  one  remarkable  instance  of  the 
answer  of  the  House  of  Commons  having 
been  torn  out  of  the  journals  of  the 
House  by  the  King  himself.  With  re- 
gard to  a  Message  from  the  Crown 
relating  to  finance,  hon.  Members  must 
remember  that  they  are  the  guardians 
of  the  public  purse.  I  regret  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle  has  attributed  personal  dis- 
courtesy to  hon.  Members  who  believe 
that  they  are  performing  a  solemn  duty. 
The  difficulties  are  rendered  greater  by 
language  used  on  the  previous  evening 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
whom  I  am  sorry  not  to  see  in  his  place. 
It  is  difficult  to  discuss  the  question 


calmly  in  the  face  of  such  language  as 
has  been  used  by  Chief  Secretary,  one 
of  the  leading  Members  of  the  Ministry^ 
a  man  who  knows  the  value  of  words,  a 
trained  speaker,  and  one  who  has  no 
inducement,  except  that  which  could  not 
weigh  with  a  man  like  him,  though  it 
might  with  a  man  like  myself,  to  merely 
draw  momentary  applause  from  ignorant 
hearers.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
reported  in  the  Times  to  have  said — 

'*!  watch  their  controversies  about  Royal 
Grants  with  pain  and  disgust.  ...  A  mere 
feeling  of  chivalry  should  have  checked  these 
sordid  and  ill-timed  attempts  to  protect  what 
they  are  pleased  to  term  the  interests  of  the 
British  taxpayer." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  a 
scholar  and  used  to  occupy  his 
leisure  with  historic  researches;  and 
he  belongs  to  the  Tory  party.  I  am 
glad  that  there  are  Tories  present,  because 
the  Tory  Party  was  not  always  on  the 
side  of  Royal  Grants  since  the  present 
reigning  family  took  the  Throne.  I 
find  that  60  years  after  the  glorious 
Eevolution  of  1688  Tory  Gentlemen, 
with  an  abundance  of  epithets  at  their 
service  equal  to  those  of  the  Chief 
Secretary,  used  them  in  a  very  different 
fashion.  Leading  Tories  of  that  time 
made  speeches  in  the  House  of  Com« 
mens  against  the  men  who  were  sup- 
porting the  Eoyal  Grants  of  that  day, 
and  they  spoke  of  those  men  ''as  the 
hired  slaves  and  the  corrupt  instruments 
of  a  profane  and  vainglorious  adminis- 
tration." When,  therefore,  we  are  fling- 
ing hard  words  at  one  another,  the 
Tory  vocabulary  of  days  gone  by  will 
afford  plenty  of  weapons  for  the  war- 
fare. Another  noble  Lord  of  the  Tory 
Party  of  that  day,  speaking  in  the 
Debate  on  the  Civil  List,  and  on  the 
Grant  of  £500,000,  was  not  restrained 
by  any  feelings  of  chivalry  from  saying 
that  'Uhe  national  funds  were  being 
avowedly  and  openly  plundered."  But 
I  do  not  wish  to  use  any  words  which 
have  only  the  justification  of  Tory  pre* 
cedent.  I  would  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, and,  in  his  absence,  the  Ministry, 
who  must  be  identified  with  what  he 
says,  whether  it  is  thought  that  it  adds 
to  the  calmness  of  the  Debate  if  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  are  to  denounce 
as  sordid  and  ill-timed  objections  which, 
even  though  inaccurate  and  ill-founded, 
my  hon.  Friends  and  myself  have  lust 
as  much  right  to  urge  in  respectful  Ian- 
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guage  as  their  Tory  predecessors  bad 
to  use  coarse  language  against  the 
Eoyal  Family  and  its  supporters. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  last 
evening  said  that  the  Civil  List  was 
an  Act  of  Settlement  for  the  reign, 
that  it  was  a  compact  between  Par- 
liament and  the  Sovereign  for  her 
lifetime ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
complained  that  it  was  suggested  by 
my  hon.  Colleague  that  there  was  a 
wish  to  compulsorily  revise  it.  Assum- 
ing that  the  Civil  List  Act  of  the  pre- 
sent reign  was  a  compact  in  all  its  parts, 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  where 
he  finds  the  justification  for  the  appli- 
cation now  made  to  the  House  ?  There 
is  not  a  word  to  justify  it.  Li  Section  9 
of  the  Civil  List  Act  there  is  a  provi- 
sion that  if  upon  any  class,  save  one, 
there  is  a  saving  such  saving  '*  may  by 
the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  for  the  time 
being  be  applied  in  aid  of  the  charges 
or  expenses  of  any  other  class."  It  is 
clear,  therefore,  from  the  account  fur- 
nished to  the  Committee  that  there  has 
been  no  necessity  for  applying  these 
savings  in  aid  of  the  expenses  of  any 
other  class.  The  Act  also  provides 
that  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  may 
apply  the  savings  in  aid  of  any 
charge  or  charges  upon  Her  Majesty's 
Civil  List  Revenue.  But  the  Treasury 
has  done  nothing  of  the  kind.  They 
have  handed  the  savings  over  to  Her 
Majesty  without  any  authority,  while 
the  money  should  really  have  been 
applicable  to  such  a  claim  as  that  the 
House  is  now  considering.  I  will  assume 
that  the  House  must  be  governed  by  the 
doctrine  that  Parliament  is  bound  to 
provide  a  sufficient  sum  for  the  mainten- 
ance and  support  of  the  Sovereign  and 
of  the  Royal  Family.  I  regret,  how- 
ever, that  in  the  Report  and  Appendices 
there  is  no  statement  whatever  of  what 
the  actual  cost  of  the  Royal  Family  has 
been  in  any  one  of  the  years  of  the 
present  reign,  or  even  what  it  is  at  the 
present  time.  But  surely  this  is  a 
material  point.  The  statements  in  the 
Report,  though  noc  untrue,  are  mis- 
leading, because  they  only  state  a  part 
of  the  cost.  The  information  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government  has  been 
repeatedly  and  obstinately  withheld 
from  the  House.  I  suppose,  however, 
that  my  hon.  Colleague  in  the  discus- 
sions in  Committee  must  have  asked  for 
it  and  have  been  refused  ;  and  this  fact 

J/r.  Bradlaugh 


becomes  material  in  view  of  the  position 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasory  that 
the  Civil  List  is  a  compact  when  year 
after  year  the  compact  has  been  broken 
by  Government  after  Government,  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  of 
whom  I  wish  to  speak  with  the  respect 
which  I  honestly  feel  for  him,  as  weU  as 
by  the  Ministers  of  the  day.  The  oom- 
pact  has  been  an  illusory  one,  and  I 
charge  the  Treasury  with  having  neg- 
lected their  duty  to  the  nation  in  making 
payments  which  have  been  applied  to 
the  Privy  Purse  of  Her  Majesty. 
It  would  appear  from  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  that  the  national  expendi- 
ture was  only  £385,000  charged  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  and  £152,000  for 
annuities  to  members  of  the  Royal 
Family,  or  in  all  £537,000.  But  thero 
can  be  no  question  as  to  the  inoomes 
from  the  Duchies  of  Cornwall  and  Lan- 
caster. Some  hon.  Members  speak  of 
the  Duchies  of  Lancaster  and  Ck>mwafl 
as  if  they  were  private  properties,  but 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exohquer  know  that 
Chancellors  of  the  Duchy  of  Lanoaster 
have  contended,  within  a  limited  period 
of  time,  that  it  is  the  property  of  the 
nation,  only  receivable  by  the  Sorereign 
as  part  provision  for  the  maintenanoe  of 
the  Sovereign.  Therefore,  addin|[ 
£50,000  as  the  income  of  the  Duohy  m 
Lancaster  and  £62,000  as  the  income  of 
the  Duchy  of  Cora  wall,  a  total  is  pro- 
duced of  nearly  £649,000.  Up  to  this 
point  the  matter  is  clear ;  but  now  tho 
question  begins  to  be  difficult  and  obscnro 
and  it  is  not  possible  to  be  quite  ezaot. 
It  is  necessary  to  wade  through  the 
Civil  Service,  the  Army,  and  Navy 
Estimates  in  order  to  find  out  the  sums 
which  the  Eoyal  Family  cost  year  by 
year,  and  those  sums  ought  to  be  added 
to  this  £649,000.  Taking  an  average 
right  through  those  Estimates  the  snm 
must  always  be  over  £100,000;  so  that 
I  make  the  income  of  the  Boyal  Family 
from  property  of  the  nation  to  be  not  quits 
£800,000.  In  the  reign  of  WiUiam 
and  in  the  reign  of  Anne  the  Daohy 
of  Lancaster  and  the  Duohy  of  Corawail 
went  into  the  Civil  List.  In  the  reign 
of  the  Georges  the  Duchy  of  Cornwall 
was  taken  out  of  the  Civil  List  Act  bj 
the  existence  of  the  Prince  of  Walss^ 
and  later,  not  by  a  draftsman's  error 
but  by  a  draftsman's  cleverness,  words 
were  introduced  which  took  to  some 
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tent  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  out  of  its 
applicability.  To  put  the  matter  in 
another  way,  instead  of  taking  a  mini- 
mum sum  of  £100,000  to  be  added  to 
the  sum  of  £648,971,  I  say,  without 
fear  of  contradiction,  that  the  accounts 
fihow  an  addition  to  the  revenues  of 
Her  Majesty  of  from  £70,000  to 
£100,000  a  year.  I  will  not  trouble  the 
House  at  this  moment  with  the  whole 
of  the  detailed  figures  which  go  to 
make  up  this  sum,  but  I  take  £35,000 
or  £40.000  for  other  members  of  the 
Soyal  Family. 

Lord  R.  CHUEOHILL(Paddington, 
S.):  Is  that  in  addition? 
*Mr.  BHADLAUGH  :    Yes,  quite  in 
addition. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL :  Is  that  of 
Her  Majesty  ? 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  was  dealing 
with  Her  Majesty  alone.     I  would  take 
two  illustrations  to  show  what  I  meant. 
One  item,  which  is  fairly  debateable  as 
part  of  the  expense  of  the  Royal  Family, 
an  item  which  certainly  formerly  formed 
part  of    the    Civil    List    expenditure, 
varied    from  £13,000  to   £30  500  was 
for  the  repairs  of  the  Royal  Palaces  in 
the  persona]  occupation  of  Her  Majesty. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Pad- 
dington   (Lord   R.    Churchill)  will,    I 
trust,  in  the  course  of  the  evening  give 
the   House    his  views    as  a   financial 
reformer,  and  will  respond  to  the   ap- 
peal I  now  make  to  him  as  I  responded 
to  an  appeal  which  he   made  to  me,  a 
long  time  ago,   in  an   eloquent  speech 
which     he      delivered      at      Wolver- 
hampton.     Another    item     which      I 
have     written      in     as     part    of    the 
expenditure    of    Her    Majesty    is     a 
sum  of  a  little  under  £35,000  a  year  for 
the  cost  of  the  Royal  yachts,  without 
reckoning  any  kind  of  sinking  fund  for 
the  original  cost  approaching  something 
like  £300.000.     The  same  kind  of  varia- 
tion applies  in  relation  to  the  Prince  of 
Wales,    the     repair    of    Marlborough 
House,     for    example,    varying    from 
£2,000  to  about  £8,000,  and  shows  that 
it  is  impossible  to  take  a  fixed  sum  each 
year,  and  put  down  that  as  the  actual 
€ost.     Altogether  I  estimate  that  it  is 
fair  to   state   the   cost    of  the    Royal 
Family  year  by  year  at  the  amount  I 
put  the  other  night,  when  I  stated  that 
it  was  something  approaching  £800,000. 
But  supposing  I  am  wrong,  why  have 
not  the  Government  and  the  Committee 


reported  what  the  figures  are  ?    If  they 
will  not  tell  what  the  figures  are,  igno- 
rant men  are  apt  to  exaggerate  them. 
It  would  be  very  easy  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  avoid  the  possibility  of  blunder 
by  making  a  clear  and  distinct  state- 
ment.      In     1887    the    hon.    Member 
for    the    Leith   Burghs     (Mr.     Munro 
Ferguson)  moved   for  a  Return  show- 
ing the  various   offices  and    places  of 
emolument  held  by   members    of    the 
Royal  Family.     The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury    refused    to     assent    to    that 
Motion  on  the  ground  that  to  give  any 
such  details  would  be  invidious.     That 
answer  was  a  blunder.     I  believe  that 
every  one  of  these  Royal  persons  fully 
earns  his  various  emoluments — I   am 
sure  he  would  not  take  them  if  he  did 
not — and   the  invidiousness,   therefore, 
lies  in  refusing  to  give  the  information. 
In  the  Estimates,  when  any  person  holds 
more  than  one  office  of  profit,  there  is  a 
star  placed    against  the  name,  and  a 
footnote  stating  what  such  person  is  en- 
titled to  receive,  and  on  what  account. 
There  is,  in  fact,  a  statement  at  the  bot- 
tom of  the  page  which  gives  the  charges 
upon  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  from 
these  footnotes  it  will  be  found  that  some 
of  these  personages  are  in  the  receipt  of 
Naval  or  Military  pay  ?     Why  is  that 
not  done  here  ?    There  can  be  nothing 
to  conceal,  and  the  very  possibility  of 
concealment  amounts  to  a  blunder  in 
regard  to  these   points.     The  curious 
ignorance  which  has  been  shown  in  this 
Debate  was  marked,  above  all,  in  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  IJx- 
bridge  Division  (Mr.  Dixon- Hartland), 
who  gave  a  number  of  careful  figures 
and  dates  which  have  the  merit  of  being 
an  entire  blunder  from  beginning  to  end. 
The  hon.  Member  said  that  in  the  reign 
of  George  I.,  and  in  the  reign  of  George 
II.,  the  Civil  List  was   £1,000,000    a 
year,  and  the  hon.  Member  sought  to 
show  that  the  present  Civil  List  is  more 
moderate    and     economical    than    the 
Civil    Lists    of   Georges    I.    and    II., 
being    only    £385,000.       I     hold    in 
my  hand  the  second  volume    of    the 
invaluable  Financial  Return  of  1869,  for 
which  we  are  indebted  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone),  and  it  gives  the  in- 
come and  expenditure  from  1G88  to  1868, 
year  by  year.    If  the  hon.  Member  for 
Uxbridge  had  looked  at  it  he  would  have 
seen  that  it  shows  that,  although  the  Civil 
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Listof  Georpfel.  was'a  million  and  more, 
it  omitted  a  large  number  of  items  which 
to-day  were  represented,  most  of  them 
in  the  Civil  Service  Estimates,  because 
the  Civil  List  of  William  III.  and  Anne, 
and  George  I.  and  George  II.,  did  not 
mean  the  cost  of  the  Eoyal  Family 
alone,  but  the  whole  supposed  Govern- 
ment of  the  nation — everything  except 
the  Army,  Navy,  Ordnance  debt  charges 
and  special  expenditure,  which  was  dealt 
with  by  special  Vote  or  special  legisla- 
tion. So  that  the  justification  of  the 
attack  of  hoD.  Members  on  the  Badicals 
who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House  is  their 
absolute  unacquaintance  with  the  history 
of  the  country  in  which  they  live.  On 
the  face  of  it,  the  Eeport  of  the  Com* 
mittee  implies,  in  the  6th  paragraph, 
that  the  Crown  Lands  and  small 
branches  of  the  Eevenue  were  the  only 
things  that  were  the  private  property  of 
the  Monarch,  and  that  these  were 
surrendered  to  the  State  in  lieu  of  the 
Civil  List.  I  listened  to  the  speech 
of  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  with  great  admiration,  because 
it  showed  that  he  was  by  no  means 
ignorant,  and  showed,  further,  how 
accurate  and  careful  his  researches 
must  have  been.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  good  enough  to  tell  the 
House  that  he  shuddered.  Now,  it 
takes  a  good  deal  to  make  me  shudder 
at  statements  which  are  made  from  the 
Ministerial  Bench ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  feel  bound  to  protest  against  some 
of  them.  The  Eeport  of  the  Committee 
states  that  the  revenue  from  the  Crown 
Lands  and  other  sources  is  surrendered. 
Well,  that  is  not  true.  I  hold  in  my 
hand  the  Civil  List  of  William,  which 
has  at  least  the  merit  of  being  explicit. 
I  admit  that  I  am  precluded  by  the 
words  of  the  statute  of  the  present 
reign  and  by  the  words  of  the  Statute  1, 
William  lY.,  c.  25,  from  protesting  that 
there  was  no  surrender ;  but  I  will  say 
that,  except  for  those  words,  there  was 
none,  and  that  the  legal  consequences 
were  far  more  reaching  than  what  was 
enacted.  All  the  revenues,  which  in- 
clude the  Post  Office  and  the  Excise,  are 
carefully  set  out  in  the  Eeturn  presented 
at  the  instance  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
and  there  is  an  account  of  everything 
alleged  to  bo  the  private  property  of 
Her  Majesty.  A  large  number  of 
things  are  included  besides  those  under 
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the  head  of  ''Small  branches"  m 
well  as  the  Crown  liands,  and  bo 
one  will  dare  to  contend  that  theas 
things  were  ever  dreamt  to  be  the 
private  property  of  Her  Majesty.  What, 
then,  becomes  of  the  dootrine  of  Bll^ 
render?  I  allege  that  I  can  prove, 
beyond  the  possibility  of  a  doubt,  tliat 
the  present  Eoyal  Family  never  surw- 
dered  one  farthing's  value  to  the 
country.  I  am  sorry  to  see  that  the 
superior  knowledge  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Paddington  enaUee 
him  to  contradict  me. 

Lord  E.  OHUEOHILIi :  I  did  not 
contradict  you.  I  only  smiled. 
«Mr.  BEADLAUGH  :  I  hope  that  it 
was  a  smile  of  approval.  I  can  under-  | 
stand  that  the  noble  Lord  appreciatei  i 
the  position  I  am  about  to  take  up,  and  ' 
with  a  smile  endorses  it,  even  before  I 
have  mentioned  it.  A  passaffe  in  tlM 
rejected  Eeport  says  that  the  (>>mmittee 
examined  into  matters  as  far  back  aa 
the  accession  of  the  present  Boyal 
Family.  I  quite  agree  that  the  last 
three  Oivil  List  Acts— the  Aots  of 
George  lY.,  of  William  lY.,  and  of  the 
present  reign— contain  very  apedfio 
words.  It  is  absolutely  necessaijy 
therefore,  that  I  should  show  how  those 
words  came  there,  because  I  submit 
to  the  House  that,  beginning  with  die 
vague  paragraph  containing  the  recitti 
of  the  Civil  List  Act  of  George  III.,  the 
draftsman  step  by  step  manufactured 
a  title  to  property  which,  in  point  of 
fact,  never  belonged  to  the  Monaroh  at 
all,  and  never  could  be  surrendered.  I 
shall  have  to  ask  the  House  to  go  haok 
to  9  and  10  William  lU.,  o.  23,  the 
first  Oivil  List  Act,  so  far  as  I  am  aware 
in  this  country.  I  suppose  that  no 
one  will  contend  that  when  William  IIL 
came  to  this  country  he  had  any 
property  to  give  up,  or,  if  he  had,  that 
he  had  the  smallest  dispontion  to  f^ve 
it  up.  I  am  not  saying  that  jestin^y, 
but  as  a  matter  of  fact,  which  everyone 
who  is  conversant  with  the  hietcnyof 
that  time  well  knows.  What  happened 
was  that  the  House  of  OonmiOBS 
voted  to  King  William  for  hisHfe 
certain  items  for  Oivil  list  income.  The 
statute  was  not  passed  until  eight  and  a 
half  years  after  that  vote.  The  Gnnt 
to  William  for  his  life  was  not  a  Grant 
to  the  Eoyal  Family — it  was  a  Grant  to 
William  alone,  for  his  life,  and  theire  is 
no  pretence  that  he  surrendered  any- 
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thing  for  it.  This  Grant  for  life  shows 
that  the  nation  held  that  it  had  its  pro- 
perty in  the  revenues  granted.  So  also, 
coming  to  the  first  and  second  of 
the  Georges,  there  is  no  shadow  of  a 
pretence  of  a  surrender,  or  that  any- 
thing was  vested  in  George  I.  or  George 
II. ;  there  was  never  one  farthing  sur- 
rendered by  either  of  these  Monarch s, 
for  there  was  nothing  left  to  them  to 
surrender,  the  Grants  to  them  being 
only  for  life.  Each  kept  his  private  pro- 
perty as  Elector  of  Hanover,  and  the 
legal  compact  by  which  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  wishes  us  to  be  bound 
shows  that  not  a  solitary  farthing  was 
abandoned  by  either  of  these  Monarchs. 
When  we  come  to  George  III.  I  admit 
that  a  change  of  words  occurred ;  but  it 
was  a  very  peculiar  change.  The  change 
was  not  in  any  enacting  part,  but  only 
in  the  Preamble  of  the  Act.  In  the 
Preamble  the  King  signified  his  consent 
to  such  disposition  of  his  interests  in 
the  Hereditary  Revenues  of  the  Crown  as 
would  be  for  the  public  benefit.  But 
his  interests  were  not  the  Grown 
Lands  and  the  small  branches.  They 
were  interests  which  he  had  yet  got  to 
acquire.  The  Grant  to  George  II.  for 
life  was  no  Grant  to  George  III.,  his 
grandson,  and  therefore  he  had  nothing 
to  surrender  when  the  Act  was  drawn, 
lie  had  not  one  farthing  of  money, 
or  one  foot  of  land  to  cede.  In 
the  Civil  List  of  George  IV.  curiously 
enough  there  do  come  in  enacting 
words,  but  I  defy  the  Government 
to  adopt  them,  because  they  were 
so  strong,  and  gave  to  His  Majesty 
during  his  life  the  produce  of  all  Here- 
ditary Bates  and  Hevenues  paid  and 
payable  to  the  King's  Majesty  and  his 
servants.  It  applied  not  only  to  the 
Crown  Lands,  but  to  the  Post  Office  and 
Excise  Hevenues  and  to  various  other 
things.  If  it  is  contended  that  those 
words  apply  now,  then  I  say  that  that 
is  a  doctrine  which  I,  as  a  Hepresentative 
of  the  people,  will  resist.  The  Civil  List 
of  George  III.  was  a  very  wide  Civil 
List.  It  not  only  took  in  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  Boyal  Family,  but  I  find  in 
a  letter  of  the  King  to  Lord  North, 
dated  February  3,  1791,  a  passage  in 
which  reference  is  made  to  a  subsidy  to 
the  Court  of  Sweden  which  **  may  be 
taken  from  my  Civil  List."  There  were 
consistent  Tories  at  that  time  sordid 
enough  to  help  to  burden  the  taxpayer  by 


receiving  payments  out  of  the  Civil  List. 
I  ask  the  Government,  when  any  Member 
of  it  rises  to  reply,  to  say  why  it  is  that 
they  have  made  a  pretence  of  limiting 
the  vesting  and  surrender  of  property  to 
the  Crown  Lands  and  small  branches, 
when  the  principle  must  apply  to  the 
whole  or  not  at  all.  The  Government 
say  that  they  obey  a  compact  in  this 
matter,  but  there  is  no  compact  except 
the  compact  to  maintain  the  honour  and 
dignity  of  the  Crown ;  and  so  long  as  I 
am  subjected  to  a  Monarchy  in  this 
country,  so  long  will  I,  by  vote  and 
speech,  ask  that  that  compact  shall  be 
carried  out.  I  protest  that  there  is 
nothing  disloyal  in  the  objections  I  am 
taking  now,  and  I  was  a  little  grieved 
to  hear  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of 
the  Amendment  making  a  protest  of  their 
personal  loyalty  to  the  Sovereign.  I  make 
no  protest  of  my  loyalty,  and  I  suffer  no 
charge  of  disloyalty  in  submitting  the 
arguments  I  am  submitting.  I  now 
come  to  one  passage  of  the  Amendment 
to  which  I  desire  to  call  special  atten- 
tion— ^namely,  that  which  declares  that 
the  funds  now  at  the  disposal  of  Her 
Majesty  and  the  other  members  of  her 
Family  are  adequate,  without  further 
demand  on  the  taxpayer,  to  enable  a 
suitable  provision  to  be  made  for  Her 
Majesty's  grandchildren.  It  is  clear 
that  the  sum  of  £385,000,  fixed  by  Par- 
liament in  its  wisdom  at  the  beginning 
of  the  reign,  has  left  in  certain  classes 
the  possibility  of  savings.  The  savings 
may  have  amounted  to  £824,000  ;  but 
the  refusal  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  to  state  whether  the  amount 
is  more  or  less  seems  to  me  to  j  ustify 
much  of  the  feeling  which  exists  against 
the  Ghrants  in  the  country.  But  this 
does  not  exhaust  the  possible  means  of 
saving.  They  may  have  been  savings 
from  the  income  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster, and  from  the  Privy  Purse.  Pro- 
bably, however,  there  has  been  no  ex- 
cess in  the  latter.  The  Paper  which 
has  been  handed  in  implies  that  Her 
Majesty  was  put  to  great  expense  in 
connection  with  the  Jabilee.  Most 
likely  there  has  been  heavy  expenditure; 
but  the  lesson  from  that  is  that  durinjt 
the  whole  reign,  with  the  exception  of 
years  of  special  expenditure,  there  has 
been  a  large  surplus  left.  I  con- 
tend that  under  the  Act  1  and  2  Vict., 
cap.  2,  section  9,  it  was  not  the  duty 
of  the  Treasury  to  haye  handed  over 
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'.';-.:-:.^  ii  "-1-*  ^fc*»  I  i-TL  iJ-iinpL  t: 
W.T  tt  1:  iL»-  tiFT^T  r  "T*-!  :t  tit*  F-Tsc 
L'.ri  :f  ti»*  rr^-Lsi-r^  -l«:  i_£-i":  t*  •: 
•r^*c"i.*2'  11;*    ".."-L    -f    HtT  J£L-**rr'« 

M-Kz^ver  'A  iLls  H '.-**»■.  ti--^  btii  i.?  L*.i 
large  t-:i  ;id**i.     Ti.*  F.rit  L^rd  of 

d^i^'ilr^i^  ^i\Ti  hhf  pfrvple,  wLri  hare  Le^n 
m'/r<!f  ioyal  thaa  abj  other  (people  in  the 
w}i//!«  TTorH,  of  the  60  jeara  of  her 
reij^n,  havebot  her  li^/refteotiitiref  met 
the  ifotia^  of  Common 9  fair!j  and 
frankly  ?  Ni;^;^ardiineaa  hat  nerer  been 
one  of  the  features  of  the  British  Parlia- 
r/jent — I  winh  it  had  been,  the  burden 
on  the  nation  would  then  be  ieta ;  and 
f  rej^ret  that  the  Oovernment  hare 
thoMf^ht  fit  to  make  the^e  half  oonfi- 
dencoa  and  half  denial*  and  efaaire 
atatoinentu  inntead  of  dealing  franklj 
with  the  llouae.  Now,  I  will  take  the 
iiberty  of  tellinf^  the  Jloune  one  or  two 
Minall  reanona  why  there  ia  so  much  feel- 
ing outaide  on  thinqueation.  In  addition 
to  the  aum  of  X<'5HA,000,  Her  Majesty 
recjoivtis  from  tho  taxpayers  a  sum  of 
£HO«i  in  lieu  of  butierago  and  prisage, 
whioh,  aticording  to  Hir  K.  Wolbv, 
rueant  the  right  the  Monarch  former!? 
iiad  to  take  ai  much  wine  as  he  liked, 
al  Nuuh  price  as  he  liked  to  pay,  out  of 
eviiry  viissol  coming  into  any  £ngUsh 
port.    Home  of  these  rights  have  been 
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a  r^:  :f  r:V>SBT  briig^  of 
I  rr~;«a:  I  zJ±Lk  H«  Maj^rty^ 
wZ'Z^z  'i'j  well  to  ei«se  tte 
:'i*  i::ri*cf  of  the 
lir-*  zhl^^K  bus  ther 
ni^L  T^ea  tlieiw  is  a  wmm  af 
£:0j  Vj%,  lOd..  capitalised  im  IMS  tat 
£2.'I*yh.  which  repreeenti  erarf  ^bM 
p«:inT  of  the  fees  taken  hj  tha  Baris  al 
.  ooaniies  in  old  times  fir  holdiaf  Obnte 
.  of  Josdoe.  For  the  manner  im  vUak 
!  that  has  been  dealt  with  I  do  not  UoM 
the  GoTemment,  becanae  I  mnda  aj 
protest  against  it  while  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  T^^i^fp^* 
was  in  Oflise.  The  commotation  fteok 
place  in  1883.  This  third  Jfrnrnj 
of  the  fees  was  leried  in  tta 
Counties  of  Essex,  Iioeola« 
Derby,  and  I  cannot 
how  the  responsible  Adviaera  of 
Majesty  could  have  allowed thia  moaejtD 
be  received  year  after  year  witiumft  wmj 
other  right  than  this  surri^  of  fsndal 
times.  Another  item  which  aflBseto  the 
Prince  of  Wales  specially  is  the  sam  of 
£16,216  15s.  a  year  in  lieu  of  king<* 
coinage,  white-rents,  and  poet-noats  in 
the  Counties  of  Cornwall  anaDerron. 
As  a  sample  of  how  this  oommutation 
was  eflfected,  I  would  mention  that 
£630  148.  2d.  per  year  for  ever  was  tta 
compensation  for  what  was  let  on  leaia 
at  £10  per  year.    On  the  obiaa  of  tha 
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lease  William  IV.  voluntarily  surren- 
dered the  right  to  take  this  sum,  and 
that  surrender  has  been  endorsed  and 
repeated  by  Her  Majesty,  no  doubt  by 
the  advice  of  her  responsible  Advisers. 
In  accordance  with  this  the  Treasury, 
by  a  Minute  never  revoked,  ordered 
the  £630  14s.  2i.  to  cease  on  5th 
April,  1841,  but  it  is  still  paid 
without  a  shadow  of  legal  authority. 
These  are  only  small  things,  but  they 
very  much  move  the  country.  In  the 
reign  of  William  IV.  Earl  Grey  stated 
that  the  feeling  against  these  R)yal 
Grants  existed  strongly  not  only  amongst 
the  democratic  classes  but  among  the 
easier  classes  also,  and  Earl  Grey  writ- 
ing at  that  time  says  he  '*  has  even 
received  letters  from  Tories  expressing  a 
liope  that  he  would  resist  the  Grants.'' 
So  it  is  to-day.  There  is  no  desire  on 
the  part  of  the  bulk  of  the  people  to 
make  any  change  whatever  in  any  of 
our  institutions,  but  they  do  resent  these 
small  burdens.  I  submit  there  is  no 
such  compact  as  that  upon  which  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  relied,  and 
there  is  money  enough  in  the  possession 
of  Her  Majesty  to  meet  these  demands, 
and  upon  these  grounds  I  do,  on  behalf 
of  the  people,  oppose  these  demands, 
which  I  regard  as  unfair,  upon  them. 

Lord  R.  CHUROHILL  (Paddington, 
S.)  :  It  seems  to  me.  Sir,  that  so  long  a 
period  has  elapsed  since  I  had  the 
honour  of  addressing  this  House,  that 
in  now  obtruding  myself  upon  its  notice 
I  almost  feel  as  if  I  might  ask  for  that 
indulgence  which  it  usually  accords  to  a 
new  Member.  I  feel  that  the  subject 
now  under  consideration  is  one  of  great 
public  interest  and  importance,  and  I 
shall  begin  by  admitting  that  I  have 
always  held  an  opinion,  amounting  to  an 
absolute  conviction,  as  to  the  indisputable 
right  of  the  Grown  to  apply  to  Parlia- 
ment to  make  provision  for  the  Royal 
Family  and  to  rely  upon  the  liberality 
of  Parliament  in  regard  to  such  applica- 
tions. The  present  applications  are 
being  made  in  respect  of  two  children 
of  the  Prince  of  Wales,  and  we  have  in 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  information 
as  to  wnat  were  the  original  proposals  of 
the  Government. '  I  take  the  opportunity 
of  saying  that  I  hold  strongly  the 
opinion  that  the  original  proposals  of  the 
Government  were  in  strict  conformity 
with  precedent ;  and,  so  far  as  one  can 
judge  from  the  meagre  account  of  the 


proceediDgs  of  the  Committee  with  which 
we  have  been  furnished,  it  does  not 
appear  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  took  imme- 
diate exception  to  those  proposals  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  has  since  described  as 
stupefying  and  preposterous.  That 
does  not  seem  to  have  been  the  view  at 
first  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  who  only 
placed  on  record  a  formula  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  Grants  should  be 
paid  should  those  proposals  be  accepted, 
and  I  take  it,  it  is  extremely  probable 
that  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
adhered  to  their  original  proposals,  they 
might  have  secured  the  support  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  While  I  regret 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  did  not 
do  so,  I  cannot  blame  them.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  says  that  he  made 
concessions  in  order  to  secure  unanimity 
and  avoid  controversy;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  now  realise  that 
he  was  engaged  in  the  hopeless  task  of 
trying  to  conciliate  those  who  are  abso- 
lutely irreconcilable,  and  that  in  seeking 
to  avoid  controversy  he  stimulated  it. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  has 
alluded  to  me  as  being  ambitious  of  the 
character  of  a  financial  reformer.  I 
have  done  what  I  could  to  give  practical 
proof  that  financial  reform  is  to  me  a 
matter  of  considerable  importance.  But 
I  hope  to  show  before  I  sit  down  that 
financial  reform  has  been  applied  very 
thoroughly  to  the  provision  made  for 
the  Royal  Family,  and  that  financial 
reform  is  more  concerned  in  main- 
taining the  national  and  Parliamentary 
credit  in  the  relations  between  the 
Crown  and  the  people  than  in  making 
those  alterations  in  those  relations 
which  some  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
suggest.  It  cannot  be  denied  that  the 
action  of  the  Government  and  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  especially  of  the  Government, 
in  advising  tne  Crown  and  Parliament, 
and  in  allowing  the  Crown  to  take 
upon  itself  and  its  own  private  resources 
the  provision  for  a  considerable  number 
of  the  Royal  Family, has  placed  on  the 
Sovereign  a  burden  that  was  not  con- 
templated when  the  Civil  List  was 
framed,  and  therefore,  if  I  am  correct 
in  this,  it  does  amount  to  some  extent  to 
a  repudiation  by  Parliament  of  an 
arrangement  between  the  Crown  and 
Parliament,      a      repudiation      which 
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80  far  would  impair  Parliament- 
ary and  national  credit.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  said  that 
it  was  never  contemplated,  when  the 
Oiyil  List  was  revised  at  the  commence- 
ment of  this  reign,  that  Parliament 
should  be  asked  to  provide  for  theEoyal 
Family. 

*Mr.  be ADLAUGH  :  I  said,  in  reply 
to  the  phrase  used  by  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  tliat  there  was  not  one 
word  in  the  compact  as  to  such  pro- 
vision. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL :  It  is  on  that 
yery  fact, that  there  was  not  one  word  in 
the  compact  as  to  this  provision  for  the 
Royal  Family,  that  I  rely  as  showing 
that  it  was  understood  at  the  time  that 
such  provision  should  be  made.  There 
was  no  trace  in  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee orjthe  discussions  in  Parliament  at 
the  time  of  any  idea  that  Parliament 
should  thereafter  be  relieved  from  pro- 
viding for  members  of  the  Royal  Family. 
The  argument  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  that  no  notice  has  been  given 
to  the  Crown  of  such  discontinuance  is 
unanswerable  both  positively  and  nega- 
tively. It  is  all  very  well  for  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen in  the  free  air  of  the  Benches 
below  the  Gangway  to  scoff  at  prece- 
dents ;  but  when  they  take  their  places 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  their  views  on 
this  point  will  probably  change,  and 
they  will  find  they  will  have  to  a 
great  extent  to  be  guided  by  precedent. 
Not  only  has  no  notice  been  given  of 
any  intention  on  the  part  of  Parliament 
to  refuse  such  provision,  but  notice  may 
be  taken  as  having  been  given  to  the 
contrary.  I  invite  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  comparatively  recent  prece- 
dent in  the  present  reign.  In  1850  a 
reformed  and  distinctively  Liberal 
Parliament  was  asked  by  Lord  John 
Russell  to  grant  an  allowance  of  £  1 2,000 
a  year  to  the  present  Duke  of  Cam- 
bridge. That  was  opposed  by  some 
very  distinguished  Members  of  the 
House — among  others  by  Mr.  Bright 
and  Mr.  Roebuck,  the  latter  of  whom 
was  one  of  the  most  determined 
Radicals  the  House  has  ever  seen.  But 
upon  what  ground  did  they  oppose  it  ? 
They  did  not  assert  that  the  Crown  had 
no  right  to  apply  to  Parliament  to  make 
provision  for  the  junior  branches  of  the 
Royal  Family.  They  objected  to  the 
amount,  and  Mr.  Bright  took  the  strong 
point  that  provision  would  have  to  be 
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made  for  other  members  of  the  present 
Royal  Family.  Could  there  be  a  stronger 
notification  that   the  Sovereign    would 
not  be  called  upon  to  provide  for  the 
junior  members  of  the  Royal  Family? 
I  now  come  to  another  precedent,    and 
an  interesting  one— that  of  1871.     The 
Parliament  of  1871   was  elected  under 
the  influence  of  a  great  Heform  Act^ 
and  contained  an  overwhelming  Liberal 
majority.    I  have  always  held  that  this 
country  has  never  seen  a  Parliament  so 
capable  of  doing  good  work,  and  one 
that  did  so  much.     In  that  Parliament 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Ijothiaii 
had  to  ask  for  a  Grant  for  the  Dake  of 
Connaught;     and,     referring     to     the 
general  principle  upon    which  Grants 
were  demandea,  he  staged,  in  the  most 
positive  manner,  that  there  never  was 
the  slightest  expectation  that  savinffs 
to  provide  for  junior  members  of  £e 
Royal  Family  could  be  made  by   the 
Queen  ;  and  he  proceeded  :  — 

'*  The  general  plan  waived  all  attempts  to 
make  a  general  provision  at  the  commenoement 
of  eaoh  reign  for  the  possible  issue  of  the  Sove- 
reign, and  we  leave  it  to  Parliament  to  deal 
with  each  particular  case  as  it  axiees,  and 
according  to  what  it  mav  consider  that  the 

circumstances  of  the  case  demand 

Of  all  the  methods  by  which  you  can  proceed 
to  secure  a  provision  for  members  of  the  Boyal 
Family,  it  is  the  one  by  far  the  most  agree* 
able  to  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution  ;  for  its 
effect  is  to  establish  a  considerable  degree  of 
moral  control  which  Parliament  would  pro- 
bably lose  if  any  other  method  were  adopted." 

Some  hon.  Members  may  not  agree 
with  this;  but  it  is  most  important 
coming  from  a  Prime  Minister  with  an 
overwhelming  Liberal  majority.  It 
was  a  clear  and  an  unmistakeable  inti- 
mation to  the  Grown  that,  in  the  pre- 
sent reign,  Parliament  would  not  ex- 
pect the  Crown  to  provide  for  the  junior 
members  of  the  Royal  Family.  I  am 
sure  the  right  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle, who  is  a  just  and,  on  many  guh- 
jects,  an  impartial  man,  will  not  feel 
that  the  line  of  argument  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  others  that 
no  notice  was  ever  given  to  the  Grown 
is  one  unworthy  of  attention.  I  beliere 
it  to  be  an  unanswerable  argument.  I 
now  cometo  the  speech  of  the  j  unior  ICem- 
ber  for  Northampton,  who  favoured  the 
House  with  many  statistics  and  some 
things  that  were  extremely  irrelevant.  In 
ail  courtesy  I  would  admit  at  once  that  his 
knowledge  is  wide  and  far  exceeds  in  its 
general  range  that  of  other  members  of 
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the  House ;  but  the  hoD.  Member  gave 
his  information  to  the  House  in  rather 
too  pedagogic  a  manner  to  secure  from 
the  House  the  full  advantage  that  he 
eught  to  secure.  It  may  be  that  hon. 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House  are 
hopelessly  buried  in  unfathomable 
depths  of  ignorance ;  but  it  would  be 
more  diplomatic  if  he  did  not  tell  us  that 
quite  so  plainly,  and  if  he  were,  for  the 
purposes  of  debate,  to  credit  us  with 
knowing  something.  The  hon.  Member 
has  a  most  singular  way  of  dealing  with 
the  past.  He  has  exhibited  such  a 
knowledge  of  law — amateur  knowledge 
-^as  to  suggest  that  he  must  have  fallen 
a  victim  to  one  of  the  most  abominable 
and  pernicious  books  ever  published  in 
this  country,  **  Every  Man  his  Own 
Lawyer,"  and  must  have  forgotten  the 
popular  saying  which  is  well  known  in 
the  Courts  that  ''  a  man  who  is  his  own 
lawyer  has  a  fool  for  a  client."  I  am 
quite  ready  to  admit  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  does  possess  legal  knowledge, 
and  has  done  his  best  to  qualify  himself 
by  legal  research  ;  but  surely  he  will  be 
prepared  to  admit  that,  just  as  *'  there 
were  brave  men  before  AgamemnoD," 
so  there  were  groat  Hadical  lawyers 
before  the  hon.  Member.  If  the  great 
Radical  lawyers  who  have  existed  have 
never  been  able  to  detect  a  flaw  in  the 
title  of  the  Grown  to  its  estates,  are  we 
not  justified  in  assuming  that  no  such 
flaw  is  to  be  found  ?  The  title  to  the 
drown  estates  has  been  held  by  Parlia- 
ment to  be  a  perfectly  clear  one.  I  will 
not  enter  into  a  legal  controversy  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  I  should 
imagine  that  he  might  submit  his  argu- 
ments to  a  Court  of  Law  so  that  we 
might  have  an  authoritative  decision. 
He  might  instal  himself  in  one  of 
the  Boyal  Palaces,  and,  after  having 
been  ejected,  he  might  bring  an 
action  for  assault,  and  might  plead 
that  the  Eoyal  Palaces  and  all  the 
revenues  of  the  Crown  had  been 
obtained  by  the  grossest  fraud.  Until 
he  does  something  of  that  kind  or  per- 
suades some  great  lawyer  to  adopt  his 
view  and  challenge  the  title  of  the 
Crown,  he  must  not  be  surprised  if  the 
great  majority  of  the  House  differ  from 
him.  The  hon.  Member  and  his  collea- 
gues declare  that  it  is  an  error  to  speak 
of  Crown  estates,  and  that  they  are  in 
no  sense  of  the  word  Crown  estates,  but 
are  really  the  property  of  the  people. 


*Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  No  ;  I  have 
never  said  that.  What  I  have  said  is 
that  they  were  originally  given  to  the 
Monarch  for  life  as  pare  of  the  Civil 
List,  given  with  other  revenues  which 
are  equally  and  neither  more  nor  less 
applicable  to  the  purposes  for  which 
they  were  given. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL :  Well,  that 
is  much  the  same  sort  of  thing,  so  far  as 
I  can  see.  The  hon.  Gentleman  disputes 
the  personal  right  of  the  Crown  to  the 
full  and  free  possession  of  the  Crown 
estates.  I  found  myself  on  an  authority 
which  is  good  enough  for  me,  and  that 
IS  a  speech  on  this  subject  by  Mr. 
Disraeli,  who  spoke  of 

'*The  large  real  state  which  Her  Majesty 
possessed  by  the  laws  of  this  realm  with  as  clear 
a  title  and  as  complete  possession  as  any  of  the 
Peers  hold  their  estates." 

Did  Mr.  Disraeli  make  this  statement 

without  authority  ?    On  the  contrary,  if 

hon.  Gentlemen  will  turn  to  the  Report 

of  the  Committee  of  1831 — as  strong  a 

Committee  as  could  have  been  formed 

— they  will  find  these  words  made  use 

of:— 

'*  TheHonse  must  recollect  that  the  principle 
on  which  the  sum  is  allotted  by  Parliament  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Civil  List  is  that  it  is  a 
payment  for  the  personal  advantage  of  tiie 
Sovereign  and  for  the  support  of  the  dignity  of 
the  Crown  in  lieu  of  the  hereditary  revenue 
which,  at  the  commencement  of  each  reign,  the 
Sovereign  sacrifices  for  the  benefit  of  the 
public." 

"  Sacrifices !  "  Could  this  Committee 
have  used  a  word  more  calculated  to 
recognise  in  all  its  fulness  the  complete 
personal  title  of  the  Crown  to  these 
estates  than  the  word  **  sacrifices  "  ? 
*Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  Perhaps  the 
noble  Lord  will  permit  me  to  point  out 
that  the  Committee  said  the  *' hereditary 
revenue,"  which  included  verv  much 
more  than  either  the  Crown  Lands  c  t  the 
small  branches. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL :  It  did  not 
include  anything  beyond  what  is  men- 
tioned in  the  Appendices  to  this  Report. 
Again,  in  1837,  a  strong  Committee 
appointed  to  settle  the  Civil  List  re- 
peated and  endorsed  this  statement. 
There  were  on  the  Committee  two  very 
distinguished  and  famous  Radicals — 
Mr.  Hume  and  Mr.  Grote.  Does  the  hon. 
Member  imagine  that  if  they  had  been 
able  to  detect  any  inaccurate  expression 
made  use  of  by  the  Committee  with 
reference  to  hereditary  revenue,   they 
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upon  the  development   of  the   estate, 
which  is  not  larger  than  8,000  acres, 
amounts  to  no  less  a  sum  than  £290,000. 
How  has  that  money  been  spent?    It 
has  been  spent  in  carrying  out  what  I 
hold  to  be  a  great  public  object;   in 
setting  up  in  Norfolk  what  might  be 
a  standard  of  excellence  in  the  manage- 
ment of  an  estate  for  the  surrounding 
landowners.     Since  the  estate  was  pur- 
chased every  farm  building  has  been 
restored  or  rebuilt ;  100  new  cottages 
have  been  built — and  the  word  cottages 
is  almost  a  misnomer  for  such  houses ; 
200  acres  have  been  planted ;  15  miles 
of   new   road   have  been  made ;  and 
churches,  schools,  and  clubs  have  been 
set  on  foot  and  supported,  not  only  with 
the  design  of  showing  to  the  landlords 
of  England  what  a  model  landed  estate 
should  be,  and  of  inducing  them,  as  far 
as  possible,  to  conform  to  that  stand- 
ard and  to  be  desirous  of  emulating  it ; 
but  also  there  was  this  object,  in  which 
the  Prince  of  Wales  haa  succeeded  per- 
fectly—  that    the    lot   of   every    man, 
woman,    and    child    dwelling    on    tbe 
Sandringham  estate  should  be  in  every 
sense  of  the  word  a  happy  lot.    This  I 
speak  of  from  my  own  knowledge,  and 
I  thought  the  House  would  allow  me  to 
mention  those  facts,  because  a  more  excel- 
lent expenditure  of  money,  which  is  in  a 
sense  public  money,  has,  I  think,  rarely 
been  made,   and   because  of   the  un- 
generous and  extremely  ill-natured  allu- 
sion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland. 
I  turn  to  other  points,  and  I  cannot  help 
noticing,  in  passing,  the  sole  support  and 
authority  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  and  his  friends  are  able 
to  adduce  in  favour  of  the  doctrine  that 
the    Sovereig:n    ought  to   provide    for 
her    own    children.     I    suppose    that 
they     have     searched     through     the 
pages    of     history     and    Parliament- 
ary Debates,    and    what    is    the   sole 
authority?      Why,    Lord    Brougham. 
The  House  may  have  noticed  that  the 
date  of  Lord    Brougham's    utterance, 
which  the  hon.  Members  have  quoted, 
is  1836.    At  that  time  Lord  Brougham 
occupied    a    peculiar    relationship    to 
the  G-overnment   of  Lord  Melbourne. 
There    was  absolutely  nothing  which 
he    was    not     prepared     to     do    or 
say  to   upset  Lord   Melbourne's    Ad- 
ministration.   This  is  a  fact  which  can- 
not be  contradicted,    and    which    de- 
stroys any  Constitutional  value  which 
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may  attach  to  the  authoritj  of  Lord 
Brougham's  utterances  at  that  period. 
The   hon.    Member   for   Northampton 
and   his    Oolleagues    aasert    that    the 
Radical    Party    are    now     committed 
inflexibly  to  opposition  to  all   Grants 
to    the  Eoyal   Family.     The   Badioal 
Party  is  committed  to  no  such   thine. 
There    are    many    stout    and     sturchf 
Radicals    who    by    no    means     admit 
the    contention    of    the    hon.    Oentle- 
man,     and    I    will    take    as    an    in- 
stance   the    right     hon.     Qentlemaa 
the  Member  for   Sheffield.    ["Oh!"] 
It  seems  to  me  that  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man denies  the  title  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  to  be  a  stout  and 
honest  Radical  he  is  in  daneer  of  be- 
coming so  particular  and  eoleotio  tliat 
his  following   will  soon  be  reduced  to 
infinitesimal  proportions.    In  1885  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Sheffield  addressed  his  constituents  on 
the  subject  of  Royal  Grants,  and  he 
was  questioned  by  one  of  them.    The 
question  was: — 

<*  Did  you  yota  for  the  allowance  to  Pfinessi 
Beatrice?" 

And     the     right     hon.       Qentlemftll 
answered — 


"Ididrote  for  the  Grant  for  the 
Beatrice,  ana  I  did  the  right  thing.  If  it  had 
to  be  done  again  I  would  do  it  again ;  and  I 
say  if  you  do  not  approre  do  not  Tote  for  me. 
The  Princess  Beatrice  is  the  last  and  tba 
youngest  of  the  Queen's  children,  and  I  will 
make  no  distinction  between  one  and  another. 
I  beliere  that  the  bargain  made  with  respoot 
to  the  Crown  property  was  a  rwj  good  Mr* 
gain  for  the  State,  as  I  am  told  that  the  Grown 
property  in  the  future  will  more  than  pay 
all  the  expenses  of  the  Royal  Family." 

The  next  question  was^- 

<'Do  you  not  think  the  allowanoo  to  tiM 
Prince  of  Wales  is  ezcesslTe  t 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  replied^- 

"  There  is  no  greater  mistake,  in  my  optnioni 
that  manj  working-men  make  in  aapporiiiff 
these  personal  allowances  to  Royalty  are  waak 
a  tremendous  burden  on  the  nation.  They  aie 
a  flea-bite  as  compared  with  some  bad  legis- 
lation, some  miserable  war,  or  some  irregalai^. 
Well,  as  I  told  my  constituent!  once  in  Fiarsdiss 
Square,  there  was  more  money  stolen  in  New 
York  by  the  Municipal  Council  within  a  fiW 
years  than  would  hare  paid  the  expenses  of 
Royalty  to  the  end  of  eternity— if  it  uionld  last 
so  long.  The  mere  interest  of  it  woold  have 
done  it.  I  do  not  want  yon  to  consider  that  is 
a  thing  that  burdens  you.  Yon  are  itnJBlng 
at  a  gnat  and  swallowing  a  cameL" 

It  may  be  possible,  therefore,  that  flie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Hembsr  isr 
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Sheffield  will  not  follow  the  lead  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  to-night. 
There  is  another  matter  on  which  I 
wish  to  touch,  and  that  is  the  popular 
feeling  which  is  supposed  to  exist  against 
these  Koyal  Grants.  We  heard  of  it 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton, 
who  spoke  last,  and  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland  who  spoke  last  night. 
And,  no  doubt,  I  should  say  that  the  wish 
with  them  was  to  f*ome  extent  father  to 
the  thought.  But  we  also  heard  of  it 
in  a  remarkable  speech  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester,  who  spoke  as  a 
warm  and  earnest  friend  of  Eoyalty. 
He  said  that  the  feeling  of  the  people 
on  this  question  was  one  of  indignation 
— indignation  which  might,  as  he 
appeared  to  think,  at  any  moment 
develop  into  fury,  and  that  fury  would 
be  manifested  by  nothing  less  than 
the  impeachment  and  exile  of  the 
Boyal  Family,  and  possibly  even  the 
bloody  butchery  of  the  classes  at  the 
hands  of  the  exasperated  masses.  I 
noticed  quite  clearly  in  this  necro- 
mantic, geomantic,  and  tliaumaturgic 
harangue  that  the  imagination  of  the 
hon.  Ghentleman  even  pictured  himself 
as  marching  boldly  and  proudly  to  the 
scaffold,  the  martyr  of  Constitutional 
moderation  to  the  excesses  of  a  reign 
of  terror.  But,  after  all,  what  does 
the  portentous  and  ecstatic  prediction 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  amount  to  ? 
He  declaims  agiinst  the  intolerable 
burden  of  the  Monarchy — the  growing 
burden— and  the  repeated  applications 
to  Parliament  for  money.  This  is  a 
serious  matter,  which  I  suppose  he  has 
been  very  careful  to  examine.  As  to 
the  growing  cost  of  the  Monarchy,  I 
will  give  some  6gures  as  to  whether 
the  Monarchy  is  a  growing  or  & 
reduced  burden.  I  take  the  item  of 
Special  Grants  to  members  of  the 
Boyal  Family  in  this  reign  and  iu  that 
of  George  III.  In  the  reign  of  George 
IH.  the  Special  Grants  to  members 
of  the  Koyal  Family  were  nearly 
£1,000,000.  [Cries  of  '*  Oh! '']  Yes; 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  quite  right  to 
be  shocked  at  that  figure.  I  was 
shocked  myself.  I  find  that  whereas 
the  Grants  to  the  Royal  Family  from 
1763  to  1802,  a  period  of  3 J  years, 
amounted  to  nearly  £1,000,000,  the 
Special  Grants  to  members  of  the 
Eoyal  Family  in  this  reign — that  is, 
from  1837  to  1889,  or  a  period  of  52 


years — have  amounted  only  to  £189,000. 
Therefore,  at  any  rate  on  that  source  of 
cost,  we  get  a  reduction  of  £800,000. 
If  I  take  the  annuities  to  members  of 
the  Eoyal  Families — and  I  do  not  go 
back  to  the  days  of  the  middle  of  last 
century,  but  only  to  the  last  year  but 
one  of  George  Ill's  reign,  1819 — ^the 
annuities  in  that  year  amounted  to 
£430,000  a  year.  In  the  present  year 
they  amount  to  only  £152.000;  therefore, 
that  is  a  reduction  of  £280,000  a  year 
since  1819.  Now  I  take  the  Civil 
List  of  William  IV.  This,  in  1830, 
amounted  to  £510,000  a  year  ;  while 
the  Civil  List  of  the  present  Monarch 
is  only  £385,000  a  year.  I  give 
this  as  showing  the  reduction  of 
annual  cost.  But  I  must  take  the  in- 
creased amount  which  the  nation  receives 
from  the  Crown  Lands.  The  nation  has 
more  in  hand  to  meet  the  cost  of  Royalty 
than  it  ever  had;  and  the  increase 
of  revenue  from  Crown  Lands  in  the 
present  reign  amounts  to  £2  J 0,000. 
Therefore,  I  get  a  reduction  of  cost  since 
1819  of  the  Monarchy  to  the  people  of 
no  less  than  £650,000  a  year.  I  take 
the  cost  of  the  Monarchy  and  compare  it 
with  the  cost  of  the  Monarchy  under 
William  IV.;  and  though  I  am  very 
anxious  to  do  all  that  I  can  to  assist  the 
hon.  Member  in  selling  this  pamphlet 
from  which  he  quotes,  and  which  no  is 
no  doubt  anxious  to  advertise,  I  must 
decline  to  accept  the  catalogue  of 
charges  which  it  states  ought  to  be 
added  to  the  cost  of  the  Monarchy.  There 
is  not  one  of  these  cliarges  which  can  be 
fairly  added,  unless  it  is  the  item  for  the 
Royal  Yachts,  upon  which  much  might 
be  said.  As  to  the  cost  of  the  Monarchy 
under  William  IV.,  I  take  the  Civil  List 
and  annuities  together,  which  amounted 
to  £760,000  a  year.  The  net  revenue 
from  the  Crown  Lands  was  £150,000,  so 
that  the  total  cost  of  the  Monarchy  then 
was  £610,000  a  year.  The  present  cost 
of  the  Monarchy,  including  the  Civil 
List  and  annuities,  is  £532,000,  and 
deducting  the  net  receipts  of  the  Crown 
Lands,  £404,000,  I  get  a  total  net  cost 
of  the  Monarchy  to  the  people  of 
£128,000 ;  showing  a  reduction  of  cost  to 
the  people,  compared  with  the  reign  of 
William  IV.,  of  £482,000 ;  this  net  cost 
of  £128,000  to  the  people  meaning  the 
intolerable,  vexatious,  unbearable  im- 
post of  three- farthings  per  head  of  the 
population.      It  is  often  said  that  little 
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viding  for  the  children  of  her  Bons  and 
daughters  other  than  those  of  the  Prince 
of  Wales.    That  would  be  probably  as 
large  a  charge  as  in  the  present  con- 
dition of  the  Civil  List  she  would  be 
able  to  take  upon  herself.     The  enor- 
mous amount  of  £131,000  a  year  which 
has  to  be  paid  for  the  salaries  of  officials 
attached  to  the  Court  must,  as  I  feel 
sure  no  one  can  deny,  admit  of  a  very 
serious  reduction ;  besides  which  I  think 
there  can  be  little  doubt  that  the  cost  of 
the  Eoyal  Household  admits  of  great 
retrenchment.     I  am  also  ready  to  admit 
that    the    amount    of    the    Civil  List, 
coupled  with  the  revenues  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster,  making  together  £436,000 
a  year,  ought  to  be  sufficient  to  main- 
tain the  honour  and  dignity  of  the  Crown 
and  to  pr  )vide  for  the  Royal  Family ; 
but  that  is  not  the  question  here.     I  am 
not  prepared,  seeing  the  time  of  life  at 
which  the  Queen  has  arrived,  ti  force 
upon  her  the  enormously  difficult  pro- 
blem of  providing  between  £30,000  and 
£40,000  a  year  for  the  children  of  the 
Prince  of  Wales.     After  due  delibera- 
tion. Parliament  passed  the  Civil  List 
Act,    in  which    the  various  items    are 
scheduled,  and  that  in  reality  constitutes 
a  bargain  between  Parliament  and  the 
Crown.       We   cannot,  therefore,  force 
upon  the  Crown  at  the  present  moment 
tne  necessity  of  such  retrenchments  as 
would  provide  an  adequate  sum  for  the 
children  of  the  Prince  of  Wales.     Her 
Majesty  the  Queen  has  already  taken 
serious  burdens  on  herself,  and  she  has 
no  doubt  lived  prudently  and  made  con- 
siderable savings.     For  my  own  part  I 
regret    that    the    First    Lord    of    the 
Treasury  did  not  feel  himself  in  a  posi- 
tion to  say  what  those  savings  were. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr. 
Storey)  has  stated  that  gross  exaggera- 
tion  exists  throughout  the  country  on 
this  subject,  and  I  myself  am  of  opinion 
that  it  would  be  much  better  if  the  whole 
of  the  case  had  been  fully  stated.-    If 
this  had  been  done,  these  misunderstand- 
ings and  exaggerations  would  not  have 
existed  ;  but  I  am  bound  to  say  that,  as 
far  as  I  can  see,  Her  Majesty  could  not 
have  taken  upon  herself  the  additional 
burden  of  supporting  the  children  of  the 
Prince  of  Wales.     These  are  grounds 
upon  which  I  shall  vote  against  all  future 
claims    in    the   first    place,    and    then 
vote    for    the   provision  which  is  pro- 
posed   to    be     made    to    the    Prince 
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of  Wales.  I  must  say  that  I  shall 
have  no  hesitation,  if  called  upon,  to 
justify  the  vote  I  am  about  to  give.  I 
do  pot  know  what  exact  form  the 
Amendment  may  take  in  this  House 
next  week ;  but  whatever  the  form  may 
be,  I  shall  follow  out  exactly  the  same 
course  I  now  announce — ^namely,  I  shall 
vote  to  limit,  as  far  as  possible,  all 
future  liabilities,  to  extinguish  all  claims 
which  might  be  set  up  in  regard  to  the 
grandchildren  of  the  Sovereign  other 
than  the  children  of  the  Heir  Apparent ; 
but  to  make  such  Grants  as  I  believe  in 
my  conscience  to  be  necessary  for  the 
support  of  the  family  of  the  Prince  of 
inr  ales 

*Mr.  S.  ho  are  (Norwich) :  I  was  a 
Member  of  the  Select  Committee  ap- 
pointed to  consider  this  question,  and  in 
this  capacity  I  may  claim  the  indolgenoe 
of  the  House  while  I  address  to  it  a  few 
observations  upon  the  question  under 
discussion,  although  if  that  indulgence 
be  accorded,  I  will  promise  to  trespass 
upon  its  patience  a  very  short  time. 
There  is  only  one  point  to  which  I  de- 
sire to  address  myself,  and  that  is  one 
that  has  been  forced  upon  the  House 
by  hon.  Members  opposite,  in  reference 
to  a  word  used  in  the  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee.  I  allude  to  the  word 
'^  surrender."  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  the  use  of  that  word  constitutes  a 
very  material  point  in  this  issue.  In- 
stead of  the  word  "surrender"  being 
used  in  the  Committee's  Report,  the 
word  '<  sacrifice''  ought  to  have  occuned. 
I  think,  if  the  House  had  become  fullj 
acquainted  with  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  they  would  difiPer  from  both  the 
hon.  Members  forNorthampton  and  say 
that  the  word  "  sacrifice  "  ought  to  have 
been  used.  The  two  hon.  Members  for 
Northampton  have  implied  that  prao- 
tically  there  are  no  hereditary  revenues 
— that  what  comes  under  the  heads  of 
'*  woods  and  forests  "  are  not  in  reality 
revenues.  The  junior  Member  for 
Northampton  made  allusion  to  the  Be- 
port  of  1869,  and  I  wish  he  had  made 
fuller  reference  to  that  Report,  because 
it  would  have  thrown  a  great  deal  of 
light  upon  this  subject  and  have  put  a 
very  different  complexion  upon  it  to 
that  which  he  has  put  forth.  I  will 
quote  one  clause  in  that  Report  whioh 
says — 

''Althouffk  the  land   revenues  have  baaa 
surrendered  to  the  public  use,  yet  the  \ 
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liM  bMii  made  odIj  for  the  lifetime  of  each 
BoT«reigD,  and  the  public  ataDd  witli  reaped  to 
the  Crown  Lands  id  the  poaition  merely  of  a 

I  do  not  stand  on  the  question  of  tbe 
Crown  Lends,  and  would  rather  apply 
myself  to  the  point  on  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  so  much  su- 
largad,  and  that  was  that,  in  the  rei^n 
of  William  and  Kary  and  of  Oeorge  I. 
and  Oeorge  II.,  there  was  no  surracder 
of  hereditary  rights,  I  have  atriyen,  as 
far  as  I  can,  to  see  whether  those  here- 
ditary duties  continued  since  the  time 
thej  were  instituted,  and  perhaps  the 
House  will  allow  me  to  read  a  clause  in 
tbe  Act  of  Charles  II.  as  regards  here- 
ditary Excise  Duties— 12th  Charles  II. 
0.  24  :  — 

"That  thersahall  be  paid  uato  tbeKieg'a 
Majeat/,  hia  heira  and  laeceMori  tor  e<rer,  here- 
after in  recompense  as  aforesaid,  the  sOTeral 
rates,  impositions,  duUea,  and  charges  herein- 
after expressed,  and  in  manner  and  form 
foUowing,"  kn. 

Then  came  tbe  list  of  duties.  Now,  we 
have  been  told  that  these  were  never 
surrendered.  We  bare  been  told  that 
in  the  reign  of  William  and  Uary  there 
was  no  surrender  of  these  duties,  and 
that  there  was  no  acknowledgment  by 
Parliament  that  they  were  entitled  to 
thoae  duties.  But  those  who  study  these 
questions  will  see  that  the  oiroumstanoea 
were  absolutely  different.  William  and 
Mary  came  to  the  Throne  in  exceptional 
circumstances,  and  several  Acts  of  Par- 
liament were  necessary  which  would 
not  have  been  necessary  in  ordinary 
circumstances.  In  one  of  tbe  earliest 
Acts,  however,  of  that  reign,  these  very 
hereditary  duties  were  handed  over  to 
them  distinctly.  In  the  earlier  Acts  of 
the  reign  of  Queen  Anne  these  duties 
were  alluded  to,  and  provision  was  made 
for  the  management  of  the  Crown  Lands 
and  hereditary  duties.  Again,  in  the 
Act  of  Settlement  of  Oeorge  I.  tbe  same 
duties  were  mentioned  and  in  no  way 
surrendered.  So,  again,  in  the  case  of 
Oeorge  II. ;  so  that  it  will  be  seen  that 
in  ever;  instance  of  accession  to  the 
Throne  the  right  to  these  duties  was 
acknowledged.  Therefore,  I  maintain 
that  the  word  "  eurrender  "  in  tbe  Act 
of  William  IV,  was  the  right  word  to 
use  in  the  Act  of  Victoria,  if  it  was  not 
right  to  use  the  still  stronger  word 
"  eacrificed."  It  is  interesting  to  realise 
what  amount  the  hereditary  duties 
would  have   reached   bad    they   been 


carried  on  by  the  Monarchy.  In  tbe 
1 1  years  of  the  reign  of  George  IV.  they 
would  have  amounted  to  £31,600,000,  or 
an  annualaverage  of  £1,965,000  a  year. 
During  the  seven  years  of  William  IV* 
they  amounted  to  £21,913,000,  or  an 
annual  average  of  £3,100,000.  I 
quite  agree  that  when  the  Hereditatj 
Kevenues  amounted  to  so  large  a  sum 
there  were  many  more  demands  opon 
them;  still,  I  cannot  oonseive  bow, be- 
cause certain  portions  of  revenues  were 
given  up,  some  by  Act  of  Farliament  in 
the  reigns  of  George  I.,  II.,  and  III.,  the 
title  of  the  Crown  to  the  Crown  L&nds 
and  to  the  smaller  branches  of  the 
Hereditary  Revenues  is  in  any  way 
altered.  It  must  be  remembered  that 
those  monarchs  who  did  not  surrender 
these  Bevenuea  had  a  totally  different 
arrangement  as  to  expenses  of  the  Oivil 
List.  Before  the  time  of  William  IV. 
they  received  considerable  pordona  of 
those  revenues,  and  these  revenues  were 
supplemented  to  Oeorge  II.  in  order  to 
make  up  tbe  sum  to  £800,000  a  year. 
I  myeell  feel  that,  independently  of  any 
other  oonsid oration,  we  are  bound  by  a 
dietinot  and  clear  understanding — more 
than    that,    by   law  —  to    make   sueli 

Eroviaion  as  is  necessary  for  the 
oaour  and  dignity  of  tbe  Crown. 
For  the  reason  that  I  believe  it  is  just 
and  right,  I  shall  support  Her  Majeaty'B 
Government  in  this  proposal.  We  are 
told  by  those  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  that  the  feeling  of  the  people  of 
England  is  against  the  proposal,  and 
that  when  we  return  to  our  constituent! 
weshallfind  they  disapprove  of  the  oourse 
we  ore  taking.  I  do  not  profess  to 
represent  tbe  political  opinion  of  all 
my  constituents ;  but  on  one  point  I 
should  look  tor  their  unanimous  ap< 
proval,  and  that  is,  that  when  theyjndge 
my  action  in  this  matter,  they  will  believo 
that  I  have  voted  according  to  my  oon- 
viotions. 

«Mb.  OSBOBNE  morgan  [Denbigh- 
shirs]  :  1  should  not  have  taken  any 
part  in  this  Debate,  but  for  the  state- 
ment of  my  bon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Glamorgan  as  to  the  opinion  of  the 
working  men  in  Wales.  That  statement 
I  believe  to  be  grossly  exaggerated. 
I  myself  am  not  a  working  man  in  th« 
same  sense  in  which  my  hon.  Friend- 
to  his  honour  be  it  said — is  or  was  a 
working  man.  But  I  have  repre- 
sented  n  working  men's   Gonstitaen<7 
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for  21  years,  and  it  is  my  pride  that 
at  the  last  Election  I  was  returned 
by  a  purely  working  men's  vote.  My 
hon.  Friend  is  completely  mistaken  in 
his  estimate.  [Mr.  Abraham:  No.] 
I  will  ffive  my  reasons.  Only  a 
few  weeks  ago  it  was  announced 
that  Her  Majesty  was  going  down  to 
Buabon,  and  I  went  down  to  attend  a 
public  meeting  convened  to  make 
arrangements  for  the  reception  of  Her 
Majesty.  At  that  time  it  was  not  known 
exactly  what  amount  of  Grant  the 
GoYernment  would  ask  for,  but  it  was 
perfectly  well  known  that  some  applica- 
tion would  be  made  to  Parliament 
for  the  purpose.  Surely  that  would 
have  been  the  time  when  if  it  were  to 
be  made  at  all  a  protest  by  the  working 
man  would  have  been  made.  Instead 
of  that  there  was  not  a  whisper  on  the 
subject,  and  it  was  on  all  hands  agreed 
that  the  reception  the  Queen  was  to  re- 
ceive on  that  occasion  should  be  em- 
fihatically  a  working  man's  welcome, 
t  may  be  said  that  that  is  flunkejiem. 
All  I  can  say  is  that  it  was  nothing  of 
the  sort.  It  proceeded  from  the  feeling, 
generally  entertained  by  the  working 
classes,  that  the  Queen  is  their  best 
friend,  and  that  if  a  calamity  happens 
in  the  neighbourhood,  as  unhappily  they 
do  occasionally,  the  first  expression  of 
sympathy  that  comes  to  the  stricken 
heart  or  the  empty  home  is  a  message 
of  sympathy  from  the  Queen.  Working 
men  do  not  forget  these  things,  and 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  they  would 
not  thank  my  hon.  Friend  for  having 
represented  their  views  as  he  has 
done.  To  come  to  the  question  imme- 
diately before  the  House,  I  must  remind 
it  that  it  is  not  the  amount  of  the  Grant 
we  are  considering,  but  whether  there 
shall  be  any  Grant  at  all.  Disguise  it 
as  we  may,  the  question  is  whether  the 
Message  of  Her  Majesty  shall  be  flung 
back  in  her  face ;  whether,  in  fact,  we 
should  consider  it  at  all.  For  my  own 
part,  I  protest  against  this  mode  of 
haggling  over  every  item  of  the  Civil 
List,  as  if  we  were  taxing  an  attorney's 
bill.  The  speech  of  the  junior  Member 
for  Northampton,  if  it  showed  any- 
thing, went  to  show  that  the  Queen 
ought  to  have  nothing  at  all,  and 
that  she  is,  in  fact,  a  debtor  to  the 
State.  And  as  to  the  argument  of  the 
senior  Member  for  Northampton,  it  is 
based     on    two    grounds  —  first    that 
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money  was  carried  to  the  Privy 
Purse  which  never  ought  to  hava 
been  so  carried,  and  that  Her  Majesty 
had  received  £16,000  which  never 
ought  to  have  been  paid  to  her.  I 
was  a  little  staggered  when  I  heard 
that.  I  have  been  in  the  habit  of  coil- 
struing  Acts  of  Parliament  for  30  or  40 
years ;  though  I  may  not  have  the  legal 
knowledge  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh),  and  I  have  most  carefully 
considered  the  1st  and  2Qd  Yic,  o  2, 
and  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
there  was  not  the  slightest  ground  for 
the  hon.  Member's  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
contention.  His  contention  was  this, 
that  no  year's  surplus  could  be  carried 
over  to  the  Privy  Purse  from  any  other 
branch  except  to  fill  up  a  deficit  in  bad 
years.  I  cannot  find  a  word  to  justify  that 
construction  of  the  Act  of  Parliament.  If 
Parliament  had  intended  that  particular 
moneys  not  used  for  the  partioular 
branch  in  question  should  go  back 
to  the  Exchequer  surely  Parliament 
would  have  said  so.  My  hon.  Friend 
simply  relies  on  the  words  "  in  aid," 
but  I  venture  to  say  there  is  no 
foundation  whatever  for  his  conten- 
tion. Then,  in  the  second  place, 
my  hon.  Friend  says  that  reductions 
should  be  made  in  the  Oivil  last. 
Probably  there  is  no  branch  of 
the  Public  Service  in  which  some  re* 
duction  might  not  be  made.  Bat  if 
they  are  to  be  made,  is  this  the  proper 
time  to  make  them  ?  Consider  th» 
Queen's  age.  She  was  70  last  birth- 
day. Is  it  decorous — is  it  decent  to 
go  to  a  lady  of  70  and  ask  her  to  revise 
her  whole  establishment  and  dismiss 
her  old  and  trusted  servants?  Of 
course,  in  time,  in  the  course  of  nature 
— Qod  grant  a  long  time  hence — we  or 
our  successors  will  be  called  upon  to  deal 
with  this  question.  But  surely  we  can 
wait  for  that  time,  especially  when  we 
have  what  is  practically  a  guarantee 
that  within  certain  limitations  this 
application  will  be  a  final  one. 
There  has  been  in  the  course  of  this 
Debate  a  good  deal  said  about  the 
Prince  of  Wales — and  it  has  been 
stated  that  he  performs  the  duties  of 
the  reigning  Sovereign  without  re* 
ceiving  the  income  of  a  Sovereign* 
I  am  sorry  that  my  hon.  Friend  below 
the  Gangway  spoke  of  these  duties  in 
the  way  he  did.  He  said  they  consisted 
chiefly  in  dining  with  the  Lord  Mayor. 
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Mr.  ABRAHAM  (Bhondda) :  I  said 
nothing  of  the  kind.  I  gave  a  quota- 
tion from  the  London  Daily  News,  and 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  do  me 
the  kindness  to  read  what  I  said,  he  will 
find  that  he  is  entirely  wrong. 

*Mr.  O.  0.  MORGAN:  Surely  the 
hon.  Member  did  say  that  the  Prince  of 
"Wales  dined  with  the  Lord  Mayor  as 
part  of  a  hard  day's  work.  Well,  I  must 
say  that  if  I  were  given  the  choice  of  a 
hard  day's  work  and  dining  with  the 
Lord  Mayor,  especially  if  it  meant  a 
speech  after  dinner,  I  should  prefer  the 
hard  day's  work.  We  all  know  that 
the  duties  of  public  life  are  by  no  means 
easy,  and  that  the  Prince  of  Wales  for 
some  years  past  has  never  negleccted 
any  opportunity  of  furthering  any  non- 
political,  charitable,  or  philanthropic 
object,  and  those  are  things  which 
cannot  be  done  for  nothing.  The 
senior  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
LabouchereJ  referred  to  the  American 
Repubh'c,  and  pointed  to  the  economies 
practised  there.  Well,  talking  to  an 
American  friend  the  other  day,  he  said 
to  me — 

"  Tou  complain  about  the  cost  of  your  Royal 
Family,  but  if  you  come  to  Washington  and 
see  what  goes  on  there,  you  will  think  you  get 
3'our  Monarchy  cheap  at  the  price.*' 

A  man  may  be  a  Republican  if  he  likes, 
but  I  protest  against  the  statement  that 
a  Republic  is  necessarily  cheaper  than 
a  Monarchy.     The  senior  Member  for 
Northampton  is  very  well  acquainted 
with  France.  What  about  that  country  ? 
We  all  know  that  since  France  has  been 
a  Republic  she  has  never  in  any  single 
year  paid  her  way,  and  at  this  moment 
her    debt    is    greater    than    those    of 
Monarchical  England,  Germany,  Italy, 
Austria- Hungary,  and  Greece  put  to- 
gether.    If  i  wished  to  treat  this  ques- 
tion as  one  of  £  s.  d.,  I  might  remind 
the    House    that    the    burden    which 
this    Motion    creates    comes    to    one 
farthing     per    head.      But   I   do    not 
wish    to    put    this    as   a    question   of 
money.      I    desire   to    put    it   on  the 
wider    and     more     generous    ground 
stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  last  night,  and 
I  rejoice  to  think  that  if  I  err  to-night 
in  voting  for  the  Government,  I  shall 
err  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  com- 
pany.   I  am  sure  that  the  great  speech 
he  delivered  last  night  will  be  read  with 
favour,  not  only  by  the  upper  and  middle 


classes  of  the  country,  but  by  thousands 
of  working  men,  whatever  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  may  say  to  the 
contrary,  and  I  am  certain  that  there 
will  not  be  a  single  person  in  England, 
Scotland,  Ireland,  or  Wales  who  will  be 
shaken  in  his  allegiance  to  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman    on    account    of    the 
course  he  has   taken  on  this  question. 
The    working  men   of    this  kingdom, 
whether  they  agree  with  him  or  not  on 
this  question,  will  not  forget  that  if  the 
right    hon.    Gentleman    has    rendered 
splendid  service  to  the  Crown,  he  has 
also  rendered   splendid  service  to  the 
people. 
♦Mb.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston)  :  If  any  proof  were  needed  of  the 
remarkable  change    which    has    come 
over  the  spirit  of  the  dream,   of  the 
opposition    and    hostility    which    our 
countrymen  are  manifesting  to  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government,    we  should 
find  it,  I  think,  in  the  fact  that  former 
Debates  on  similar  subjects  occupied 
the  attention  of  the  House  for  only  a 
few  hours,  that  those  who  attempted 
to*  address  themselves  to  the  question 
then    under    consideration,     and   who 
had  the  courage— and  it  required  on 
those  occasions  no  little  courage,  judging 
from  the  reports  of  the  Debates  which 
we  read  out  of  doors — to  oppose  the 
Grants  proposed  by  the  Government  of 
the  day,  were  howled  down  by  Members 
on  the  Opposition  Benches,   and  even 
by     Members    sitting    around    them. 
They  could  scarcely  make  their  voices 
heard,   or  their  influence  felt  in  this 
House.    Their  influence,   however,  has 
been  felt  out  of  doors,   and  since  then 
the  opposition  to  increased  Grants  for 
the  Royal  Family  has  gone  on  increas- 
ing in  such  strength  and  volume  that 
instead  of  a  few  hours  being  devoted  to 
the   consideration   of     this    important 
question — important,   at  least,   as    the 
people  out   of   doors    believe    it — this 
House,  judging  from  present  appear- 
ances,  will  devote,  not    four    or    five 
hours    to    the    consideration    of    the 
question,    but    as    many    days,    and 
the   leading    Members   of  the    House 
on   both    sides    are    using   their  best 
efforts    to    convince    the    people    that 
the  Grant  proposed  by  the  (Government 
ought  to  be  acceded  to.     Well,  Sir,  to 
me  that  is  most  remarkable   evidence 
of  the   change  which    public  opinion 
has  had  upon  this  House    During  this 
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Debate  a  great  deal  has  been  said  about 
the  feeling  out  of  doors,  and  over  and 
over  again  it  has  been  asserted  by 
Members  sitting  on  the  Benches  oppo- 
site— and  I  am  sorry  to  be  compelled  to 
admit  that  even  some  on  this  side  of  the 
House  have  deluded  themselves  into  the 
belief — that  there  is  no  strong  feeling 
on  this  subject  on  the  part  of  the  people 
out  of  doors.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I 
am  prepared  to  leave  that  point  to  be 
decided  at  the  next  General  Election, 
being  perfectly  satisfied  in  my  own 
mind  what  the  verdict  of  the  country 
will  be.  A  few  days  ago,  when  the 
Committee  was  being  appointed,  and 
you,  Sir,  called  me  to  order,  I  was  on 
the  point  of  saying — and  perhaps  I  may 
be  permitted  now  to  conclude  the  sen- 
tence which  you.  Sir,  very  rightly  cut 
short — that,  so  far  as  I  can  judge—and 
I  have  taken  some  pains  to  collect 
information  on  the  subject — ^there  is  no 
difference  of  opinion  in  regard  to  these 
grants  between  the  Badical  democracy 
and  the  Tory  democracy — and  I  admit 
that  there  is  a  Tory  democracy,  although 
I  have  never  been  able  to  understand 
the  extraordinary  being.  There  is,  how- 
ever, no  doubt  about  the  existence  of 
the  Tory  democracy,  or  there  would  not 
be  so  many  Gentlemen  sitting  on  the 
Benches  opposite.  I  challenge  hon. 
Members  opposite  to  ascertain  for 
themselves  what  the  feeling  of  the  Tory 
democracy  is  with  regard  to  the  pro- 
posal now  under  consideration,  and  I 
venture  to  say  that  they  will  find  it  as 
strongly  opposed  to  the  proposals  as 
is  the  Radical  democracy.  If  you  are 
prepared  for  the  time  when  you  will  learn 
the  unpleasant  truth  for  yourselves, 
that  is  a  matter  for  your  concern  and  not 
mine.  As  to  my  constituency,  which 
is  probably  the  most  democratic  in  Lon- 
don— it  would  not  have  sent  me  here  if 
it  had  not  been — I  have  been  to  the 
pains  of  ascertaining  the  views  of  my 
political  opponents,  and,  except  in  a  few 
instances,  I  do  not  find  the  Tory  Party 
of  Haggerston  in  favour  of  these 
Ghrants.  That  feeling  I  believe  to  be 
practically  universal  in  the  East  End  of 
London.  AmongAt  the  toiling  masses 
this  antagonism  to  the  proposals  of  the 
Government  is  deep  and  great.  If  you 
come  to  the  West  End  of  London — and 
let  me  ask  hon.  Members  opposite  who 
have  plenty  of  opportunity  of  proving 
the  truth  or  falseness  of  my  assertion  to 
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go  amongst  the  West  End  tradesmen 
and  ascertain  what  their  feeling?  is — I 
say,  if  you  go  to  the  West  End  of 
London  you  will  also  find  there  deep 
dissatisfaction  at  the  absence  of  the 
Court  from  London,  and  at  the  absence 
of  that  splendour  which  generally 
accompanies  Royalty,  and  to  which 
reference  has  been  so  repeatedly  made 
during  the  progress  of  this  Debate. 
Amongst  the  West  End  tradesmen  the 
grumbling  and  dissatisfaction  is  veiy 
great  at  the  absence  of  that  splendour 
which  used  to  characterize  the  Court, 
and  at  the  absence  of  the  Court  from 
London.  I  admit  that  it  would  be 
difficult  to  induce  these  people  to  attend 
a  public  meeting  to  formulate  the  yiews 
which  they  privately  express,  bat 
there  is  no  doubt  that  they  are 
opposed  to  these  Grants.  If  that 
is  denied  let  me  ask  Gentlemen 
like  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kensington  (Sir  Roper  Lethbridge)  who, 
last  night,  waxed  very  valiant,  though 
I  could  not  help  remembering  daring 
the  time  he  was  showing  his  Datoh 
courage,  that  he  had  announced  his  in- 
tention not  to  face  the  electors  of  North 
Kensington  again,  and  that,  oonae- 
quently,  he  could  afford  to  express 
himself  in  the  way  he  did.  The 
hon.  Member's  valour  was,  how- 
ever, very  like  that  of  Bob  Acres, 
for  as  soon  as  an  enemy  faced  him 
his  courage  oozed  out  at  his  finger^s 
ends — that  is  to  say,  it  evaporated 
the  moment  he  was  challenge  to  test 
the  accuracy  of  his  statement  by  calling 
a  public  meeting  in  North  Kensing^n. 
I  say  let  hon.  Gentlemen  who  doubt  my 
statement  test  its  accuracy  by  calling  a 
public  meeting,  free  and  open,  not 
packed,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  it  will 
be  impossible  to  get  a  verdict  in  favour 
of  the  proposals  of  the  Government. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  yes- 
terday made  a  statement  to  the  effect 
that  there  are  Republicans  in  this  Hoose, 
and  that  they  are  even  to  be  found  on 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench.  Well,  I 
do  not  know  what  warrant  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  for  making  that  asser- 
tion. It  is  quite  clear  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  sitting  on  the  Front  Opposi- 
tion Bench  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan), 
who  has  just  addressed  the  House,  is 
not  one  of  those  to  whom  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber referred.  But  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  if  there  be   Republicans  in  the 
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country  and  in  this  House  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  earned  their  gratitude, 
because  these  proposals,  formulated 
within  the  last  10  days,  have  made 
more  Hepublicans  than  the  Republican 
Party  could  have  made  in  10  years. 
These  proposals  lead  the  people  to  drift 
away  from  the  position  they  formerly 
occupied,  and  lessen  tbeir  loyalty  to  the 
Throne.  I  have  recently  returned  from 
Paris,  where  I  noted  the  wonderful 
success  of  the  Exhibition.  It  has  been 
my  privilege  to  attend  three  Exhibitions 
in  that  city,  and  this  one,  I  believe,  is 
far  and  away  the  best  Exhibition  that 
the  world  has  ever  seen,  and  people 
are  noting  the  fact  that  this  country, 
and  other  Monarchical  countries,  have 
boycotted  that  Exhibition.  That  was 
an  act  of  folly  by  whicb  you  have 
taught  the  people  this  lesson,  that  the 
smiles  and  presence  of  Eoyalty  are 
not  necessary  for  the  success  of  an  Ex- 
hibition. [^£auffht0r,'\  Hon.  Members 
may  laugh ;  but  they  cannot  deny  that 
up  to  the  present  time  more  people  have 
attended  that  Exhibition  than  ever 
attended  any  other.  The  Government 
made  a  mistake  in  refusing  to  counten- 
ance the  Paris  Exhibition,  and  they 
are  making  another  mistake  in 
increasing  these  Eoyal  Grants,  ^he 
people  out  of  doors  have  been  told  re- 
peatedly in  the  progress  of  this  Debate 
that  they  must  be  bound  by  some  com- 
pact— whatever  it  is — made  at  some 
period  of  our  history,  by  some  Parlia- 
ment. Granting,  for  the  sake  of  argu- 
ment, that  there  is  such  a  compact,  I 
ask  whether  this  Parliament,  this 
generation,  are  to  be  bound  by  a  com- 
pact made  50  or  100  years  ago  by  a 
I^arliament  which  did  not  neglect  the 
feelings  and  wishes,  the  interests  and 
the  wants,  of  the  people,  but  what  that 
Parliament  did  50  or  100  years  ago  the 
present  Parliament,  which  is  more 
representative  of  the  people — not  com- 
pletely representative,  but  more  so  than 
the  old  one — has  a  right  to  undo. 
Therefore,  we  and  the  people  out  of 
doors  do  not  consider  ourselves  bound 
by  this  compact.  We  had  a  remarkable 
speech  made  last  night  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Ux- 
bridge  Division  of  Middlesex  (Mr.  Dixon- 
Hartland),  a  district  in  which  the 
masses  of  the  people  are  not  largely 
located.  He  undertook  to  enlighten 
the  House  as  to  what  the  real  feeling  of 


the  people  is,  and  he  said  that  the  lower 
classes— to  which  I  myself  have,  the 
honour  to  belong — do  not  begrudge 
what  is  paid  to  the  Grown,  because  the 
expenditure  tends  to  the  prosperity  of 
the  masses  of  the  people.  Surely  that 
is  a  most  extraordinary  doctrine.  It  is 
an  entirely  new  reading  of  the  science  of 
political  economy  ;  and  I  am  looking 
with  considerable  anxiety  for  a  new 
treatise  on  that  science  from  the  hon. 
Member,  as  it  is  clear  he  must  have 
studied  the  matter  very  closely  to  have 
arrived  at  such  a  novel  conclusion.  He 
seemed  to  have  at  his  fingers*  end  the 
Civil  List  of  every  country,  civilised 
and  uncivilised,  on  the  face  of  the  globe, 
but  the  one  to  which  he  particularly 
drew  attention  for  purposes  of  contrast 
waa  that  of  America.  Hon.  Members 
are  fond  of  pointing  to  the  large  expen- 
diture which  takes  place  in  the 
United  States;  but  they  always 
forget  to  point  out,  that  that 
country  is  ten  times  greater  than 
the  little  Island  on  which  we  live,  and 
that  its  population,  instead  of  being 
30,000,000,  is  upwards  of  60,000,000. 
Taking  into  consideration,  therefore, 
the  size  of  the  country  and  the  popula- 
tion, the  Civil  List  in  the  United  States, 
relatively  speaking,  is  less  than  our  own. 
But  even  if  that  were  not  the  case  the 
Civil  List  in  America  is  devoted  to  the 
payment  of  men  who  work.  In  this 
country  it  is  devoted  to  the  payment  of 
people  who  do  not  work;  uiat  is  the 
distinction  and  the  di£ference  which 
we,  and  the  people  out  of  doors,  under- 
stand between  the  Civil  List  of  the 
United  States  and  that  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  Hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  and,  un- 
fortunately, too  many  on  this  side,  are 
doing  their  best  to  exaggerate  the  dif- 
ference which  exists  between  Dives  and 
Lazarus.  The  social  distinctions  between 
the  people  of  the  United  Kingdom  are 
already  too  great.  Many  of  us  deplore 
that  they  should  exist,  and  are  obing 
our  best  to  bridge  them  over ;  but  you , 
by  your  legislation,  or  your  proposed 
legislation,  appear  determined  to  bring 
into  more  painful  relief  the  di£ference 
between  rich  and  poor.  This  question 
of  Royal  Grants  was  sleeping;  but 
you  have  aroused  it  in  the  minds  of 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  men  and 
women  in  this  country  who  have 
to    toil  hard    for  their   15s.,   20s.,   or 
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dOs.  a  week.  These  people  are  now 
asking  if  it  is  right  that  in  a  country 
boasting  of  its  Christian  civilisation  one 
family  should  have  nearly  a  million  of 
money  a  year  to  divide  amongst  them, 
whilst  other  families  should  have  to 
toil  for  15s.  a  week,  and  others  should 
starve.  It  is  idle  to  forget  these  things. 
They  are  broad  facts  that  stare  us  in  the 
face,  and  which  are  daily  driving  the 
people  more  and  more  into  the  ranks  of 
the  Bepublican  party.  In  conclusion,  I 
would  merely  say  that  I  should  be 
wanting  in  my  duty  to  the  men  who 
did  me  the  lionour  to  send  me  here 
if  I  neglected  giving  expression  to 
the  feeling  that  exists  on  their  part  in 
regard  to  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment. There  is  almost  universal  oppo- 
sition to  these  Grants  on  the  part  of  the 
working  classes;  and  I  will  ask  hon. 
Members  who  are  most  loud  in  their 
professions  of  loyalty  to  the  Throne  and 
devotion  to  the  Institutions  of  the 
country,  to  pause  and  seriously  consider 
whether  their  action  in  pressing  these 
additional  burdens  on  the  people  may 
not  produce  the  very  opposite  eflfeot  to 
that  which  they  desire.  I  have  dis- 
charged a  duty  I  owed  to  my  con- 
science and  to  my  constituents.  I  feel 
that  I  should  have  been  wanting  in 
my  duty  if  I  had  not  endeavoured,  as 
far  as  I  was  able,  to  enter  an  emphatic 
protest  against  the  proposals  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  I  feel  myself  bound  at 
every  stage  of  the  proposals  to  enter  the 
Division  Lobby  against  them. 
*Mr.  hartley  (Islington,  N.):  I 
will  not  criticise  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee. It  seems  to  me  that  if  the 
Government  have  erred  in  any  way 
they  have — as  the  noble  Lord  most  elo- 
quently pointed  out — erred  somewhat 
in  trying  very  naturally  to  induce  the 
Committee  to  give  a  practically  unani- 
mous vote  on  the  subject  that  they  had 
before  them.  But  I  can  support  the 
recommendation  of  the  Committee,  be- 
cause it  seems  to  me  that  so  long  as  we 
do  have  a  Constitutional  Governmenti 
consisting  of  fhree  Estates  of  the  Realm, 
we  are  bound  to  maintain  the  Sovereign 
and  her  family,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
yesterday  pointed  out,  in  a  position 
not  only  of  sufficiency,  but  of  splendour. 
Had  it  been  distinctly  laid  down 
in  connection  with  the  Civil  List  that 
the  Crown  and  the  Prince  of  Wales 
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were  to  provide  for  their  families  when 
they  started  in  life  for  themselyes  it 
would  have  been  a  fair  argument  against 
these  grants.  But  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  showed  clearly  that  that 
was  not  the  case.  Therefore,  that  reason 
for  opposing  the  Grant  is  cleared  away. 
Another  reason  which  might  induce  the 
House  to  stop  the  supplies  would  be  a 
belief  that  the  Constitutional  Sorereign 
had  not  performed  her  duty  to  the  State. 
But  there  has  not  beenashadowof  an  idea 
of  that  sort  in  this  House  or  anywhere 
else.  The  only  danger  of  the  Queen's 
reign  will  be  that  she  has  raised  such  a 
standard  of  moral  and  political  rectitude 
that  it  will  be  difficult  for  her  successors 
to  come  up  to  it.  The  third  objection  is 
that  we  have  already  supplied  a  sufficient 
amount  to  maintain  the  children  of  the 
Prince  of  Wales.  But  the  sufficiency 
of  the  amount  is  a  very  difficult  question 
to  decide,  despite  the  comparisons  which 
have  been  made  between  families  with  a 
few  shillings  a  week  and  those  which 
have  their  hundreds  of  thousands  a  year. 
That  sort  of  argument  has  been  com- 
pletely destroyed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 
The  great  cost  of  the  Crown  must  be 
part  and  parcel  of  the  cost  of  the  State. 
Reference  has  been  made  to  the  oost  of 
the  President  in  America,  which  is  put 
at  £10,000,  but  it  must  be  remembered 
that  the  cost  of  electing  the  President 
every  four  years,  to  say  nothing  of  the 
disturbance  of  trade  and  oommeroe^ 
amounts  to  something  like  £4,000,000 
sterling.  For  the  simple  privilege  of 
electing  the  Head  of  their  GoToroment 
the  cost  per  year  to  the  Americans  is 
twiue  that  of  our  Royal  Family.  Objec- 
tions to  Royal  Grants  may  be  honestly 
and  fairly  entertained ;  but  what  I  do 

?roteBt  against,  in  the  strongest  language 
can  use,  is  the  publication  of  false 
reports  and  statements  concerning  the 
Royal  Family  in  certain  newspapers 
which  are  a  disgrace  to  the  Press. 
It  seems  to  me  monstrous  to  take 
advantage  of  the  present  occasion  to 
placard  Loudon  with  statements  oo&« 
cerning  His  Royal  Highness  the  Prinoe 
of  Wales  and  other  members  of  the 
Royal  Family — statements  which  no 
one  would  dare  to  make  against 
private  individuals.  I  hare  not 
the  honour  of  knowing  His  Bojal 
Highness  the  Prinoe  of  Wales,  but  I 
have  read  papers  which  are  a  diegraoe 
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to  the  Press,  and  which  contaiDod 
statements  that,  had  they  been  made 
against  a  private  individual,  would  have 
at  once  induced  an  action  for  libel 
with  heavy  damages.  But  we  know 
perfectly  well  that  it  is  impossible  for 
His  Royal  Highness  to  take  steps  against 
the  scurrilous  proprietors  of  these  papers 
as  could  other  persons,  and  it  is  because 
these  men  feel  secure  in  their  cowardly 
position  that  they  venture  to  do  these 
things.  It  is  a  sign  of  the  times  which 
is  very  much  to  be  regretted,  and  I  am 
sure  hon.  Gentlemen  will  agree  with  me 
that  statements  have  been  published  in 
this  way  that  are  a  credit  neither  to 
the  Press,  to  London,  nor  the  country. 
But  we  know  who  these  persons  are,  and 
we  know  that  their  statements  help  to 
sell  their  papers.  They  live  on  such 
▼ile  slander;  they  grow  rich  upon  it; 
but  I  think  the  time  has  come  when 
public  opinion  ought  to  put  a  stop  to 
their  practices.  It  is  a  remarkable 
thing  that  while  nobody  treats  these 
editors  and  proprietors  of  such  news- 
papers with  any  possible  respect,  yet  re- 
spectable persons  subscribe  thousands  of 
pounds  to  carry  on  these  scurrilous  prints, 
which  should  be  brought  within  the  law 
by  some  means  or  other  and  put  a  stop 
to.  It  must  not  be  supposed  that  I  am 
alluding  to  any  Member  of  this  honour- 
able House.  I  am  simply  protesting 
against  these  cowardly  and  disgraceful 
attacks.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  sup- 
porting the  present  Vote,  notwithstand- 
ing that  the  constituencies  are  held  up 
as  a  cause  of  fear.  I  have  worked  many 
years  among  the  working  classes,  and 
as  much  as  most  people,  and  I  know  that 
the  one  thing  they  object  to  is  anything 
stingy  and  niggardly.  They  do  not 
mind  a  really  proper  expenditure  to 
maintain  the  honour  and  dignity  of  the 
Crown.  I  am  perfectly  prepared  to  face 
my  constituents,  knowing  well  that 
whatever  I  did  I  should  be  abused  by  a 
certain  section  of  the  community.  But 
I  do  not  think  my  action  will  affect  half 
a  doien  votes  in  my  constituency ;  but 
whether  it  be  half  a  dozen  or  half  a 
dozen  hundreds,  the  right  principle  on 
which  to  deal  with  working  men  is  to 
tell  them  exactly  what  you  intend  to  do, 
because  you  think  it  is  right,  and  you 
will  find  them  voting  for  you,  even  if 
they  disagree  with  you  on  a  particular 
subject.  I  am  sure  when  the  next 
Election  comes  those  hon.  Members  who 
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think  with  me  will  have  nothing  to  fear, 
for  we  will  have  done  what  is  right  and 
proper  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
honour  and  di^i^nity  of  the  Crown. 

*Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College)  : 
I  am  not  going  to  follow  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman into  his  disquisition  on  journa- 
listic or  electoral  ethics ;  nor  shall  I 
enter  into  the  comparative  cost  of  Re- 
publicanism and  Royalty.  What  I 
wish  to  point  out  is  the  gross  inaccuracy 
of  some  of  the  statements  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  R. ' Churchill).  He  com- 
pared previous  Civil  Lists  with  the  pre- 
sentCivil  List,  and  he  argued  that  a  great 
economy  had  been  effected.  Had  he 
read  the  Appendix  to  our  Report,  he 
would  have  seen  that  it  contained  the 
Report  of  the  Commission  of  1837  ;  that 
when  pensions  were  dealt  with,  half 
were  left  on  the  Civil  List  and  half 
were  placed  on  the  Consolidated  Fund.. 
They  considered  the  amount  of  the 
pensions  on  the  Civil  List  much  larger- 
than  it  ought  to  be,  and  recommended 
its  reduction  from  £170,000  a  year  gross- 
or  £145,750  nett,  at  which  it  stood  on 
the  demise  of  hislate Majesty,  to  £75, 000- 
transferring  the  other  £80,000  to  the^ 
Consolidated  Fund.  That  shows  one> 
little  error  of  £80,000  in  the  noble 
Lord's  calculations.  I  have  no  doubt 
were  I  to  follow  him  into  elaborate 
details,  I  could  disclose  greater  in- 
accuracies in  his  figures.  The  noble- 
Lord  spoke  of  the  Report  of  183T 
as  having  been  produced  by  the  most 
eminent  and  distinguished  economists — 
Hume  and  Grote  —  and  led  us  to 
imagine  that  they  were  satisfied  witb 
the  Report.  The  Committee  fixed  the> 
Civil  List  for  the  present  reign.  What 
was  Mr.  Hume's  opinion  of  the  way  in 
which  it  did  so  ?  Had  the  noble  Lord 
read  the  Appendix  to  the  Report,  he 
would  have  found  on  page  36 — 

*'  Amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Hume,  to  - 
insert  at  the  end  of  the  Report^ '  As  the  Com- 
mittee have  not  had  sufficient  details  before  > 
them  to  enable  them  to  judge  either  of  the* 
number  of  officers  and  servants  in  the  Depart- 
ments of  the  Lord  Chamberlain,  the  Lord 
Steward,  and  Master  of  the  Horse,  or  as  to  the 
estimates  produced  for  these  several  Depart- 
ments, the  Committee  do  not  consider  them- 
selves called  upon  to  offer  any  opinion  as  to  the 
adequacy  of  the  details  of  the  estimates.'  The 
Question  was  put  and  negatived." 

So  much  for  the  noble  Lord.  On  the 
matter  immediately  before  the  House, 
I  should  not  have  considered  it  necessary 
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to  saj  one  single  word  in  explanation  of 
my  position,  had  it  not  been  for  the  con- 
clusion at  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newcastle  arrived, 
after  a  speech  setting  forth,  I  think, 
in  a  most  able  and  clear  manner, 
the  reasons  which  induced  him  in  Com- 
mittee to  take  up  the  position  which  he 
did.  Had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  been 
content  to  sit  down,  without  intimating 
what  he  was  going  to  do,  his  speech 
would  have  been  an  exact  explanation 
of  my  position,  and  I  should  have  been 
content  to  have  remained  silent.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  after  explain- 
ing the  whole  course  of  matters  in  Com- 
mittee, said  he  was  going  to  vote  for 
the  Government.  As  I  am  going  to 
vote  with  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton, I  consider  it  necessary,  after 
my  position  has  been  so  accurately 
described  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle,  that  I  should  explain  why  I 
propose  to  take  an  opposite  course  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  explained  that  he  and 
certain  other  Jjiberals  on  the  Commit- 
tee were  strongly  imbued  with  the  de- 
sirability of  a  unanimous  recommenda- 
tion. I  was  one  of  those  who  -did  not 
desire  to  have  argumentative  discus- 
sions on  this  Grant,  and  were  anxious  to 
effect  a  compromise.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  had  acknowledged  the 
great  services  which  had  been  rendered 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian.  But  my  hon.  Friend  greatly 
underrated  those  services.  Their  value  is 
represented  by  the  difference  between 
annuities  of  £40,000  a  year  on  young 
lives,  and  one  of  £36,000  payable  on 
the  joint  lives  of  a  Queen  whose  age  we 
all  know,  and  a  Prince  in  middle  life. 
The  capitalised  value  of  this  charge  to 
the  nation  could  not  be  put  at  much  less 
than  £1,000,000.  I  think  that  Radical 
opinions  in  this  matter  are  progres- 
sing, and  that  when  another  Civil  List 
is  arranged  many  of  the  present  para- 
sitesof  the  Crown  by  whichitsmeans  have 
been  crippled  and  impaired  would  be  cut 
away.  The  terms  of  that  compromise 
were  distinct  and  clear—  that  there  must 
bo  a  repudiation  of  any  further  claims. 
Then  came  the  substitution  for  the 
original  proposal  of  the  Grant  to  the 
Prince  of  Wales  to  enable  him  to  provide 
for  his  family.  But  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian's  Amendment  did  not  nega- 
tive thoae  claims,  but  proposed  to  leave 
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them  an  open  question.  Even  to  that 
I  was  willing  to  agree,  because  with  the 
proceedings  of  the  Committee  entered 
on  the  Eeport,  Hhe  inferential  negativ- 
ing of  the  claim  would  have  stood  on 
record.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
(Mr.  Gladstone's)  Amendment  having 
been  rejected,  I  and  the  majority  of 
Liberals  on  the  Committee  voted  against 
the  Grant,  and  having  done  so,  I  cannot 
see  any  disrespect  to  the  Crown  in  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton.  I  see  no  distinction,  as  the 
people  outside  the  House  will  see  no  dis- 
tinction, between  raising  the  question  at 
this  time  and  raising  it  in  Committee. 
The  constituencies  will  expect  their 
Members  to  express  their  opinion, 
whether  for  or  against  the  Government, 
at  the  earliest  possible  stage;  and  I 
therefore  intend  to  record  my  vote  for 
the  Amendment. 

♦Colonel  BLUNDELL  (Ince) :  The 
tenour  of  all  the  utterances  of  Ministera 
in  the  early  part  of  the  reign  was  to 
advise  the  Sovereign  to  leave  the  finan- 
cial affairs  of  the  Hoyal  Family  unre- 
servedly in  the  hands  of  Parliament. 
The  country  has  taken  on  itself,  a 
parental  responsibility  in  respect  to  the 
Koyal  Family  in  the  matter  of  finance. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Membera  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

^Colonel  BLUNDELL  proceeded :  I 
would  point  out  that  Her  Majesty  hu 
entertained  a  number  of  Foreign 
Sovereigns  without  applying  to  Parlia- 
ment for  funds  for  that  purpose,  whioh  ii, 
I  believe,  contrary  to  precedent  in  this 
country.  Among  others  Her  Majesty 
has  entertained  the  Emperor  and  Eflfr- 
press  of  the  French,  the  Sultan  of  Tar- 
key,  the  Shah  of  Persia,  on  thia  and 
on  another  occasion,  and  other  Foreign' 
Princes,  and  had  the  Queen  been  made 
aware  by  the  Ministry  that  ah^  was  ez*^ 
pected  to  save  money  to  make  provirioa 
for  her  grandchildren,  it  is  hardly  likely 
she  would  have  expended  large  aama  in 
theentertainmentofSoverei^swhoweirt^ 
in  reality,|political  visitors,  in  such  eaaca 
it  is  probable  that  the  Queen  would  hafe 
followed  the  course  =  taken  by  former 
Sovereigns  and  applied  to  Parliament 
for  the  necessary  fuiids.  I  think  tliit 
House  would  have  done  well  to  have 
assisted  Her  Majesty  in  making  pzo- 
vision  for  the  younger  branches  of  *1i^ 
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family.  I  do  not  suggest  a  large 
provision,  but  something  should  have 
been  done  under  all  the  circumstances. 
It  must  be  recollected  that  the  Eoyal 
Family  do  a  great  deal  of  work  in  the 
country.  His  Eoyal  Highness  the 
Prince  of  Wales  has  done  his  duty 
nobly,  but  the  younger  branches  of  the 
family  have  also  been  called  on  to  foster 
and  promote  benevolent  and  utilitarian 
objects  throughout  the  country.  The  per- 
formances of  these  functions  involves 
considerable  expenditure,  and  I  should 
have  liked  to  have  seen  the  House 
assist  Her  Majesty  in  making  some 
provision  for  the  younger  branches  of 
the  Hoyal  Family.  There  is  to  my 
mind  a  want  of  chivalry  in  entirely 
throwing  overboard  the  younger  chil- 
dren. There  is  such  a  thing  as  wor- 
shipping the  rising  sun.  The  brilliant 
speech  we  heard  last  night  is  a  legacy 
to  this  and  every  Constitutional  country 
as  regards  the  future,  but  we  have  to 
deal  with  the  present  reigpi. 

Mb.  a.  L.  brown  (Hawick,  &c.) : 
I  interpose  in  this  Debate  with  consi- 
derable reluctance.  I  do  not  very  often 
speak  here.  When  one  rises  in  a  public 
meeting  one  can  always  hope  to  con- 
vince or  to  convert  to  one's  views  at 
least  one  or  two  of  the  audience ;  but  I 
have  long  ago  seen  that  that  is  an  abso- 
lutely hopeless  task  here.  But,  though 
I  do  not  rise  with  the  ambitious  inten- 
tion of  trying  to  change  any  man's 
vote,  I  think  1  can  give  a  very  reason- 
able cause  for  asking  a  few  minutes' 
attention  from  the  House.  Some  of  us 
here  represent  what  are  popularly 
called  Gladstonian  constituencies ;  and 
if  there  is  one  constituency  which 
deserves  that  name  it  is  the  Border 
Burghs.  When  any  of  our  Tory 
opponents  choose  to  call  us  Glad- 
stonian, we  generally  say,  **  We 
are  proud  of  the  name.  We  are 
80  convinced  of  the  eood  judgment 
of  our  great  leader,  and  of  his  capacity 
to  manage  affairs,  that  we  are  quite 
willing  to  commit  to  him  our  political 
souls,  to  do  with  them  whatever  he 
likes.*'  Now  we  Gladstonians  are  going 
to  vote  to-night  against  our  great 
leader.  Friends  and  foes  alike  have 
pronounced  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
to  be  a  very  great  speech.  I  suppose 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  never 
more  eloquent  and  never  more  skilful. 


He  seized  on  the  weak  points  of  his 
opponents ;  he  held  up  the  high  charac- 
ter of  the  Eoyal  Family,  and  as  to  the 
useless  offices  connected  with  Hoyalty, 
he  employed  that  wonderful  sentence 
about  the  splendour  of  the  Court.  He 
I  alluded  to  the  advanced  a^e  of  tlie 
^  Queen,  and  to  the  pain  it  might  give 
her  if  any  change  were  made  in  her 
surroundings;  and  he  concluded  by 
saying  he  had  been  a  loyal  servant  of 
the  Crown  all  his  life,  and  he  was 
proud  to  be  so  in  his  old  age. 
While  we  listened  to  the  voice  of  tne 
charmer  we  felt  there  was  something 
which  broke  the  charm  of  his  words. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  cheered 
vociferously  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
more  especially  by  those  sitting  Delow 
the  Gangway,  and  we  could  not  help 
remembering  that  those  Gentlemen  who 
so  applauded  him  are  the  men '  who,  in 
season  and  out  of  season,  have  denounced 
our  great  leader  as  a  traitor  to  his 
Queen.  He  is  a  patriot  this  week,  and 
will  also  be  next  week;  but  when 
they  get  the  money  we  know  very 
well  they  will  go  down  to  their  consti- 
tuencies—  to  their  Primrose  League 
meetings— and  begin  their  old  game  of 
denouncing  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
as  a  disunionist  and  a  disintegrator,  and 
as  an  enemy  of  his  Queen  and  country. 
Personally,  I  grieatly  regret  that  into 
this  matter  the  personal  element  must 
enter.  We  Badicals  will  be  compelled  to 
speak  of  things  we  would  rather  not  speak 
of,  but  I  hope  we  will  not  speak  in  any 
way  offensively.  Those  of  us  who  have  sat 
upon  Town  Oouncils  and  School  Boards 
and  other  Boards  know  well  that  the 
most  unpleasant  debates  are  those  con- 
nected with  the  salaries  of  servants; 
but,  as  very  often  happens,  whatever 
blame  there  be  does  not  rest  upon  the 
servants  themselves,  but  upon  the  in- 
judicious friends  of  the  servants.  And 
so  now  we  have  no  fault  to  find  with 
the  Queen  or  the  Prince  of  Wales— it  is 
the  men  who  have  advised  them — the 
Government,  and  the  Government  alone 
— whom  we  hold  to  blame.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  said  that  neither  the  Queen  nor 
the  Prince  of  Wales  has  been  at  all  pre- 
cipitate in  this  matter—that  it  was  gene- 
rally on  thecomiDg  of  age  of  the  eldest  son 
that  this  claim  was  put  forward,  whereas 
the  eldest  son  of  the  Prince  of  Wales 
is  now  24  or  25.      It  is  quite  true  that 
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this  claim  has  not  been  made  pre- 
oipitately.  Why  ?  Because,  no  doubt, 
five  years  ago  the  Queen  and  Prince  of 
Wales  were  better  advised.  A  Liberal 
Government  was  in  Office  five  years 
ago;  and  though  it  is  true  Liberal 
Governments  have  proposed  Hoyal 
Grants,  Liberal  Governments  are  begin- 
ning to  recognise  that  a  great  change  is 
coming  over  the  country,  and  that  they 
have  a  very  di£ferent  set  of  men  to  reckon 
with  than  they  had  formerly.  We  can- 
not forget  history  teaches  us  that  it  has 
always  been  the  Tories  who  have 
brought  the  Grown  into  danger,  who 
have  driven  Kings  and  Queens  into 
exile,  or  caused  them  to  be  taken  to  the 
scaffold  ;  and  so  it  is  that  though  this 
claim  has  not  been  made  precipitately, 
it  is  natural  it  should  have  been  delayed 
until  a  Tory  Government  is  in  power. 
What  we  wish  to  emphasise  is  that 
we  have  no  hostility  to  the  Hoyal 
Family.  We  recognise  the  Queen  as 
a  great  and  good  woman,  and  no- 
where is  her  greatness  and  goodness 
more  recognised  than  in  Scotland, 
the  country  from  which  I  come.  We 
recognise  the  amazing  tact  with  which 
the  Prince  of  Wales  discharges  the 
duties  of  his  office.  In  the  different 
crises  through  which  the  country  has 
passed  during  the  last  20  years  the 
I^rince  of  Wales  has  never  once  slipped  ; 
and  I  have  seen  it  stated  in  one  of  the 
gossipy  newspapers  that  His  Boyal 
Highness  brings  up  his  family  in  the 
belief  that  it  is  quite  possible  he  may  be 
the  last  King  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland.  If  he  does  so  1  can  only  say 
the  probability  is  that  not  only  his  son, 
but  his  son's  son,  will  sit  upon  the 
Throne  of  the  British  Empire.  But 
though  we  say  all  this,  though 
we  admit  that  the  people  are 
loyal,  the  people's  loyalty  is  very 
different  to  your  loyalty.  Yours  is  a 
kind  of  loyalty  that  is  attracted  by  the 
splendour  of  the  Court,  and  if  there  is 
any  curtailment  of  that  splendour,  if  there 
■ze  too  few  balls  and  receptions,  you  at 
a  to  ahow  your  disloyalty.  The 
the  oommon  people  is  real 
dad  not  on  the  splen- 
^<it  on  the  great 
.te  by  the  Queen 
IS  and  the  other 
family.  If  any 
live  attended  by 
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disrespectfully  of  the  Boyal  Family,  hit 
remarks  are  listened  to  in  silence  or  mat 
with  loud  cries  of  shame.     That  is  veij 
right.    But  if  the  speaker  attempts  t» 
talk  of  the  Hereditary  Grand  Falconer, 
or  the  Master  of  the  BuckhoiindSy  or  the 
Mistresses  of  the  Bobes,   he  provokes 
the  laughter  and  derisive  oheers  of  his 
audience ;  and  that,  surely,  is  quite  right 
too.  The  Heport  of  the  Grants  Committee 
sets  before  the  ordinary   English  and 
Scotch  voter  the  broad  fact  that  there  it 
some£500,000  or  £600,000  atthedieposal 
of  the  Court  to  keep  up  its  diffni^  and 
splendour— £380,000  on  the  Oivif  List» 
£110,000  from  the  two  Dadiies,  and 
£152,000  from  annual  Grants.     What 
the  common  people  say   is  "This  is 
perfectly  sufficient  to  keep  our  Soyal 
Family  in  any  degree  of  splendour  that 
any  one  can  indulge  in ;  it  is  perfectly 
sufficient  to  enable  them  to  compete 
successfully  with  the    Courts  of   anjr 
nation  of  Europe."    There  is  no  cry  of 
''Down    with    the    Hoyal    Family;'^ 
the  cry  is,  '*  Down  with  the  jparasitee 
who     cluster     round     the     Throne.'* 
We  have    a  right    to    complain    that 
the   Eeport  of    the    Committee    doea 
not  give  us    the    sort  of  informatioD 
we    want.    It    tells    us  about  oertaia 
great  officers — about  the  Lord  Cham- 
berlain,  the  Lord   Steward,   Lords  ia 
Waiting,    First    Ladies    of    the    Bed- 
chamber, and  Maids  of  Honour,  but  what 
we  want  to  know  is,  what  are  the  namea 
and   addresses  of  these  people  in  order 
that  we  may  know  whether  they  are 
people  likely  to  render  service  to  the 
Court,  or  to  be  merely  ornaments.     I 
find  from  a  pamphlet  printed  by  the 
Financial  Reform  Association  that  some 
years  ago  the  offices  of  Lord  Chamber- 
lain and  Lord   Steward  were  held  by 
noblemen.      They  received    £2,000    a 
year  each.    I  find  that  the  Mistresaea 
of  the  Robes  were  Duchesses  who  got 
£500  a  year  each.    I    find   that   the 
Ladies  of  the  Bedchamber  were  Oona- 
tesses    who    got    £500    a   year   eaohf 
that  the  Maids  of  Honour  were  Ladies 
and  Honourables  who  got  £300  a  year, 
and    that    Bedchamber    women    were 
actually  YiscounteBses.     Amongst  the 
daily  waiters  were  Admirals  and  Hon- 
ourables who  drew  £150  a  year,  and 
amongst  the    quarterly    waitera   were 
Colonels,  Lieutenant  Colonels,  Majors 
and  Esquires    who    did  not   think    it 
beneath  them  to  draw  salaries  of  £100. 
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The  country  belieyes  that  you  are  sup- 
porting this  Grant  not  for  the  sake  of 
the  Koyal  Family,  but  for  the  sake  of 
the  offices  in  connection  with  the  Oourt. 
This  is  a  Vote  not  between  the  people 
and  the  Grown,  but  between  the  people 
and  the  aristocracy.  I  appreciated  the 
remark  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tko  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  as  to  the 
advanced  age  of  Her  Majesty,  and  as  to 
the  effect  a  change  in  her  surroundings 
might  have.  But  ought  not  the  advisers 
of  the  Queen  to  have  considered  that 
point  before  they  brought  forward  this 
proposal?  Ought  they  not  to  have 
ascertained  from  the  representatives  of 
the  Tory  Democracy  of  which  we  have 
heard  so  much  from  the  Members  of 
the  Opposition  Front  Bench,  and  even 
from  Members  below  this  Gangway, 
what  the  people  would  say  about  this 
proposal  ?  If  any  words  spoken  in  this 
Debate  give  pain  to  Her  Majesty,  no 
one  will  regret  it  more  than  Eadicals  like 
myself,  but  we  do  not  consider  ourselves 
to  blame.  You  are  to  blame ;  you  do  the 
deeds  and  your  unrighteous  deeds  find 
as  the  words.  It  is  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment knew  perfectly  well  that  this 
proposal  would  not  be  popular.  Her 
Majesty  requested  Parliament  to  make 
provision  for  Prince  Albert  Victor,  the 
eldest  son  of  the  Prince  of  Wales,  and 
for  Princess  Louise  of  Wales  on  the 
occasion  of  her  marriage.  Well,  but  that 
would  only  have  taken  about  £18,000 
«  year.  Why  is  it  we  are  asked  to  vote 
£  3  6, 000  a  year  ?  I  suppose  it  is  because 
you  know  that  the  proposal  is  a  dis- 
agreeable one,  and  that  you  think  you 
will  by  asking  for  a  large  sum  get  rid 
of  the  subject.  Beference  has  been 
made  to  the  necessity  of  savings  on 
the  Civil  List,  and  I  ask  you,  are 
you  not  tending  to  bring  the  Crown 
into  disfavour  in  the  country,  simply 
because  you  do  not  care  to  offend  those 
high  officers  and  ladies  who  have  got 
posts  about  the  Oourt?  As  to  the 
splendour  of  the  Oourt,  there  is  a 
great  deal  in  what  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  said.  It  is 
quite  true  that  the  Court  might  do 
great  good  in  the  country,  and  if  the 
Court  is  a  good  example  to  the  country, 
the  people  say  it  is  owing  to  the  excep- 
tional character  of  the  Queen  herself. 
But  we  cannot  expect  to  see  a  similar 
Monarch  on  the  Throne  always.  The 
influence  of  the  Oourt  is  a  malign  in- 


fluence ;  I  do  not  speak  of  the  Oourt's 
moral  influence,  but  of  its  influence  on 
politics.  I  have  been  at  very  few  of 
your  displays  and  receptions,  but  I  con- 
fess they  have  had  a  very  bad  influence 
upon  me.  I  have  felt  that  if  I  wanted 
to  keep  my  Badicalism  intact  I  had 
better  resign  my  Membership  of  Par- 
liament. \^A  laugh J^  lam  glad  to  see 
it  is  recognised  that  Kadicalism  and  the 
influence  of  the  Oourt  cannot  very  well 
go  together;  if  we  give  in  to  the  in- 
fluence which  we  find  round  about  us 
here,  then  so  far  as  we  are  concerned, 
*'  Good-bye  to  Badicalism,"  and  *'  Good- 
bye to  the  cause  of  the  people."  There 
is  one  point  at  which  we  Badioals  come 
into  decided  conflict  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
and  that  is,  when  he  says  we  are  ser- 
vants of  the  Crown  as  well  as  of  the 
people.  That  is  not  the  case  with  us. 
I  am  not  a  servant  of  the  Orown.  I 
am  a  servant  of  the  people  alone,  ''No 
man  can  serve  two  masters."  Who  am 
I  sent  here  by?  By  my  constituents, 
and  if  my  constituents  ask  me  to  do  a 
certain  thing,  and  the  Queen  asks  me 
to  do  another  thing,  as  an  honest  man  I 
must  resign  my  seat  and  make  room  for 
another  man  if  I  cannot  stand  by  my 
constituents.  Our  great  leader  is  going 
to  Vote  against  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere.)  That  was  expected  from  the 
very  beginning.  The  country  has 
already  discounted  that,  and  it  would 
have  seemed  to  us  Badicals  unnatural 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  any- 
thing else.  We  all  know  his  great 
services  and  the  dose  way  in  which  he 
has  been  connected  with  the  Orown ;  we 
all  know  the  essential  conservatism  of 
his  character,  and  how  his  endeavour 
always  is  not  to  cut  anything  throufi^, 
but  to  piece  the  new  to  the  old.  He 
has  decided  that  he  must  Vote  in  favour 
of  further  Boyal  Grants;  but  he  will 
not  lose  one  single  supporter,  he  will 
not  lose  a  little  bit  of  our  confidence  by 
so  doing.  We  do  not  know  how  our 
friends  from  Ireland  are  going  to  Vote. 
We  recognise  that  they  are  in  a  very 
peculiar  position,  I  was  present  at  the 
great  meeting  on  the  Carlton  Hill, 
at  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell)  spoke.  In  the  course  of 
his  peroration  the  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  the  working  men  of 
Scotland   might  be  sure  that   in   the 
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Division  Lobby  of  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons  they  would  find  no  more  faithful 
servants  than  the  Members  from  Ire- 
land. I  do  not  know  how  he  has  de- 
cided to  vote  upon  this  occasion.  I 
know  with  what  affectionate  admiration 
and  gratitude  he  regards  our  great 
leader,  and  it  may  be  that  he  finds  it 
necessary  on  this  occasion  to  vote  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  do  not 
suppose  it  will  make  much  difference  to 
his  cause  in  the  long  run.  But  there 
are  certain  Gentlemen  who  have  not  the 
same  excuse  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  and 
the  Members  from  Ireland  for  voting 
for  this  Grant,  and  the  way  in  which 
they  give  their  votes  will  be  watched 
with  considerable  interest  in  the  coun- 
try. 

Mr.  KEEANS  (Lincoln):  The  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  spoken  com- 
menced his  observations  by  a  sneer  at 
hon.  Members  on  this  side  because  we 
cheered  the  great  speech  delivered  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  last  night.  We  did  appreciate 
that  speech,  coming  from  a  statesman 
who  has  passed  half  a  century  in  public 
life,  and  who  in  his  time  has  done  the 
State  some  service.  We  recollected 
this,  and  remembered  it  was  the  day 
on  which  he  celebrated  his  golden  wed- 
ding, and  we  were  only  too  glad  to  re- 
cognise what  seemed  to  us  a  return  to 
the  time  of  his  intellectual  strength. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have  dif- 
ferentiated between  the  Crown  and 
the  Government  in  regard  to  this 
question.  The  hon.  Gentleman  says 
of  the  Eoyal  Family  that  he  blames 
them  not  at  all,  but  of  the  Government 
that  he  blames  them  completely,  all  in 
all,  and,  as  I  understand  him,  he  assumes 
that  this  Besolution  is  brought  forward 
without  the  assent  of  the  Queen  and  the 
Soyal  Family ;  or,  if  that  is  not  so,  I 
utterly  fail  to  see  the  relevancy  of  his 
remarks. 

Mr.  PICTON  :  Sir,  I  rise  to  order. 
I  ask  you  whether  it  is  in  order  for  the 
hon.  Member  to  introduce  the  name  of 
Her  Majesty  as  approving  or  disapprov- 
ing any  measure  whatever. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  There  is  an  old 
rule,  and  a  very  salutary  one,  that  the 
name  of  the  Sovereign  should  not  be 
introduced  for  the  purpose  of  influencing 
debate. 

Ilr,  A,  L,  Brotcn 


Mb.  KEBANS:  If  that  is  so,  Sir,  I 
beg  to    apologise   very   tinoerely.      I 
thought  I  had  noticed  in  the  ocmrae  of 
the  Debate  allusions  of  this  charaoier 
made.     [''  Order ! "]    I  bow  entirely  to 
your  ruling,' Sir ;    but  I  thought  that, 
when  the  hon.  Gentleman  ohoae  to  make 
a  pointed  contrast  between  the  Sojal 
Family  and  the  Government,  the  Hmes 
of  the  House  might  have  permitted  me 
to  make  a  reply.     The  hon.  Member 
has  talked  of  this  side  of  the  House  as 
being  representative  of  aristooratio  in- 
fluence ;    but  surely  he    ought  to  be 
aware,  although  he  is  not  much  in  the 
House,    and   cannot,    therefore,    have 
intimate    knowledge    of   the    subjeot, 
that    what    he    calls     the   aristocratie 
element   exists  as  much   on  one  side 
of  the  House  as  the  other.    Oertainly 
I  can  make  good  my  claim  to  have 
been  elected  on  a  purely  demoeratio 
representation,  and  I  can  further  say  that 
there  is  no  man  in  the  House  who  looks 
with  more  jealousy  on  any  increase  of 
aristocratic  influence  than  myself.     If 
the  exigencies  of  the  Public  Service  de- 
mand that  a  man  shall  be  placed  in  a 
certain  position  because  his  means  and 
manners  are  superior — I  am  only  oon- 
trasting    such    with    myself— -if    it    is 
considered  that  such  a  man  is  the  besi 
person  to   occupy  a  certain    positio% 
I    cannot    complain    of   the    seleotioa 
made   by  the  Government^  nor  do  I 
see    how    hon.    Members    oan    oom- 
plain,   when  they  have  declared .  that 
they    could    not    accept    the    nnifbrm 
and  salary    of   State    service.       Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  should  be  the  last 
persons  to  complain  that  positions  whieh 
they   declare   would   be  derogatory  ta 
their  manhood  and  independence,  and 
so    on,    are    filled  by  gentlemen  wlu> 
belong  to  the  aristocratic  class.     The 
hon.    Gentleman     has    talked    of    the 
malign  and  corrupting  influence  of  the 
Court,  but  I  confess  I  do  not  see  much 
evidence  of  such  a  thing.     It  reminds 
me  of  an  accusation  that  was  onoe  made 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  EIirkcaldj» 
that  in  consequence  of  having  accepted 
an  invitation  to  a  luncheon  at  Rome,  he 
gave  a  vote  in  this  House  against  his 
conscience.     And  now  a  few  words  in 
reference  to  the  general  character  of  the 
proposal  before  us.     We  have  had  pre- 
cedent after  precedent  cited,  bnt  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  and  lua 
friends  refuse  to  be  influenced  by  ' 
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The  hon.  Member,  though  not  a 
aolioitor  or  barrister,  has  had  consider- 
able experience  of  the  law,  and  I 
should  haye  thought  would  have  recog- 
nised the  binding  efifect  of  contracts, 
of  debts  of  record,  and  of  debts  of 
honour.  Between  private  individuals 
a  debt  of  honour  is  recognised  as  bind- 
ing in  the  highest  degree,  and  I  cannot 
conceive  of  any  higher  obligation  of 
honour  than  that  which  was  cast  upon 
the  nation  bj  the  compact  between 
Parliament  and  the  Sovereign.  Over 
and  over  again  it  has  been  asserted 
that  there  was  no  such  compact  between 
the  nation  and  the  Queen,  but  I  have 
listened  in  vain  from  first  to  last  for 
any  single  word  in  corroboration'  of 
that  assertion.  The  absence  of  any 
limitation  upon  the  Grants  to  be  applied 
for  would  show  to  any  reasonable  man 
that  no  limit  was  intended.  As  the 
question  of  the  savings  of  Her  Majesty 
has  been  introduced,  I  presume  I  may 
refer  to  that  matter.  I  conceive  there 
are  a  certain  number  of  Gentlemen  in 
the  House — I  hope  I  am  doing  them 
no  wrong — who  would  prefer  that  a 
Minister  should  come  to  this  House  and 
ask  for  a  sum  of  money  to  pay  the 
Queen's  debts,  instead  of  asking  for  an 
allowance  for  the  children  of  the  Prince 
of  Wales,  and  they  regret  that  the 
Queen  has  made  savings.  \_Crie8  ef 
**  No  !  "]  1  am  glad  to  have  that  dis- 
claimer, and  I  hope  it  will  be  repeated 
in  the  country.  I  do  not  wish  to  attempt 
to  introduce  anything  invidious,  but  the 
hon.  Member  who  last  spoke  did  un- 
doubtedly misinterpret  the  motives  of 
his  political  opponents,  declaring  that 
the  Ministry  were  afraid  to  come  to  the 
House  and  ask  for  £lb,000  for  Princess 
Louise,  and  for  Prince  Albert  Victor, 
because  they  know  these  sums  would 
be  granted.  But  the  reason  why  the 
Gt)vemment  made  their  proposal  as 
they  did  was  there  might  be  some 
finality  about  the  demands.  It  was 
perfectly  well  known  that  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  had  declared  they 
could  not  acquiesce  in  further  Grants 
unless  the  whole  matter  was  concluded 
at  once.  Last  night  we  had  an  admir- 
able speech  from  the  youngest  Member 
of  the  House  (Mr.  Birrell)  who  declared 
he  came  from  a  constituency  where  this 
matter  had  been  thoroughly  canvassed, 
and  that  his  constituents  were  utterly 
opposed  to  the  Ghrant,  and  he  treated 


West  Fife  as  fairly  representative  of  the 
Scotch  constituencies.  He  put  the 
question  on  very  broad  grounds,  and  he 
argued  it  remarkably  well.  But  what 
I  want  to  know  is. this,  was  the  hon. 
Member  returned  to  this  House  by  a 
larger  majority  than  his  predecessor  or 
was  that  majority  smaller?  It  is  ob- 
vious that  the  views  of  the  constituency 
must  have  undergone  considerable  modi- 
fication if  he  was  returned  by  a  de- 
creased majority.  Now,  in  conclusion, 
let  me  ask  are  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
very  strict  guardians  of  the  public 
purse  ?  I  recollect  not  long  ago  we  had 
a  remarkable  demonstration  in  this 
House  upon  the  occasion  when  it  was 
proposed  by  an  hon.  Member  opposite 
that  Members  of  this  House  should 
receive  salaries  of  £275  or  £375  per 
annum.  In  support  of  this  hon.  Mem- 
bers trooped  into  the  Lobby  with  the 
greatest  alacrity,  and  when  they  re- 
turned and  found  there  was  only  a 
majority  of  40  or  50  against  them,  loud 
and  continuous  was  the  cheering.  But 
how  does  this  accord  with  fhe  sentiments 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sun- 
derland (Mr.  Storey)  as  he  commented 
in  his  most  bitter  way  upon  the  contrast 
he  drew  between  the  condition  of  Court 
and  cottage.  Well,  what  is  good  for  the 
Court  ought  undoubtedly  to  be  good  for 
Members  of  this  House.  If  hon. 
Gentlemen  claim  to  represent  the  class 
whose  average  earnings  are  258.  or  SOs. 
a  week,  what  do  they  mean  by  coming 
here  and  attempting  to  secure  for  them- 
selves comfortable  annuities  ?  I  con- 
sider that  in  all  respects  the  application 
made  by  the  Government  is  most  rea- 
sonable, and  I  thoroughly  believe  that 
when  the  matter  is  placed  before  the 
constituencies  in  the  speeches  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Paddington,  the  people  will 
endorse  the  judgment  the  House  will 
pronounce. 

Mr.  PICrON  (Leicester) :  Many  hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side  have  ex- 
pressed enthusiastic  admiration  for  the 
marvellous  speech  delivered  last  night 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian.  To  us  who  are 
consistent  admirers  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  genius  and  services  to  the 
country  it  cannot  but  be  a  pleasure 
that  on  any  ground  his  genius  should 
be  appreciated  by  the  Party  opposite, 
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but  it  is  remarkable  the  difference  that 
is  made  by  the  point  of  view  from  which 
an  artistic  oratorical  performance  is  con- 
sidered.    The  same  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man when  discoursing  on  other  great 
Imperial  principles  has  been  ridiculed 
as  speaking  only  vague  mysticism,  as 
having  no  definite  ideas,  as  soaring  in 
the   clouds  and  having  no  relation  to 
practical  politics,  but   the  moment  he 
happens   to   speak   in  partial  support, 
and  only  in  partial  support,  of  the  policy 
of  the  Party  opposite,  he  is  seen  to  be 
a  statesman  of  marvellous  acumen,  pro- 
found historical   knowledge,  and   keen 
appreciation  of  the  constitution  of  the 
country.     Well,  I  liope  the  lesson  will 
not  be  lost,  and  that   when   the  time 
comes  to  consider  matters  quietly  hon. 
Members  will   arrive  at  the  conclusion 
that  the  right   hon.  Gentleman  who  on 
this  occasion  has  shown  such  profound 
knowledge,    and  keen    appreciation  of 
the     historical      development    of     his 
country,  cannot  be  such  apolitical  lunatic 
as   he   has   been  represented  to   be  on 
•ther    matters.      The    hon.    Gentleman 
who  last  addressed  us  informed  us  that 
he   was  not   an  aristocrat.      I   should 
not   have  thought  the  disclaimer   was 
necessary,  but  he  thought  it  necessary  to 
give  us  the  information,  and  I  suppose 
he  intended  to  intimate   his  sympathies 
with  the     democratic    masses     of    the 
country.     He  has  shown  his  sympathy 
by  defending  liveried  officials,  as  I  think 
he  called  them.     I  do  not  know  whether 
he  was  quoting  the  phrase. 

M«.  KERANS :  I  did  not  so  desig- 
nate them. 

Mr.  PICTON  :  I  understand  he  was 
surprised  that  we  should  object  to  these 
offices  which  involve  certain  courtly  at- 
tendances that  are  not  considered  iden- 
tical witli  the  highest  statesmanship.  I 
think  I  am  right  in  interpreting  his  mean- 
ing. Well,  we  do  not  object  at  all  to  the 
offices  of  any  noble  Lord?,  right 
hon.  or  hoa.  Gentlemen  if  they  like 
to  fill  them.  What  we  do  object  to  is 
paying  salaries  for  these  offices.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  speak,  I 
presume. from  legal  knowledge  of  various 
kinds  of  debts,  debts  of  record,  and 
other  kinds  of  debt,  and  has  placed 
above  all  a  debt  of  honour.  Well,  the 
expression  "  debt  of  honour "  is  very 
often  used  to  describe  a  debt  that  cannot 
be  legally  enforced,  because  it  arises  out 
of  an  illegal  transaction,    so  that  the 

Mr,  PictoH 


association   of  the  phrase  was  a  little 
unfortunate  as  bearing  upon  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House.    Ln  the  Tiew  <rf 
the  hon.  Gentleman  a  certain  sentiment 
of  honour  should  lead  Members  of  this 
House  to  vote  any  sum  asked  for  bj  a 
Minister  in  support  of  the  honour  and 
dignity  of  the  Grown.    Now  there  axe 
debts  of  honour,  so  called,  to  which  no 
particularly  binding  character  attaches 
beyond  legal  debts,  and  I  do  not  think 
that  the  debt  of  honour  resting  on  the 
action  of  a  Committee  of  this  House  at 
the    commencement    of  the   reign  has 
that  binding  character  the  hon.  G-entle- 
man  seems  to  imagine  it  has.     Then  the 
hon.  Member  went  on  to  speak  of  the 
spedch  of  one  of  the  newest  and  in  our 
opinion  most  welcome  additions  to  the 
Members  of  the  House,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Fife,  and  he  said  it  must 
be    borne  in  mind  the  majority  with 
which  that  hon.  Member  was  retumedi 
and  he  wished  the  House  to  infer  that 
the  smaller  majority  compared  with  the 
last  election  by  which  the  hon.  Member 
was  returned  showed  a  diminution  in 
the  force  of  Liberal  opinion   in  West 
Fife.    But  he  altogether  ignored    the 
fact  that  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Fi£s 
was  not  opposed  by  a  Tory  at  all,  that 
he  was  opposed  by  a  Home  Rule  candi- 
date,   who,  if  he  had    been  returned, 
would  have   voted   against  this  Boval 
Grant  and  expressly  said  so.    The  dif- 
ference of  the  majority  in  that  consti- 
tuency, therefore,  has  no  bearing  at  all 
on  the  question  before  the  House.     But 
I  turn  to  the  more  important  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Pad- 
dington.  I  should  like  to  say  something 
in  reply  to  the  noble  Lord,  who  thouffht 
it  necessary  to  make  to  a  consideraole 
extent  a  direct  personal  attack  upon  so 
humble  an  individual  as  myself.  I  regret 
that  the  noble  Lord  is  not  now  in  his  placOi 
but  although  he  is  absent,  I  am  sure  he 
will  allow  that  that  does  not  preclude  me 
from  saying  a  few  words  in  reply  to  him. 
The  noble  Lord  came  down  to  the  House 
this  evening  having  evidently  familiar- 
ised himself  on  good  authority  with  the 
agricultural  economies  of  Sandringhaniy 
doubtless  one  of  the  most  admirably 
managed  estates  in  the  country;  but  1 
could  not  exactly  see  the  bearing  of  his 
references  to  the  Sandringham  estate  on 
the  question  at  present  before  the  House. 
The    argument    seemed   to    be    that 
because  an  illustrious  personage  waa  an 
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exoellent  landlord  and  managed  his 
estate  well,  and  with  a  view  of  bringing 
out  its  productiyeness  to  the  utmost  ex- 
tent, therefore  the  House  of  Oommons 
should  at  once  accede  to  the  claims  of 
the  Ministry  and  yote  this  Grant.  Now, 
I  confess  I  do  not  see  the  relevancy  of 
that  argument  at  all.  But  though  the 
noble  Lord  had  made  himself  familiar 
with  the  economies  of  the  Sandringham 
estate,  he  did  not  show  himself  equally 
familiar  with  the  sources  of  historical 
information  drawn  upon  by  the  junior 
Member  for  Northampton.  I  could  not 
but  think  that  as  an  attempt  to  meet 
that  grave  and  well  sustained  charge 
against  the  advice  given  by  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  was  an  exceedingly  weak 
one.  It  struck  me  as  rather  strange 
that  the  noble  Lord  waited  until  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  had 
spoken.  I  remember  the  occasion  in 
the  House  when  the  noble  Lord  pro- 
posed personally  to  perform  that  some- 
what dangerous  office  of  drawing  the 
badger,  and  perhaps  hon.  Members  will 
remember  how  he  drew  the  badger,  but 
on  this  occasion  the  noble  Lord  waited 
judiciously  until  the  badger  retired, 
and  afterwards  tried  to  make  as  light  as 
possible  of  the  badger's  teeth.  As  I 
have  said,  I  do  not  think  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  was  at  all  effective  as  a 
reply  to  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton.  I  would  like  to  refer  to 
one  or  two  items  in  that  reply.  The 
noble  Lord  said  that  in  the  settlement  of 
the  Civil  List  the  burden  of  keeping 
children  or  grandchildren  of  the  Royal 
Family  was  never  contemplated  at  all, 
and  he  said  that  because  it  is  not  ex- 
pressly mentioned  in  the  Civil  List  Act. 
t^ell,  I  should  have  supposed  that 
Royal  persons  are  liable  to  the  ordinary 
incidents  of  humanity  with  other  per- 
sons; and,  everyone  knows  that  chil- 
dren are  the  usual  consequences  of 
marriage  in  palace  and  cottage;  and 
surely  when  the  Civil  List  was  drawn, 
having  in  prospect  such  events  as 
marriage,  it  may  well  be  supposed 
that  if  it  had  been  intended  that 
extra  Grants  should  be  made,  some 
provision  would  have  been  made 
for  the  purpose.  From  the  silence 
of  the  Act,  we  are  asked  to  argue 
that  the  intention  was  that  these  Grants 
should  be  made;  but  I  lather  take  the 
opposite  view,  that  from  the  silence  we 


should  argue  that  it  was  intended  no 
more  Grants  should  be  made,  and 
especially  as  we  were  reminded  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  in  introduc- 
ing this  Motion,  that  on  the  occasion  of 
the  settlement  the  then  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Spring  Rice, 
distinctly  said,  he  hoped  the  settle- 
ment would  be  such  that  there 
would  be  no  recurrence  of  appeals  to 
Parliament  for  additional  Grants.  What 
was  intended  by  that,  unless  it  meant 
that  the  Grant  then  being  made  was 
sufficient  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
dignity  and  honour  of  the  Crown?  Then 
the  noble  Lord  said  that  no  notice  had 
been  given  to  the  Queen  of  any  change 
in  the  course  that  had  been  followed  in 
preceding  reigns — in  a  few  instances. 
No  notice  given !  But  I  do  not  know 
what  would  be  considered  notice.  If 
the  noble  Lord  means  that  no  legal 
notice  has  been  given,  that  is  true.  But 
we  are  not  considering  the  terms  of  a 
leasehold,  or  a  tenure  under  which  a  de- 
finite legal  notice  is  prescribed.  The 
settlement  of  the  Civil  List  has  been 
made  from  time  to  time  in  different 
reigns,  on  different  methods,  from 
age  to  age  with  no  indication  whatever 
that  precedents  werebeing  established  for 
future  time.  As  times  have  changed — 
and  upon  this  I  shall  say  a  word  or  two 
more  presently — as  times  haye  changed, 
I  say,  it  has  been  made  manifest  to  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  and  most  emphatic 
notice  has  been  given  to  all  that  were 
responsible,  that  a  large  Party  was  grow- 
ing up  which  would  not  tolerate  these 
demands  for  money  any  longer.  It  is 
well-known,  that  even  with  regard  to 
the  children  of  Her  Majesty  difficulties 
have  arisen,  and  thoEe  difficulties  have 
increased  as  additional  Grants  were 
asked  for.  I  have  not  had  the  misfor- 
tune to  be  present  at  more  than  one  of 
these  somewhat  discreditable  Debates, 
but  I  know  that  on  the  last  occasion 
when  a  Grant  was  asked  for  a  consider- 
able difference  of  opinion  was  shown, 
and  strong  evidence  of  increasing  dis- 
satisfaction displayed,  and  surely  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  must  have  understood 
this  as  indicative  of  notice  that  a 
change  must  be  made  in  the  method  of 
supporting  the  honour  and  dignity  of 
the  Crown.  And  I  think  the  Govern- 
ment are  to  blame  for  not  having  suffi- 
ciently estimated  the  notice  given.  No 
one  can  deny  that  it  is  given  now.    I 
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have  heard  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men get  up  and  say  we  misrepresent  the 
opinions  of  our  constituents  on  this 
question,  and  that  we  represent  only  a 
8mali  section  of  them.  Well,  I  invite 
any  hon.  or  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site to  go  into  any  market-place  in 
any  large  town  and  there  hold  an  open 
meeting  in  favour  of  these  Grants.  They 
know  they  dare  not  do  it.  They  can  go 
and  hire  a  hall  and  issue  tickets  of 
admission,  and  by  so  doing  ensure  a 
nearly  unanimous  yote,  but  at  a  large 
open  meeting  I  defy  them  to  obtain  a 
vote  in  favour  of  these  Grants.  It  does 
not  do  to  trifle  with  this  question.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  know  quite  as  well  as  I  know 
that  amongst  those  in  this  country  who 
have  supreme  power  in  their  bands, 
but  who  have  not  yet  exercised  it 
as  they  ought  to  do — I  mean  the  house- 
hold voters — this  subject  is  one  which 
excites  more  popular  feeling  than  any 
other.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Paddington  stated  that  the  title  to  the 
Grown  estates  is  absolutely  indisputable. 
In  a  certain  sense  no  doubt  it  is ;  but 
the  legal  title  is  of  such  a  character  as 
to  be  quite  inconsistent  v^ith  the  moral 
use  which  is  made  of  it  by  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Ministerial 
side  of  the  House.  No  doubt  since  the 
accession  of  George  lY.,  the  Act  passed 
at  that  time  has  rendered  the  title  of 
the  Monarch  to  the  Crown  Lands  legal. 
By  an  accident  or,  as  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Northampton  suggested, 
by  some  cleyerness  on  the  part  of  the 
draftsman,  this  clause  was  introduced 
and,  I  suppose,  as  a  matter  of  statute 
law,  it  stands.  Now  suppose  we  were 
to  have  a  new  Monarch — which  heaven 
forfend—it  would  be  held  that  these 
estates  would  instantly  revert  to  him  as 
of  right.  Now,  I  ask  this  ;  before  any 
new  Civil  List  is  passed,  or  any  *'  sur- 
render," so  called,  is  mcule,  would  the 
new  Monarch  sell  this  patrimony  of  the 
down  ?  Would  any  Monarch  attempt 
to  mU  Hyde  Park  or  deal  with  the 
Grown  eatates  as  any  one  might  deal 
1  property  of  which  he  had  full  and 
]  *    I  do  not  believe  any 
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can  draw  any  moral  argmnoiit  as  to  Ob- 
claims  of  the  Orown.     The  faet  ia,  tba 
possession  is  merely  formal  and  not  nb- 
stantial.      Then  with    regard    to   tht 
savings  on  the  Civil   Liet,  it  maj  be 
thought  rude  to  ask  whether  theee  Mf- 
ings  of  the  Crown  are  the  savings  of  ths 
nation  or  not,  but  the  responsibility  te 
that   must    rest    with    Ministers   who 
allowed  this  accumulation  of  propertj. 
I  should  be  sorry  that  any  rude  questiflB 
should  be  asked  in  this  House,  espedal^ 
about  a  matter  so  delicate  as  this,  bat 
really  I  think  this  ia  a  question  wbiflb 
ought  to  be  answered.     It  is  urged  thst 
if  savings  are  made  the    Ministers  of 
the   Crown  may  devote   them    to   As 
personal  use  of  the  Sovereign  at  thstr 
discretion,    simply  because    it    is  not 
forbidden   in   the  Act   of     SettlemenL 
Well,  no  doubt  the  Act^  of  Settlemsiit 
provides    that     a    deficiency    in     <ms 
class    may    be    met  bj  a    surplao  in 
another ;  but  it  was  never  said  thst  a 
surplus  on  the  Civil   list   as  a  whids 
might  go  into  private  possession.    It  ii 
a  straining  of  the  law  on  the  put  of 
Ministers  to  advise  the  devotion  of  any 
surplus  in  such  a  way  as  that.    It  shoiud 
be  remembered  that  the  money  voted  is 
the  money  of  the  nation,  and  if  there  is 
a  surplus  it  seems  to  me  that  it  oufjbSt 
to  be  returned  to  the  Exchequer.    Os 
the  whole,  I  cannot  but  think  that  As 
Member  for  Paddington  has  made  oat  a 
very  weak  case  against  the  junior  Mmi- 


her  for  Northampton.  Taking  a 
general  view  of  the  matter,  I  do  not 
think  there  has  been  a  sufficient  Wpie- 
ciation  on  the  other  side  of  the  Kaaii 
of  the  disastrous  effect  of  the  failure  ol 
the  Government  to  give  an  impsitisi 
Committee  to  consider  this  question  ol 
the  support  of  the  honour  and  dignity  of 
the  Crown  in  accordance  wiu  thflb 
promise.  It  is  now  many  years  siaos 
that  promise  was  first  given  by  a  Tii|yfffl 
Administration.  The  promise  was  tskss 
up  by  the  present  Ministry.  From 
to  time  we  were  told  that  the  matter 
under  consideration  and  would  ceitaia^ 
be  attended  to.  We  were  told  this  yMf 
that  there  was  no  immediate  need  te 
appointing  the  Committee,  the  matlV 
not  being  a  pressing  one ;  and  now,  sl 
the  very  end  of  the  Session,  when  vt 
are  all  tired  out,  the  question  is  suddsnh 
pressed  on  our  attention,  and  a  OoB^ 
mittee  is  suddenly  summoned  to  dsil 
with    two  entirely  different 
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namely,  the  general  Bjstem  to  be 
adopted  in  supporting  the  honour  and 
dignity  of  the  Crown  and  the  special 
Boyal  Message.  The  two  things  are 
entirely  different,  and  ought  to  be 
separated  the  one  from  the  other.  We 
have  not  had  an  inquiry.  It  cannot  be 
supposed  that  this  Committee  meeting 
for  two  or  three  days  went  thoroughly 
into  the  subject.  Their  Report,  in  fact, 
shows  that  they  did  not  go  thoroughly 
into  the  subject  any  more  than  the  Com- 
mittee did  in  1837  at  the  time  of  the 
accession  of  Her  Majesty.  There  was  no 
thorough  inquiry  into  the  necessities  of 
the  Crown  at  all,  and  in  place  of  an 
inquiry  we  now  have  a  wholly  irrelevant 
appeal  to  sentiment.  We  are  called 
upon  by  our  loyalty,  by  our  chivalry 
and  patriotism,  to  vote  this  money  with- 
out any  consideration  at  all,  and  all,  it 
is  said,  for  the  honour  and  dignity  of 
the  Crown.  Well,  Sir,  I  do  protest  that 
we  are  not  indifferent  to  the  honour  and 
dignity  of  the  Crown  on  this  side  of  the 
House.  Whatever  may  be  our  opinion 
as  to  the  abstract  theory  of  Republican- 
ism or  Monarchy  we,  as  Englishmen, 
venerate  the  Throne  of  this  country  as 
an  ancient  institution,  surrounded  with 
a  certain  halo  of  glory  from  its  centuries 
of  rich  associations.  We  are  anxious 
for  the  honour  and  dignity  of  the  Crown, 
and  the  only  difference  between  us  and 
Gentlemen  opposite  is  as  to  in  what  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  the  Throne  con- 
sists. In  obedience  to  your  ruling, 
Sir,  I  desire  altogether  to  avoid  mention 
of  the  name  of  the  reigning  Sovereign. 
I  think  it  in  the  highest  degree  inex- 

Sedient  that  it  should  have  been  intro- 
uced  even  to  the  extent  that  you,  Sir, 
have  seen  your  way  to  allow.  I  do  not 
desire  to  speak  of  any  personal  occupant 
of  the  Throne,  but  merely  of  an  institu- 
tion, and  I  ask  what  tends  to  the  honour 
and  dignity  of  the  Crown  as  an  historic 
institution  ?  Surely  the  honour  and 
dignity  are  not  kept  up  by  empty 
palaces,  by  servile  sinecures,  by  gold 
and  silver  sticks  in  waiting,  or  by 
masters  of  hounds  ;  they  are  best  sup- 
ported by  adequately  filling  the  post  of 
Hereditary  President  of  this  British 
Commonwealth  ;  they  are  best  sustained 
by  impersonating  the  living  character- 
istics of  this  country  in  each  age  and  in 
each  generation  through  which  we  pass ; 
and  it  is  a  great  delusion  to  suppose 
that  the  dignity    and    honour  of    the 


Crown  are  necessarily  dependent  upon 
external  show.  It  should  be  remembered 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite — and  it  has 
not  been  sufficiently  remembered  in  the 
course  of  this  Debate — that  the  Monarchy 
is  not  merely  the  head  of  society  with  a 
capital ''  S,"  but  the  head  of  the  whole 
State  and  the  Commonwealth.  The  Crown 
in  a  very  proper  sense  belongs  to  the 
people,  and  they  are  anxious,  therefore, 
that  the  honour  and  dignity  of  the  Crown 
should  be  sustained  in  a  way  that  appeals 
to  the  millions  of  the  population. 
The  other  side  say  they  desire  this  just 
as  much  as  we  do.  Yes,  they  do.  Thej 
desire  that  the  Crown  should  represent 
the  nation,  but  they  a  little  undervalue 
or  altogether  ignore  the  modernising 
process  that  must  affect  all  the  most 
venerable  institutions  of  our  country — 
the  Crown  as  well  as  the  Church  and 
even  the  Lord  Mayor  of  London.  You 
cannot  resist  it.  We  have  modernised 
the  Crown  in  successive  generations.  The 
Crown  used  to  undertake  the  whole 
business  of  the  country  with  only  occa- 
sional aid  granted  by  Parliament,  which 
used  to  meet  very  seldom — only,  in  fact, 
when  need  of  money  arose.  Ages  after- 
wards the  sustentation  of  the  Military 
Force  of  the  country  was  placed  entirely 
on  the  shoulders  of  Parliament,  the  Civil 
Government  being  still  maintained  by 
the  Hereditary  Revenues  of  the  Crown. 
Then,  gradually,  the  Crown  resigned 
some  of  its  duties,  and  with  them  the 
revenues  that  were  to  support  the  dis- 
charge of  those  duties.  I  suppose,  for 
instance,  that  in  the  reigns  of  the  early 
Georges  there  were  certain  gratuities 
paid  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  higher 
Judges,  all  of  which  came  out  of  the 
Hereditary  Revenues  of  the  Crown. 
Afterwards  the  whole  of  the  expense  of 
the  administration  of  law  was  placed  on 
the  shoulders  of  Parliament,  and  the 
Civil  List  was  confined  to  what  were  oon- 
sidered  the  personal  requirements  of  the 
Sovereign.  But  notwithstanding  all 
this  change  the  same  antiquated  forms 
have  been  gone  through  in  making 
Grants  to  Her  Majesty.  The  Monarchy 
is  no  longer  a  sacred  caste,  or  the  repre- 
sentative of  a  sacred  caste,  as  it  used  to 
be  in  days  gone  by.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House  in 
his  speech  referred  to  '*  sacred  institu- 
tions.*' Well,  Sir,  I  have  heard  the 
Church  spoken  of  as  a  sacred  institution^ 
but  I  have  never  heard  the  Monarchy 
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regarded   as    anything    more    than    a 
secular  institution — a  venerable   insti- 
tution   if    you     like/   but      I    think 
that    to     use      the     word      ''sacred'' 
is  to  use  an  epithet  which,  in  connection 
with  such  an  institution,  savours  some- 
what of  superstition.      The  Monarchy 
is  not  the   representative  of  a  sacred 
caste.      It  represents  rather     a   great 
office,  and  the  sooner  we  come  to  under- 
Bland  that  clearly  the  better.     We  pay 
our   high   officers  of  State  by  salary, 
but  we  do  not  undertake  to  provide  for 
their  children  or  grandchildren.      We 
pay   a   fair   amount  annually   for  the 
work  done,  and  we  expect  the  dignity 
and  honour  of  the  offices  to  be  main- 
tained thereby.      Whether  or  not  the 
time  has  arrived,  at  any  rate  it  is  soon 
coming,  when  the  same  rule  wfll  have  to 
be  applied  to  the  Monarchy.      Before 
long  a  lump  sum  will  have  to  be  given 
year  by  year  to  sustain  the  honour  and 
dignity  of  the  office,  and  there  must  be 
no  talk  about  any  extra  amount  to  sup- 
port children   or  grandchildren.      It  is 
such  an  arrangement  as  that,  and  that 
alone,  which  will  satisfy  the  people  of 
this  country.  ^   We  are  told   that   the 
Ciown   of  this   country   ought    to   be 
surrounded    by    a    certain    amount  of 
splendour.     No  one  doubts  it.     We  all 
like  to    see    splendour    at    the   Horse 
Guards,  and  elsewhere — it  gives  acertain 
amount  of  enjoy  men  t  to  a  great  many 
people.     But  we  imagine  that  if  present 
resources  were  now  used  as  they  ought 
to  be  used  there  would  be  ample  funds 
for  all  the  splendour   that    we    need. 
That  is  our  view.     The  Party  opposite 
regard  themselves  as  especially  loyal. 
They    look    upon  themselves    as  in   a 
special  manner  the  supporters  of  Crown. 
Now,  I  ask   them,  how  are  they  suc- 
ceeding ?    Are  they  making!:  the  people 
of  this  country  love  the   Crown  more 
than  they  formerly  did  ?    I  ask  them  to 
note  the  demonstrations  of  opinion  on 
every  hand  throughout  the  country  at 
the  present  moment.  I  ask  them  whether 
the  signs  they  see  show  that  they  are 
succeeding  in  supporting    the  dignity 
and  honour  of  the  Crown  by  the  method 
they  are  now  adopting  ?     I  have  been 
reproved  more  than  once,  even  amongst 
my  Kadical  friends,  for  speaking  of  the 
Republican  tendencies  of  the  people. 
Well,  I  will  give  my  own  experiences. 
Only  a  fortnight  ago  there  was  an  open 
air  meeting  in    the    market  place  of 
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Leicester.    I  told  the  people  there  that 
I  had  been  accused  of  miBrepreaentiiig 
their    opinion.    Well,    although  there 
were  thousands  present,  there  was  but 
one  response.    I  was  assured  that,  so 
far  from  misrepresenting  the  people,  I 
had  under-represented  them.    And  there 
is  this  strange  thing  to  be  noted  in  my 
experience — namely,  that  when  I  am  in 
Leicester  I  am  regarded  as  an  extremdy 
moderate,  almost  a  Conservative,  perBon, 
whereas  in  this  House  I  am  looked  upon 
as  a  wild  and  unreasonable  BadioaL    I 
think  the  people  of  Leicester  are  fair 
representatives  of  the  kind  of  democraoy 
that  is  growing  up   in   this  country, 
and    I    can    assure    the     House    that 
out  of  a  multitude  of  about  7,000  people 
who  assembled  in  the  market  plaoe  of 
Leicester  there  were  certainly  not  1,000 
people  who  were  supporters  of  a  Mon- 
archy as  distinguished  from  a  Republic. 
That  is  an  actual  fact  which  the  Kouse 
ought  to  bear  in  mind  in  coming  to  a 
decision  upon  the  matter.     They  look 
upon  Royalty  as  a  convenient  system 
for  the  present,  to  be  continued  until 
public  opinion  has  so  ripened  that  with- 
out any  of  those  horrors  pictured  bj  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  a  reasonable  change 
may  be  brought  about.    Therefore,  we 
think  we  are  the  truest    patriots  and 
the  best  interpreters  of  our  countiy  in 
insisting  upon  it  that  the  time  has  oome 
when  no  Monarch  should  apply  for  an 
additional  grant,  but  shoula,  like  other 
great  officers    of   state,  receive  ample 
payment,  and  out  of  that  maintain  tke 
requisite  honour  and  dignity. 

Mb.  AINSLIE  (Lancashire,  N.  Lorn- 
dale)  :  I  only  venture  to  take  part  in 
this  Debate,  as  there  have  been  one  or 
two  omissions  in  the  defence  offered  fbr 
this  Grant.  At  the  outset,  I  would 
observe  that  it  was  stated  the  other  day 
that  some  40  Members  on  the  other  side 
would  assail  this  Grant.  Well,  if  thefe 
were  80  or  even  100  Radical  Membscs 
who  desired  to  address  the  House  in 
opposition  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  thej  woidd 
not  destroy  the  effect  of  the  great  speeeh 
delivered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman' 
last  night.  But  I  will  not  dwell  upon 
that.  With  regard  to  the  form  of  ttus 
Resolution,  I  regret  that  it  was  not 
divided  into  two  parts  so  that  weoould 
distinctly  separate  the  proposal  of  the 
Government  from  the  proposition  oi  the 
senior  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr* 
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Labouohere)  that  we  should  economise 
and  cut  down  certain  expenses  in  the 
Civil  List.    The  country  is  committed  to 
the  latter  proposition,  and   I   think  it 
need    not    have     formed    a    topic    of 
debate  in  this  House  last  night  or  to- 
night.    On  the  other  subject,  I  hope  the 
verdict  of  the  House  will  be  clear  and 
deliberate  and    unanimous.     To   draw 
attention  to  another  matter,  I  am  some- 
what surprised  that  no  reference  has 
beea    made  to  the   larger   population 
outside  these  Islands,  which  is  waiting 
anxiously  for  the  decision  of  this  House. 
No  reference  has  been   made    to  that 
large  population  which  annually  sends 
its  thousands  over  here  from  the  Colonies 
to  see  what  the  old  country  is  like.  Nor 
has  any  reference  been  made  to  the  still 
greater    nation — the  United   States  of 
America — who,  I  believe,  are  listening 
in    wonderment    and    something    like 
amusement  to   the  language  which   is 
being  employed  in  this  House  in  dero- 
gation of   that  Monarchy  which  they 
admire,     I    believe,    even    more    than 
we    do.      I    believe  you   will   find   it 
the    unanimous    verdict    of    travelled 
Americans      that    our      Monarchy    is 
an    institution    worthy   of   the    great- 
est   admiration.       An    objection     has 
been  raised  this  evening  that  no  Com- 
mission of  Inquiry  has  sat  before  now 
to    consider    this    subject.     Well,    it 
appears  to  me  that  those  interested  in 
this  question  must  have  had  in  mind 
the  probability  of  an  early  appeal  from 
the   Crown    and    the    necessity   which 
would  arise  for  making  a  final  settle- 
ment.    I  hope  the  House  will  not  decline 
to  recognise  the  claims  of  the  Crown  in 
this  matter,  and  I  venture  to  think  if 
the  speech   of    the    hon.   Member  for 
Leicester  (Mr.  Picton)  be  considered  in 
contrast   with  that  of    the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
the   House   will  have  very  little  diffi- 
culty in  arriving  at  a  verdict  on  the 
subject.     An  hon.  Member,  the  latest 
arrival  from  Scotland  (Mr.  Birrell),  who 
spoke  last  night,  stated  that  he  had  the 
verdict  of  his  own  constituency  with  him, 
and  he  spoke  of  having  received  a  man- 
date from  that  constituuncy.     But  I  put 
it  to  the  House,  is  it  not  sometimes  the 
duty  of  an  hon.  Member  to  act  in  accord- 
ance with  his  own  view  rather  than  with 
that  of  his  constituency  ?  In  my  opinion, 
any  mandate  he  had   received  should 
have  been   used  by  him  more  in  the 


direction  common  both  to  Englishmen 
and  Scotchmen  of  seeing  that  due  honour 
is  paid  to  the  Crown,  and  in  that  case 
he  would  not  have  come  here  to  say 
'<no"  to  this  Orant,  which,  as  the 
House  is  aware,  is  intended  to  be  a  final 
one. 

♦Mb.   LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.)  : 
It  is  with  great  diffidence  that  I  rise  to 
intervene  in  this  Debate.     I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  follow  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have 
spoken  from  those  Benches  either  in 
scriptural  prophecy  or  theparallelsdrawn 
from  stories  of  Roman  history ;  and,  al- 
though I  fear  that  many  of  the  speeches 
made  in  thecourse  of  (his  Debate  are  open 
to  the  charge  of  containing  a  good  deal  in 
the  way  of  personal  explanation,  I  feel 
bound  to  state  why  it  is  my  intention  to 
vote  against  the  Amendment  proposed 
by  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
and  seconded  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey)  who  generally 
sits  behind  me.    I  am  quite  aware  that 
in  the  course  I  propose  to  take  I  ought 
to  have  the  fear  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Sunderland  before  my 
eyes.  We  all  listened,  I  suppose,  with  a^ 
miration  to  the  grandiloquence  of  th« 
hon.  Member's  speech,  and  he  informed 
the  J  Bouse  that  we  who  take  this  course 
of  action  will  be  met  by  two  parties 
in  our  own  ranks — one  which  will  look 
up  to  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  as  its  Leader^ 
the  other  looking  to  himself.    But,  Sir^ 
I  confess  that  although    impressed,  I 
was  not  intimidated.     I  take,   with  a 
grain  of  salt,  the  assertion  he  made, 
that  he  was  the  Representative  of  all  the 
honest  and  decent  people  in  the  country. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  drew  a  nice  dis- 
tinction between  them  and  the  common 
people,    to    whom    he    kept    referring 
throughout    the    whole    course  of  his 
speech.     He  is,  no  doubt,   a  democrat 
of  the  democrats,  and  if  I  might  advise 
him    I    would     not     talk    so     much 
about  common  people  and  their  com- 
mon   homes  as  he  did.     For  my  own 
part,  I  confess  that  I  should  be  quite 
ready  to  face  my  constituents  and  pro- 
test against  the  notion  that  I  was  ever 
returned  to  this  House  to  be  one  of  the 
Storey ite  following.      Mr.  Speaker,   it 
would,    perhaps,  be  well  to  recall  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  Amend- 
ment we  are  now  discussing.     We  have 
already  wandered  a  good  deal  from  it» 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
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lor  Northampton  actually  got  upon  the 
subject  of  perpetual  pensions.     What 
the  House  is  asked  to  do  by  adopting 
this  Amendment  is  to  meet  the  Royal 
Message  with  a  curt,  a  blank,  and  even 
a  rude  refusal  to  allow  it  to  be  con- 
sidered by  Parliament.   Aocording  to  my 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Labouchere)  the  more 
ourt  we  are  the  more  courteous  we  are  ; 
but  I  do  not  think  that  is  an  axiom  which 
my  hon.  Friend  applies  in  his  own  pri- 
vate relations.     My  hon.  Friend  and  his 
OoUeague  were  not  happy  in  the  exam- 
ples  they  gave  in  justification  of  the 
course  they  are  taking ;  they  seem  to 
me  to  be  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newcastle  termed 
''rather  prior  facts  than  precedents.'' 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  junior  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  said 
'*  This  was  the  conduct  of  Parliament 
in  1621." 

♦Me.  bradlaugh  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  not  within  a  century  of  it. 

♦Mr.  LAWSON:  Well,  I  wish  to 
recall  the  hon.  Gentleman's  own  words. 
He  spoke  of  the  time  when  the  people 
tore  out  a  page  from  the  annals  of  Par* 
liament  at  the  beginning  of  the  strugrgle 
between  the  Stuart  Kings  and  Par- 
lianrent,  and  I  think,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
I  am  perfectly  correct  in  my  references 
to  his  history,  although  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemcm  has  interrupted  me.  He  went 
on  to  quote  some  of  the  strong  language 
used  by  the  Tory  Party  at  that  time, 
when  the  Tory  Pdrty  were  Jacobites. 
I,  however,  am  not  a  Jacobite.  I  know, 
Mr.  Speaker,  thatno  one  would  be  more 
surprised  than  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere) if  this  Amendment  were  adopted 
by  a  majority  of  the  House.  I  give  my 
hon.  Friend  too  much  credit  for  the 
undoubted  sense  and  shrewdness  for 
which  he  is  famous  to  suppose  that  he 
entertains  any  sUch  expectation.  I  sup- 
pose, also,  there  is  no  Member  of  this 
House  who  will  contend  that  he  is  not 
responedble  for  his' Vote,  if  it  is  efiEective 
in  carrying  the  Resolution  for  which  it 
is  given ;  other  v^se  a  certain  air  of 
unreality  is  g^ven  to  the  Debate.  I  do 
not  believe  that  any  hoti.  Member,  wher 
ever  he  sits,  would  wish  to  inflict  the 
rebuff  upon  the  Throne  which  the 
passing  ox  this  Amendment  would  mean. 
I  cannot  imagine  that  it  is  to  the  interest 
of  any  part  or  section  of  the  House. 
Certainly  it  is  not  to  the  interest  of  hon. 

Mr.  Lawson 


Gentlemen  who  sit  on  these  Benohea. 
Some  of  us  might  be,  as  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  Picton) 
has    stated,    genuine    Republicans   in 
theory ;  but  if  they  are  opposed  to  the 
idea  of  an  Hereditary  Kingship,  it  is  far 
better  for  them  to  declare  their  opiaions 
boldly  than  to  gain  all  the   credit  and 
escape  all  the  odium  by  a  side-blow. 
That  is  not  the  position  ol  the  great 
majority  of  the  Liberal  Party.    I  wonld 
remind  hon.    Gentlemen  on  this  ride 
of  the  House  that  they  are  continually 
emphasising  the  political  importance  m 
the  Crown  as  the  golden  symbol  which 
binds  together  the  Imperial  system  with 
the  fullest  application  of  the  principle 
of  local  self-government.    This  is  par- 
ticularly   the  case  in  the  Debates  on 
Ireland,  when  the  fact  of  the  eustence 
of  the  Grown  as  the  real  and  effective 
bond  of  union  is  brought  forward  as  an 
argument  for  the    extenrion   of  local 
freedom.    If  that  be  so,  I  do  not  believe 
it  is  to  the  interest  of  hon.'Membert  on 
this  side  of  the  House  to  try  add  inflict 
an  affront  on  the  Throne,  because' if  the 
question  is  to  be  raised  let  it  be  raised 
fully  and  fairly ;  let  it  be  raised  on  quite 
distinct   grounds.     Insufficient    weight 
has  been  given  by  hon.   Members  on 
this  side  of  the  House  to  the  argament 
and  line  of   action  of  the   riffht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Iiothiaii, 
who  on  this  question  has  just  the  know- 
ledge that  ought  to  guide  the  House, 
because,  above  all  things,  this  is  a  Con- 
stitutional problem,  and  is  not  being 
approached  as  a  financial  question.  Let 
us  not  deny  to  a  Message  from  the  Orown 
that  courtesy  which  is  extended  to  any 
application  of  everyday  life,  and  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  those  who  follow  the 
lead  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
be  wrong  iil  not  taking  advantage  of 
the  Constitutional  wisdom  of  which  he 
has  given  so  many  splendid  estampM 
to  his  Party.    At  the  same  time,  ImtiL 
astonished  that  the  Government  have 
not     thought    fit   to    appreciate    that 
advice  by  accepting  the  Amendments 
the    right    hon.   Gentleman    proposed 
in  Committee.    The  Government  havl 
found  in  him  a  champion  whom  it  is 
impossible  for  them  to  discover  on  thri^ 
own  Benches.    It  is  said  that  the  dis« 
pute  between  them  was  one  of  words 
only,  and  that  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman 
the  Member   for   Newcastle '  was  only 
I  beating  the  air  in  his  argunieiit  last 
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night.    If  it  is  believed  that  this  Grant 
is  to  be  absolutely  final  for  all  time,  the 
clearer  that  fact  is  stated  the  better.     I 
could  hardly  believe  that  in  any  part  of 
the  House  an  hon.  Member  would  now 
advocate  the  extension  of  the  obsolete 
precedents  of  giving  grants  of  money  to 
the  grandchildren  of  the  Monarch  other 
than  the  children  of  the  Heir  Apparent. 
I  myself  can  say  that  I  am  not  in  favour 
of  extending  it  one  inch  beyond  the  Heir 
in  direct  succession  to  the  Throne.  I  dare 
sav  there  are  other  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  House  who  may  take  that 
view.     If  that  be  so,  I  want  to  ask  the 
GK>vernment  whether  there  is  any  object 
really  in  fighting  over  words,  and  what 
object  there  could  have  been  in  reject- 
ing the  Amendments  which  were  put  up 
stairs  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  and  adhering 
to  the  phraseology  which  they  them- 
selves have  put  forward  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  I  do  not  entertain  the  same 
fears  which  have  been    expressed    by 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House.     I 
cannot  imagine,  from  the  assurance  given 
in  the  I4th   paragraph  of  the  Report, 
that  any  Minister  can  have  the  effron- 
tery  to  come  to  this  House  and  ask  for 
any  further  grant  of  money  for  mem- 
bers of  the  Royal  Family.    I  am  per- 
fectly prepared  tobelievethat  this  pledge 
is  a  genuine  one  ;  and  it  is  admitted  that 
when   there    is  a  re- settlement  and  a 
re-arrangement  of  the  Civil  List    the 
whole  matter  will  have   to   be  re-con- 
sidered, with  a  view  to  the  surplus  on 
charges  now    shown.      I    myself   am 
entirely  with  my  hon.  Friend  in  believ- 
ing   that  there    is  immense  room  for 
economy  and  saving  iu  the  Civil  List. 
But  I  would  point  out  to  him  some  of 
the  difficulties.  It  would  be  easy  enough 
to  g&in  a  certain  amount  by  the  abolition 
of  high  political  offices  about  the  Court 
which  are  given  to  the  supporters  of  the 
Gt)vemment  of  the  day,  but  directly  you 
g^t  below  the  first  rank  you  have  to 
solve  some  very  awkward  problems  of 
superannuation  and  compensation  claims. 
I  have  seen  something  in  the  last  two 
years  of  the  work  of  re-organising  the 
GK)vemment  Offices;  but  I  believe  the 
re-organisation  of  the  Household  would 
be  a  much  slower  and  more  complicated 
and  more  expensive  business  than  some 
Members  of  the  House  are  apt  to  think ; 
and    if    that  be  so,   the    Government 
should  try  as  early  as  possible  to  appoint 


Committee — as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  thought  was  advisable 
before  the  last  moment  came  upon  them 
— in  order  that  there  may  be  a  full  and 
careful  investigation  of  the  whole  of 
the  charges  upon  the  Civil  List  with 
a  view  to  their  retrenchment  for  the 
sake  of  the  public  purse.  Happily 
there  have  not  been  during  this  reign 
those  appeals  in  respect  of  debt  so 
common  in  the  time  of  George  m. 
Sir  Erskine  May  said  that  the 
condition  of  the  Civil  List  at  that  period 
was  one  of  hopeless  debt,  the  whole 
paid  by  Parliament  during  the  reign 
amounting  to  £3,398,000.  I  am  not  one 
of  those  who  are  inclined  to  blame 
the  Royal  Family  for  having  hus- 
banded their  supplies  well.  I  think 
it  would  be  a  pity  if  the  Govern- 
ment were  to  leave  this  matter  so  that 
they  would  have  to  adopt  the  same 
hurried  course  of  procedure  as  they  have 
followed  in  the  present  instance.  They 
have  placed  this  House  and  the 
Crown  in  a  somewhat  unpleasant 
position^  I  hope  they  will  be 
wise  in  time.  They  must  now  see 
the  folly  of  having  postponed  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee  so  late, 
and  they  should  certainly  take  advan- 
tage of  their  experience  in  the  present 
instance,  and  as  soon  as  possible  appoint 
either  a  Royal  Commission  or  a  Select 
Committee  that  can  carefully  and  de- 
liberately investigate  the  subject,  in 
order  that  such  a  saving  may  be  effected 
as  will  assuage  what  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Fife  called  the  '*  fever 
of  the  public  mind."  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do 
think  that  the  importance  of  this  subject 
has  all  through  been  somewhat  exagge- 
rated. I  cannot  believe  with  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Leicester  that 
the  popular  mind  is  so  deeply  stirred  that 
everytnilag  will  turn  upon  this  in  the 
future,  and  that  we  are  really  condemn- 
ing ourselves  and  vacating  our  seats  bj 
the  coutse  of  action  which  those  who 
think  with  me  are  about  to  take  to- 
night. It  is  really  a  small  matter 
magnified  into  the  proportions  of  a 
large  and  critical  one.  It  seems  to  me 
to  Ulustnite  most  admirably  the  peculiar 
faculty  of  this  House  for  straining  at 
gnats  and  swallowing  camels.  When  it 
is  a  question  of  changing  a  Legation 
into  an  Embassy,  or  of  establishing  a 
new  :  Department  of  State  which  in- 
volves al  one  fell   swoop  an   expendi- 
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ture  of  far  more  than  is  sought  in 
these  Grants,  the  House  takes  no 
notice  of  it  beyond  spending  its  time 
in  futile  and  irrelevant  criticism  in 
Committee  of  Supply.  But  undoubted Ij 
this  question  does  possess  capabilities 
for  self-advertisement  such  as  are  not 
presented  by  ordinary  topics.  [  Crtes  of 
**0h!"]  I  am  not  saying  it  with 
regard  to  one  side  or  the  other.  I 
fully  believe  that  it  would  be  used  by 
the  other  side  at  election  times  in 
order  to  present  a  political  issue, 
such  as  the  question  of  a  Kepublic 
v»r»ui  the  Monarchy.  I  am  not  level- 
ling this  at  the  heads  of  my  hon. 
Friends.  But  undoubtedly  this  is 
a  sort  of  question  which  pos- 
sesses so  much  public  interest  as  to 
admit  of  a  good  deal  of  self-advertise- 
ment. That,  perhaps,  is  the  reason  why 
the  controversy  is  to  be  prolonered  to 
such  a  length  in  this  House.  While  I 
think  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that 
there  should  be  an  early  inquiry  into 
the  charges  on  the  Civil  List,  with  a 
view  to  their  thorough  readjustment 
and  reform,  still  if  it  is  worth  while  to 
keep  the  Throne,  it  is  worth  while  to 
treat  it  with  respect.  It  is  not  merely  a 
refusal  to  consider  the  Boyal  Message, 
it  is  not  merely  a  question  of  respect  to 
the  Throne,  it  is  a  question  of  the  self- 
respect  of  this  House,  and  for  that  reason 
I  am  going,  strange  though  it  may  seem 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  around  me, 
to  follow  my  Leader  into  the  Lobby  to- 
night to  give  a  vote  against  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  sits 
here. 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON 
(Lancashire,  Hossendale) :  I  entirely 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  sat  down  in  the  opinion  that  too 
great  importance  has  been  attributed  to 
the  question  we  are  now  discussing.  It 
does  not  appear  to  me  to  be  a  question 
of  such  intrinsic  importance,  or  one 
which  so  gpreatly  excites  the  public  mind, 
as  has  sometimes  been  represented  to 
me.  It  seems  to  me  not  a  very  large 
issue,  and  for  that  reason  the  speeches 
which  have  been  delivered  upon  the 
side  of  the  question  I  am  going  to  take 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  and  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington  this 
evening,  appear  to  me  not  only  to  have 
pretty  nearly  exhausted  all  that  is  to  be 
said  on  that  side  of  the  question,  but  to 
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have  furnished  a  very  ample  and  safi* 
cient  reply  to  anything  that  has  been 
urged  against  it  from  the  other  side.  I 
concur  with  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Paddington  in  the  opinion  that  a 
great  deal  absolutely,  or,  at  all  events, 
relatively,  irrelevant  has  been  intro- 
duced in  the  course  of  this  disousaion. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton, 
who  spoke  this  evening,  has  devoted  a 
great  deal  of  time  to  the  examination  of 
questions  which  do  not  appear  to  me  to 
be  relevant  in  any  degpree  to  the  issue 
immediately  before  us.  The  question 
whether  there  has  been  an  actual 
transfer  by  the  Crown  of  the  Grown 
Lands  and  other  revenues,  in  considera- 
tion of  the  gpranting  of  a  Civil  List,  will 
be  a  question  which  will  be  very  fit 
and  proper  for  discussion  when  another 
Civil  List  is  under  the  consideration  of 
this  House ;  but  it  does  not  appear  to 
me  a  question  bearing  immediately  upon 
the  isbue  before  us.  I  do  not  intend, 
Sir,  to  enter  upon  a  discussion  of  that 
question,  but  1  must  say  it  appears  to 
me  a  feat  that  would  tax  the  ingenuity 
and  legal  acumen  of  the  greatest  lawver 
in  this  House  to  prove  that  there  has 
been  no  surrender  of  the  Crown  Be« 
venues,  and  that  no  surrender  is  in- 
volved in  that  Act.  Whatever  maj  be 
the  historical  researches  which  the  House 
may  obtain  to  convince  it  on  other  cases^ 
I  do  not  understand  how  the  two  hon. 
Members  for  Northampton,  when  it  has 
been  specifically  enacted  in  two  Acts  of 
Parliament  that  the  surrender  has  been 
made  of  certasn  revenues  of  the  Orowo, 
can  deny  that  the  Parliamentary  title  to 
those  revenues  has  been  established^ 
and  that  something  in  the  nature  of  a 
transaction  or  a  bargain  in  the  retomof 
the  Civil  List  has  been  entered  into 
between  the  Crown  and  Parliaments 
Sir,  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Paddington  has  complained  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  assumed 
in  his  address  to-night  an  attitude  of  ik 
somewhat  pedagogic  character.  It 
appears  to  me  that  the  hon.  Member 
has  assumed  not  only  an  attitude  (rf  a 
somewhat  pedagogic  character,  but  also 
an  attitude  of  a  somewhat  minatory  and 
dictatorial  character.  The  hon.  Member 
has  introduced  topics  into  his  speech  to- 
night  which  not  only  appear  to  me  to  be 
irrelevant  to  the  issue  before  us,  but 
which,  if  his  arguments  and  assertions 
are  to  be  made  good,  would  go  very  ftf 
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beyond  the  contentions  wliich  he  was 
engaged  in  supporting.  If  it  be  true, 
as  the  hon.  Member  has  asserted,  that 
the  present  Ministry  and  former 
Ministries  have  been  guilty  of  a  contra- 
vention of  an  Act  of  Parliament  in  per- 
mitting surpluses  which  have  accrued  on 
certain  classes  of  the  Civil  List  to  be 
devoted  to  the  aid  of  the  Privy  Purse  of 
the  Sovereign,  that  contention  would  go  a 
great  deal  beyond  the  refusal  of  the 
Grant  asked  for  on  this  occasion.  It 
would  go  a  long  way  to  establish 
a  case  for  the  impeachment  not 
only  of  the  present  Ministry,  but 
of  former  Ministries  who  have  per- 
mitted such  a  misappropriation  of  the 
public  revenues.  If,  again,  as  it  has 
been  contended  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  who  moved  this  Amend- 
ment, there  is  a  right  to  go  behind  the 
Act  of  Parliament  which  settled  the 
Civil  List  for  this  present  reign,  if  there 
18  a  right  to  inquire  into  the  propriety 
of  the  expenditure  on  the  Civil  List  of 
various  branches  of  the  revenue,  that 
seems  to  me  to  go  a  very  long  way 
beyond  the  subject  of  our  present 
discussion.  The  hon.  Member  himself 
has  admitted  that  in  the  present  Parlia- 
ment we  have  no  right  to  interfere  with 
the  Civil  List  as  established  in  the  first 
year  of  the  reign  of  her  present 
Majesty.  He  says  that  so  long  as  the 
present  reign  continues  we  are  pledged 
to  the  payment  of  £385,000  a  year,  and 
I  do  not  understand  that  he  contends  for 
a  moment  that  Parliament  has  a  right 
to  interfere  with  the  various  classes 
into  which  the  expenditure  has  been 
distributed.  What  is  the  nature  of  the 
hon.  Member's  demand  ?  He  admits 
that  Parliament  has  no  right  to  inter- 
fere with  the  Civil  List  as  at  present 
settled.  lie  wished  us  to  tell  the 
{Sovereign  that  unless  Her  Majesty,  in 
the  52nd  year  of  her  reign,  and  the  70th 
year  of  her  life,  chooses  either  to  initiate 
or  become  a  party  to  the  vast  and  sweep- 
ingchanges  intheexpenditureofthe  Civil 
List,  Parliament  will  refuse  to  do  that 
which  Parliament  has  done  during  the 
whole  period  of  the  Hanoverian  dynasty 
— that  which  Parliament  has  done  dur- 
ing the  50  yearsof  Her  Majesty's  reign — 
and  will  refuse,  if  Her  Majesty  does  not 
consent  to  such  a  revision  of  the  Civil 
List  as  he  thinks  possible,  to  make  that 
provision  for  the  other  branches  of  the 
Eoyal  Family  which  Parliament  up  to 
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now  has  never  refused  to  make. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  who 
spoke  to-night  has  also  reproached  the 
Government  for  not  placing  before  the 
House  and  the  Committee  adequate  in- 
formation as  to  the  total  cost  of  Koyalty. 
If  that  charge  can  be  sustained  it  might 
justify  censure  on  the  Government,  but 
it  in  no  degree  justifies  the  opposition 
to  the  demands  which  are  at  present 
made.  Now,  in  the  observations  I  am 
going  to  make,  I  am  not  going  to  refer 
to  the  subjects  which  have  been  made 
the  most  prominent  features  of  this  De- 
bate ;  I  am  going  to  speak  mainly  as  a 
member  of  the  late  Committee  which 
inquired  into  this  question,  and  I  am 
afraid  the  topics  on  which  I  shall  have 
to  deal  will  be  of  a  far  less  interesting 
character  than  those  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  to-night,  dnd 
dealt  with  in  his  brilliant  reply  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Paddington.  Fault  has 
been  found  with  the  Committee  because  it 
did  not  make  any  recommendation  to 
the  House  which  would  insure  finality 
in  regard  to  all  these  matters.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bedford  said 
last  night  that  the  recommendations  of 
the  majority  had  no  finality — the  only 
proposal  they  laid  down  was  the  absolute 
right  of  the  Crown  to  demand  Parlia- 
mentary provision  for  the  younger 
branches  of  the  Eoyal  Family.  It  is  no 
doubt  true  that  the  Committee  which 
has  recently  sat  was  directed  to  inquire, 
amongst  other  matters,  as  to  the  princi- 
ple of  the  provision  for  members  of  the 
Koyal  Family  which  it  is  expedient  to 
adopt  in  the  future.  I  maintain  that 
the  Committee  have  inquired  into  that 
part  of  the  Reference,  and  have  made 
recommendations  upon  that  part  of  the 
lieference  in  so  far  as  it  is  necessary 
or  desirable  under  present  circum- 
stances. On  this  point  of  view  it  may 
be  useful  to  inquire  what  was  the  origin 
of  the  idea  of  the  appointment  of  a 
Helect  Committee  at  all.  I  believe  the 
first  reference  to  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee  on  this  subject  was  contained 
in  a  speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  on  the  occa- 
sion when  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  move 
for  a  Grant  to  Her  Royal  Highness  the 
Princess  Beatrice.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  on  that  occasion  said — 

**  In  the  time  when  Sir  Robert  Peel  was 
Minister  the  first  of  the  proposals  within  my 
recollection  was  made ;  and,  undoubtedly,  it 
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was  made  at  tho  time  simply  on  a  Ecsolution  of 
the  Cabinet.  In  tho  time  of  Lord  Palmerston 
a  step  in  advance  was  made.  A  Minute  was 
drawn  up  with  care,  and  a  scale  of  annuities, 
and,  in  certain  cases,  of  dowry,  was  proposed 
and  submitted,  and  pains  were  taken  to  ascer- 
tain that  there  should  be  such  a  concurrence  of 
yiew  among  the  leading  men  of  the  House  of 
Commons  who  had  been  connected  with  the 
Office,  so  that  something  like  system  might  be 
introduced  into  the  grant  of  those  provisions ; 
but  no  provision  was  made  then,  or  has  been 
attempted  since,  for  tho  reference  of  this  por. 
lion  01  what  has  been,  for  a  century,  one  sub- 
ject to  a  Committee  of  the  House.  Method  and 
unity  of  proceeding  were  secured,  but  nothing 
was  done.  Wo  have  considered  this  matter, 
Sir,  and  we  are  of  opinion  that  it  would  be 
decidedly  a  public  advantage,  and  most  consis- 
tant  with  the  important  considerations  attach- 
ing to  this  subjcct,if  henceforth  Parliament  were 
to  apply  to  these  secondary  provisions,  if  I  maj^ 
so  call  them—  as  compared,  of  course,  I  mean, 
with  the  provision  for  the  Crown  and  the  Heir 
to  the  Throne— if  Parliament  were  to  apply  the 
same  principles  as  have  been  applied  in  the  oase 
of  the  Royal  Civil  List ;  and  before  the  House 
Commons  hear  of  these  proposals,  a  system  on 
which  they  may  well  henceforward  bo  founded 
should  have  been  submitted  by  the  Government 
to  a  Parliamentary  Committee,  and  should  have 
received  the  approval  and  sanction  of  that 
Committee.*' 

Well,  Sir,  that  was  the  initiation  of  the 
idea  of  referring  this  question  to  a 
Select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  I  think  the  reference  in  that 
statement  fo  the  action  of  Sir  R.  Peel 
and  the  further  step  taken  by  Lord 
Palmerston  and  the  other  references  in 
the  passage  show  that  what  was  in  the 
mind  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  at  that 
time  was  not  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Committee  to  consider  some  final  settle- 
ment of  this  question  which  would  once 
for  all  decide  it,  but  mainly  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee  which  would  con- 
sider a  scale  on  which  these  allowances 
were  in  future  to  be  granted  by  the 
House  of  Commons.  That,  I  think, 
was  the  view  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  at 
that  time,  and  that  that  was  the  view  of 
the  Government  is  shown  by  the  pro- 
posals which  they  submitted  in  the  fiist 
instance  for  discussion.  Undoubtedly 
since  the  appointment  of  a  Committee 
on  this  question  was  first  proposed  the 
opinion  has  gained  ground  in  the  country 
and  in  the  House— and  I  do  not  say  un- 
reasonably gained  ground— that  in  the 
future,  and  in  view  of  the  opposition 
now  always  offered  to  proposals  of  this 
kind,  and  the  Debates  and  the  differences 
of  opinion  which,  perhaps,  are  not  cal- 
culated to  reflect  credit  on   the  dignity 
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of  the  Crown  cr  even  on  the  dignity  of 
Parliament  itself,  it  would  be  desirable 
if  some  method  could  be  disooyered  bv 
which  the  necessity  for  repeated  apph- 
cations  on  this  subject  should  be  avoided. 
Well,  the  Committee  have  considered 
the  subject  from  that  point  of  view.  I 
do  cot  say  that  they  have  exhaustively 
considered  it  from  that  point  of  view ; 
but  when  we  are  told  that  the 
Committee  have  not  made  pro- 
posals of  absolute  finality,  I  main- 
tain that  the  Committee  have  made  a 
proposal  and  have  gone  as  far  in  the 
direction  of  finality  as  it  is  expedient 
or  possible  to  go  at  present.  I  say  that 
this  question  has  not  been  exhaustively 
discussed  and  considered  by  the  Com- 
mittee, and  it  has  not  been  exhaustively 
discussed  by  this  House.  There  axe  two 
sides  to  this  question,  and  I  think  I  can 
show  as  late  as  1 882  what  the  view  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  was  as  to  this  point.  In 
1882,  in  moving  for  tlie  Grant  on  the 
marriage  of  the  Duke  of  Albany,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  distinctly  expressed 
his  approval  of  the  present  system  ol 
making  application  to  Parliament  as 
necessity  should  arise.  On  that  occa- 
sion my  right  hon.  Friend  used  these 
words: — 

"This  proposal  is  founded  on  a  deUbemta 
policy,  lliat  policy  rests  upon  this  principle— 
that  it  is  a  wise  coarse,  and  a  course  acoordaat 
with  the  principles  of  a  popular  representative 
Govemment,that  instead  of  endowmg  the  Grown 
upon  the  accession  of  the  Soverign  with  all  the 
sums  which  may  eyentually  be  found  neoonazy 
in  case  that  Sovereign  should  be  blessed  with  a 
numerous  progeny,  instead  of  making  that 
large  endowment  which  might  prove  to  be 
superfluous,  that  proper  course  is  first  to  endow 
the  SoTcreign,  if  unmarried,  in  referenoe  to  the 
expenses  of  an  unmarried  Sovereign,  and  then 
from  time  to  time  to  enlarge  that  endowmenti 
as  circumstances  may  require  sach  anlaige- 
ment." 

I  am  not  quoting  that  at  all  in  a  con- 
troversial sense ;  circumstances  may  have 
arisen  since  that  period  which  may  haTO 
induced  my  right  hon.  Friend  and  many 
others  to  change  the  opinion  they  then 
held  to  an  opinion  that  it  would  be  de« 
sirable  that  these  constant  applications 
should  be  given  up  ;  but  I  think  that  if 
the  House  will  consider  the  vast  variety 
of  circumstances  under  which  it  is  pos- 
sible that  a  Sovereign  may  accede  to  the 
Throne,  they  will  see  at  once  that  it  is 
not  possible,  or  if  it  were  possible  that 
it  is  not  desirable,  to  lay  down  any  hafd- 


.617 


The  Royal 


{July  26,  1889} 


Grants, 


1518 


and-fast  rule  which  shall  be  necessarily 
applicable  to  all  occasions.  We  need 
not  go  further  back  than  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  accession  of  her  present 
Majesty  in  order  to  illustrate  the  truth 
of  this.  Her  Majesty  ascended  the 
Throne  as  an  unmarried  woman  of  18, 
and  it  is  yery  difficult  to  conceive  what 
general  rule  could  have  been  laid  down 
before  that  period  which  would  have 
enabled  the  House  to  make  a  fitting 
provision  in  that  case,  a  provision  which 
would  not  have  been  excessive  in  the 
case  of  her  remaining  unmarried  or  not 
having  issue,  or  which  would  have  been 
sufficient  in  the  event  of  her  marrying 
and  having  a  numerous  issue.  Take 
again  the  case  which  might  arise  in  the 
case  of  the  accession  of  His  Royal  High- 
ness the  Prince  of  Wales.  The  circum- 
stances nnder  which  the  Sovereign  may 
be  called  upon  to  act  will  be  entirely 
dififerent  in  that  case.  He  would  ascend 
the  Throne  at  middle  age  or  past 
middle  age,  when  the  oircumstances  of 
the  family  for  which  in  reasonable  pro- 
bability he  would  be  called  upon  to 
provide  are  accurately  known,  and  the 
circumstances  will  be  as  different  as  it  is 
possible  to  conceive  from  those  in  which 
her  present  Majesty  ascended  the 
Throne.  Therefore  I  claim  that  it  is 
not  possible,  or  if  it  were  possible  that 
it  would  not  be  desirable,  for  the  Com- 
mittee to  recommend  to  the  House  any 
fixed  principle  which  should  be  laid 
down  to  govern  invariably  cases  which 
must  of  necessity  vary  as  much  as  those 
differences  which  occur  in  the  cases  I 
have  mentioned  of  her  present  Majesty 
and  the  Prince  of  Wales.  I  maintain 
that  all  the  Committee  could  do,  and 
what  it  has  done,  is  to  lay  down  a 
principle  and  to  Euggest  to  the  House  a 
proposal  which  will  secure  a  limited  and 
reasonable  finality,  and  which  may  be 
expected  to  prevent  a  recurrence  of 
these  discussions  and  these  Debates.  If 
the  proposals  of  the  Committee  are 
accepted,  finality  for  the  present  reign 
will  be  obtained.  No  proposal  of  this 
kind  can  be  made  for  the  children  of  His 
Boyal  Highness  the  Prince  of  Wales, 
and  no  proposal  is  to  be  made  for  the 
other  grandchildren  of  Her  Majesty, 
and  when  another  Sovereign  ascends 
the  Throne  it  appears  not  to  be  difficult 
to  make  such  arrangements  when  the 
Civil    List    is    settled    as    to    prevent 


the  recurrence  of  similar  applica- 
tions. When  the  House  is  engaged 
in  the  settlement  of  the  next 
Civil  List  it  can  either  provide  that  that 
Civil  List  shall  be  framed  on  the  basis 
of  providing  for  the  State  and  personal 
expenditure  of  the  next  Sovereign,  and 
funds  created  for  the  provision  of  such 
sum  as  may  be  required  for  the  main- 
tenance of  his  children  and  their 
descendants,  or  if  the  wisdom  of  Parlia- 
ment shall  decide  that  the  next  Sovereign 
shall  be  held  responsible  for  those  ex- 
penses, the  money  would  be  allotted  to 
him.  But  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
in  either  case  in  preventing  the  recur- 
rence in  the  next  reign  of  applications 
of  this  character.  I  maintain  that  that 
limited  finality  which  we  have  sought 
to  obtain  is  all  that  can  reasonably  he 
expected — all  that  the  House  can  expect 
to  attain  to,  and  we  should  have  gone 
beyond  the  necessities  of  the  case  if  the 
Committee  had  laid  down  any  rule 
which  should  be  final  and  inflexible  in 
the  case  which  I  have  mentioned.  Now 
the  Committee — the  majority  of  the 
Committee— may  be  asked  why,  if  Her 
Majesty  has  been  pleased  to  waive  the 
claim  asserted  in  the  case  of  her  grand- 
children, the  claim  should  be  asserted 
and  repeated  in  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee. My  answer  to  that  question  is  that 
in  my  judgment  the  Report  and  finding 
of  the  Committee  accurately  repre- 
sents the  real  state  of  facts.  I  maintain 
that  that  claim  was  a  claim  which  might 
rightly  be  made  and  which  was  justified. 
Some  of  the  g^unds  upon  which  such 
a  claim  might  be  put  forward  have  been 
given  in  the  Report,  and  a  consideration 
of  these  will  further  support  the  validity 
of  the  claim.  The  grounds  upon  which 
the  Civil  List  of  the  last  two  reigns  has 
been  settled  have  been  fully  and  com- 

filetely  set  forth  in  the  Reports  of  Par- 
iamentary  Committees.  Those  Civil 
Lists  were  evidently  framed  to  provide 
for  certain  State  expenses,  divided  into 
certain  departments,  and  also  for  a 
large  personal  expenditure  of  the  So- 
vereigpi.  If  it  was  contemplated  at  the 
time  when  those  Civil  Lists  were  framed 
that,  in  addition  to  those  State  and  per- 
sonal expenses,  the  Sovereign  was  ex- 
pected to  make  provision  for  any  number 
of  possible  descendants,  it  seems  to  me 
hardly  credible  that  such  possibility 
would  have  found  no  mention  in  the 
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part  of  the  business  is  carried  on  by  that 
row  of  gentlemen  I  see  sitting  opposite. 
The  Queen  can  do  no  wrong ;  but 
the  Ministry  can  do  wrong*  and  does  do 
wrong.  The  Queen  can  do  no  wrong, 
because  she  knows  the  Constitution  and 
obeys  it.  That  is  the  reason  why  she 
is,  perhaps,  the  most  popular  Sovereign 
in  Europe.  The  people  are  loyal  to  the 
Queen  because  the  Queen  has  been  loyal 
to  the  people,  and  long  may  she  be  so. 
But  as  this  is  an  entirely  fiuancial  ques- 
tion we  have  to  consider  what  are  the 
duties  which  Royalty  has  to  perform, 
and  for  which  we  are  called  upon  to 
pay.  They  are  ceremonial  duties  which 
the  people  of  this  country  wish  to 
have  performed — levees,  drawing  rooms, 
balls,  the  patronage  of  philanthropic 
institutions,  laying  foundation  stones, 
charity  dinners,  driving  on  to  race- 
courses, entertaining  distinguished 
strangers  and  barbarians  like  the  Shah. 
[Cries  of  **0h!"  "No!''  and  ''With- 
drawl"]  I  do  not  understand  what  hon. 
Gentlemen  object  to.  Is  there  anything 
wrong  ?  These  things  are  called  in  the 
political  jargon  of  the  day  '*  maintain- 
ing the  splendour  of  the  Throne."  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  main- 
tained last  night  that  the  Court  is  to  be 
looked  upon  as  the  school  of  morals  for 
the  whole  country.  I  have  nothing  to 
say  against  the  Court ;  but  my  opinion 
is  that  it  is  the  morality  of  the  country 
which  has  made  the  Court  moral,  not 
the  morality  of  the  Court  which  has 
made  the  country  moral.  I  have  no 
desire  to  minimise  the  duties  of  these 
ceremonial  institutions,  nor  to  say  that 
they  have  been  badly  performed.  I 
think  all  the  ceremonies  have  been  per- 
formed in  a  manner  quite  equal  to  the 
Lord  Mayor's  Show.  The  duties  of 
Monarchy  and  the  duties  of  Boyalty  are 
well  paid  for  now.  It  is  calculated 
that  they  are  paid  for  at  the  rate  of 
£700,000  per  annum.  ['*  Oh !"]  I  have 
been  told  so  by  the  experts,  and  the  sole 
question  before  the  House  is,  why  is 
there  to  be  an  additional  Grant  made 
now  for  carrying  on  these  ceremonies. 
The  cost  of  living  and  so  forth  is  not 
more  now  than  it  has  been.  The  Hoyal 
Family  is  growing,  but  I  cannot  see  why 
more  public  money  is  to  be  voted  on 
that  account,  for  my  doctrine  is  that 
public  money  should  only  be  paid  for 
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public  services ;  and  I  do  not  see  that 
these  marriages  add  to  the  splendonr  of 
the  Throne.  Now,  it  is  said  there  is  some 
impropriety  in  discussing  this  matter 
and  that  it  should  be  treated  as  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  calls  ''  saored." 
This  is  a  strange  doctrine  to  come  from 
the  Party  which,  to  their  honoar,  50 
years  ago  opposed  the  Grant  of  a  large 
sum  of  money  to  Prince  Albert.  I  do 
not  see  why  we  should  not  speak  freely 
on  these  matters.  I  will  tell  you  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain) stated  in  1874,  when  the  Prince  of 
Wales  went  to  Birmingham.  He  was 
then  Mayor  of  Birmingham,  and  in  a 
letter  which  was  published  he  said  that 
his  responsibility  in  the  event  was 
limited  to  representing  the  Corporation 
on  the  occasion,  but  the  Prince  of  Wales 
would  be  sure  to  be  well  received  by  the 
crowd  and  would  be  as  popular  as  the 
Tichborne  claimant.  A  letter  has  ap- 
peared from  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  (Sir  E.  Fowler)  in  which 
he  says  he  is  going  to  vote  for  the  Ghrant 
because  he  is  a  loyal  subject.  Well, 
what  right  had  he  to  say  that,  implying 
that  we  are  not  as  loyal  as  ne  is. 
Loyalty  consists  in  doing  oar  duty 
[An  hon.  Member  :  **  To  whom  ?  '\] 
to  the  country,  to  the  law,  to  the 
people  who  make  the  law.  I  cannot  see 
that  it  is  scandalous  to  discuss  a  Vote  of 
money  to  the  Eoyal  Family  any  more 
than  it  is  to  discuss  a  Vote  to  the  Army 
and  Navy.  I  am  sure  that  HerMajes^ 
would  be  as  anxious  as  any  one  that  her 
faithful  Commons  should  properly  dis- 
cuss this  expenditure.  It  is  not  wonder- 
ful that  there  should  be  an  outcry  on 
this  subject.  What  doesthe  Gt>vemment 
do,  and  do  very  properly,  if  somebody 
gets  up  in  this  House  and  says  the  post- 
men do  not  get  enough  wages?  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  says,  ''My 
first  duty  is  to  the  taxpayers,  and  I  wiU 
not  grant  an  increase  unless  you  show 
me  it  is  necessary."  It  is  perfectly  true 
that  excitement  and  agitation  arise  from 
the  disparity  which  people  peroeiTO 
between  the  way  in  which  the  poor  are 
treated  and  the  way  in  which  a  rich 
family  is  treated.  Well,  Sir,  for  my  part 
I  am  exceedingly  glad  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  has  taken  the 
action  he  has  taken  in  this  matter.  I 
am  getting  to  be  an  old  ParliamoDtaiy 
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hand,  and  I  remember  that  in  the  year 
1873  my  right  hou.  Friend  the  Member 
for  one  of  the  Divisions  of  Glasgow  (Sir 
G.  Trevelyan)  formed  one  and  I  formed 
another  of  the  Tellers  of  those  who,  to 
the  number  of  1 3,  voted  against  a  similar 
Ghrant  to  the  Duke  of  Oonnaught.  To- 
night we  shall  probably  have  10  times 
that  number  voting  in  the  minority — 
yes,  and  that  minority  will  contain  the 
flower  of  the  Liberal  Party.  Of  course, 
we  shall  not  have  the  Liberal  Unionists 
nor  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain"), 
who  used  to  talk  so  much  about  *'  those 
who  toil  not,  neither  do  they  spin,"  but 
who  now  is  going  to  add  to  their  revenues 
by  getting  all  he  can  out  of  the  toilers 
and  spinners.  I  am  sorry  to  hear  that 
our  Irish  friends  are  going  to  vote  for 
this  large  Grant  of  public  money.  It  is 
a  sad  thing  that  they  have  so  little  sym- 
pathy with  the  democracy  of  this  country. 
The  Liberals  are  their  only  friends, 
and  I  am  sorry  that  the  Irish  Members 
think  that  this  is  the  way  to  promote 
the  union  of  hearts  between  the  two 
countries.  But  never  mind  what  hap- 
pens to-night ;  it  is  only  the  beginning 
of  the  fray.  The  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Eossendale  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  said  that  too  much  was 
being  made  of  this  question ;  but  the 
Leader  of  the  House  and  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  said  it  was  a  most  im- 
portant subject.  It  is,  I  say,'a  question 
on  which  the  country  will  look  with 
interest  at  the  votes  of  Members.  This 
is  the  first  Grant  that  has  been  proposed 
since  we  have  had  household  suffrage ; 
and  that  makes  all  the  difference.  The 
Grant  will  be  carried  by  the  votes  of  all 
sorts  of  people — it  will  be  carried  by 
what  I  may  call  the  swell-mob  of  politics. 
**  Society"  is  with  the  majority — the 
nobility,  clergy,  and  all  idle  people  of 
the  country — the  noble  army  of  place- 
hunters,  the  hordes  of  beefeaters  and 
taxeaters.  At  the  Crystal  Palace,  the 
other  night,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour), 
in  an  interval  between  the  performing 
elephants,  the  ballet  girls,  and  a  man 
in  a  trap,  said  that  the  Unionists  and 
the  Primrose  League  were  g^ing  to 
save  the  country — I  suppose  by  this 
vote.  But  let  hon.  Members  opposite 
remember  they  will  have  to  reckon  with 
the  democracy.    We  have  not  yet  gone 


to  a  General  Election  when  the  heart  of 
the  democracy  has  been  thoroughly 
stirred — [**  Home  Rule  "]— no,  not  on 
Home  Eule ;  the  people  did  not  under- 
stand it  as  they  do  now.  When  the 
time  comes,  I  hope  the  democracy  will 
have  sufficient  intelligence,  independ- 
ence, and  manliness  to  visit  with  their 
condemnation  all  those  who  vote  for 
this  wilful,  wanton,  and  wasteful  expen- 
diture of  the  resources  of  the  country. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  GosciiEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
House  will  think  it  but  respectful,  after 
the  Debate  which  has  taken  place,  that 
a  Member  of  the  Government,  even  at 
this  late  hour,  should  intervene  and 
answer  some  of  the  questions  which  have 
been  put  to  us  in  the  course  of  the  dis- 
cussion. I  hope  that  in  a  very  few 
minutes  the  House  may  escape  from  the 
influence  of  the  speech  which  we  have 
just  heard.  I  only  ask  hon.  Members 
opposite  to  contrast  the  tone  and  taste 
of  that  speech  with  the  great  speech  to 
which  we  listened  last  night  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  (Mr.  Gladstone).  One  would 
have  thought  that  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  had 
some  influence  even  in  restraining  the 
merriment  of  the  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  sat  down.  The  hon.  Member  says 
it  is  **  the  swell-mob  of  politics  "  who  are 
going  to  vote  for  this  Resolution,  and 
against  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton.  I  hope  that 
the  constituencies  will  analyse  the  list 
of  this  Division ;  and  they  will  then  see 
amongst  those  who  vote  against  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  some  ot  those 
to  whom  they  most  look  up  in  the  Party 
opposite.  I  do  not  know  to  what  extent 
hon.  Members  mean  to  stand  by  their 
cheers.  I  wish  to  know  to  which 
speech  do  they  pay  most  honour,  not 
only  in  their  cheers,  but  in  the  course 
they  are  going  to  take  to-night — to  the 
speech  of  the  veteran  statesman  who 
leads  them,  or  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  whose  taste.  I  presume,  repre- 
sents what  they  consider  to  be  the  views 
of  the  present  democracy  ?  I  believe 
that  the  hon.  Member  utterly  misrepre- 
sents the  democracy  if  he  believes  that 
if  we  had  a  body  of  working  men  in 
this  House  they  would  have  shown  any 
admiration  or  respect  for  the  speech  to 


1527 


The  Royal 


[COMMONS} 


Qranti. 


1528 


which  we  have  just  listened.  Sir,  the 
time  at  my  disposal  is  so  short  that  I 
know  hon.  Members  will  be  anxious  that 
1  should  occupy  it  by  replying  to  some 
of  the  questioDS  which  have  been  put  in 
serious  and  respectable  speeches,  and 
which  deserve  an  answer.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  made  this 
evening  an  antiquarian  speech,  but  I  am 
relieved  from  a  great  portion  of  the 
duty  of  replying  to  it  by  the  observa- 
tions that  fell  from  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Paddiugton  (Lord  R. 
Churchill).  In  fact,  it  would  be  per- 
fectly possible,  but  for  the  questions 
which  have  been  put  to  us,  to  leave  this 
Debate  as  it  stands  after  the  speeches 
which  have  been  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone),  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Paddington  (Lord  E, 
Churchill),  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
J.  Gorst),  and  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Rossendale  (Lord  Harting- 
ton).  We  are  perfectly  content  with 
the  result  of  this  Debate ;  but  there  are 
some  delusions  to  which  currency  has  been 
given  on  this  occasion,  and  which  it  would 
perhaps  be  right  to  dispel  by  a  few  words. 
The  junior  Member  for  Northampton 
has  resuscitated  this  evening  his  views 
with  regard  to  the  title  of  the  Crown 
to  the  hereditary  Crown  Lands  and  as 
to  the  question  of  surrender.  I  am 
§Qrry  that  time  doea  not  permit  me  to 
answer,  as  it  could  be  answered,  the 
historical  part  of  the  hon.  Member's 
speech.  But  let  me,  in  two  or  three 
sentences  only,  point  out  the  fallacy 
which  underlies  the  whole  argument  in 
that  respect.  I  know  that  the  contention 
of  hon.  Members  opposite — of  the  new 
school  of  Radicals — is  that  there  is  no 
title  for  these  Crown  Lands.  What  is 
the  position  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  ?  He  finds  a  flaw  in  the 
title,  as  he  believes,  in  the  reign  of 
William  III.,  and  consequently  holds 
that  the  Crown  Lands  which  have  been 
attached  to  the  Crown  since  William  the 
Conqueror  are  to  be  no  longer  regarded 
as  the  property  of  the  Crown.  He  has 
been  answered  on  the  question  of  the 
Parliamentary  title.  It  has  been  pointed 
out  that  time  after  time  the  proprietary 
rights  of  the  Crown  in  these  revenues 
have  been  allowed  and  asserted  by  Par- 
liament.    I  might  leave  that  part  of  the 
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defence  to  the  noble  Ex>rd  the  Member 
for  Paddington.  The  fallacy  which 
underlies  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member  as  regards  the  surrender,  which 
he  says  was  made  for  the  first  time  by 
an  audacious  draftsman  in  the  Civil  List 
of  George  III.,  lies  in  the  question  why 
did  previous  Monarchs  not  surrender  aa 
George  III.  surrendered?  Why,  be- 
cause they  kept  and  spent  the  reyenues. 
The  hon.  Member  asks,  time  after  time^ 
why  did  not  other  Monarchs  surrender, 
as  George  III.  did,  and  the  hon. 
Member  argues  that  because  previous 
Monarchs  did  not  surrender  therevenuea 
therefore  they  were  not  vested  in  the 
Crown.  He  ought  to  know  that  they 
were  not  surrendered,  because  they  were 
kept  and  used.  Let  the  House  under- 
stand the  exact  position.  When  a  com- 
position was  made,  and  a  given  sum  waa- 
taken  by  the  Sovereign  in  lieu  of  the* 
hereditary  revenues,  as  was  the  case  for 
the  first  time  in  the  reign  of  George 
III.,  then  the  surrender  was  announced 
in  the  Civil  List.  But  when  the  here- 
ditary  revenues  remained  in  the 
Monarchs'  hands,  and  wwe  spent  by 
them,  and  were  supplemented  by  Yotea 
in  Parliament,  then  they  were  not  sor* 
rendered  because  they  formed  a  portion* 
of  the  income  of  the  Sovereign  supple- 
mented by  Votes.  These  were  the  two 
systems.  There  was,  first,  the  system  of 
the  enjoyment  of  the  revenues  supple- 
mented by  the  Votes  of  Parliament^ 
and  when  that  came  to  an  end  the  sur- 
render took  place,  and  a  compoaitioa 
was  made  by  the  Crown.  Then  the  hozL. 
Member  says  that  there  were  other 
revenues  which  were  attached  to  the 
Crown  besides  those  Crown  Lands  and 
with  that  usual  somewhat  uncharitable 
manner  which  he  has  in  dealing  with 
his  opponents,  the  hon.  Member  declares 
that  the  passage  in  the  Report  whidi 
asserts  the  surrender  of  the  Croym 
revenues  and  small  hereditary  branoheB 
of  revenue  is  based  on  ignorance  or 
dishonesty,  because  it  does  not  state 
other  revenues  attached  to  the  Crown. 
But  those  stood  on  a  perfectly  different 
footing.  One  of  the  hereditary  reyenues 
— the  Excise  Duty  on  beer  and  cider — 
had  not  been  levied  for  some  time  and  was 
consequently  not  giving  a  return,  and 
the  amount  of  it  could  not  be  entered  in 
the  account  which  was  presented.  But 
the  hon.  Member  says,  *'  If  you  had  in.- 
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eluded  these  revenues  there  would  have 
been  scores  of  millions  which   would 
have  been  surrendered,  and  we  should 
have  seen  the  reduetio  ad  abaurdum  of  the 
Queen  surrendering  revenues  the  place 
of  which  could  not  possibly  be   sup- 
plied."   The  hon.   Member    spoke   of 
scores  of  millions.     He  appears  not  to 
have  seen  an  interesting  Eeturn  which 
shows     the    Crown     Eevenues     sur- 
rendered,   including  the  duty    on  Ex- 
cise in  1829,   and    all  those    duties  to 
which  he  alluded  did  not  amount  to  more 
than  £800,000.       I  can  show  him  the 
various  items  of  which  the  Eeturn  was 
composed,  and  prove  to   him  that  his 
reduetio  ad  abaurdum  argument  was  a 
mere  figment  of  his  brain,  an  exploded 
fallacy.      I  regret  that  I  have  not  time 
to  go  into  this  matter  in  detail.  Another 
fallacy  of  the  hon.  Member's,  and  one 
which  I  believe  has  made  some  impres- 
sion upon  hon.  Members  opposite,  has 
been    answered,     partially    answered, 
to-night  by  the   noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber     fur     Faddington.       It      is    the 
fallacy    with    regard    to    the    surplus 
funds  of  the  Oivil  List,  the  saving  which 
the  hon.  Member  maintains  has  from 
year  to  year  been  diverted  from  the  use 
of  the  public,  to  which  it  ought  to  have 
been  turned,  and  which  has  been  paid 
over  to  the  Sovereign.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber relies  upon  a  section  in  the  Act  which 
states  that  these  savings  ought  to  be 
paid  over  in  aid  of  one  particular  class. 
Do  not  let  it  go  forth  that  there  is  the 
slightest  justification  for  one  moment  in 
maintaining  that  any  of   the  surplus 
paid  over  to  the  Privy  Purse  from  the 
£385,000    which   was  assigned  to   her 
Majesty — that  there  is  any  portion  of 
that  which  does  not  belong  absolutely  to 
Her  Majesty.     A  great  deal  of  nonsense 
has  been  talked  about  these    alleged 
savings  which  have  been  paid  over  to  the 
Privy  Purse  and  which  it  is  alleged  now 
ought    never    to    have    been  so  paid. 
Let  hon.  Members  generally  look  at  the 
third  section  of  the  Act  by  which  these 
revenues  were  assigned,  and  they  will 
see  that  it  is  stated  in  the  most  absolute 
form  that  the  amount  of  £385,000  is  to 
be    paid    quarterly    to    Her    Majesty. 
There  is  no  reservation  as  to  any  portion 
of  that  sum  ;  and  is  it  to  be  believed  that 
the  Parliament  of  1837,  with  the  great 
financiers,  with  the  great  statesmen  in 
that  Parliament,  omitted  to  state  that  if 


there  was  any  saving  in  any  of  the 
classes  it  should  be  paid  over  to  the 
nation,   if  they  had  intended  for  one 
moment  that  it  should  be  handed  over  ? 
There  is  not  a  suggestion  to  that  effect 
in  any  part  of  the  Act.     All  that  hon. 
Members  point  to  is  that  the  surplus  is 
to  be  paid  over  in  aid  of  a  particular 
class,  and  then  they  slip  in,  or  attempt 
to  slip  in,   the  words    ''to  meet    the 
deficiency  in  any  particular  class."     But 
these  words  are  not  in  the  Act.    It  can- 
not be  contended  for  one  moment,  look- 
ing at  the  Act  as  a  whole,  that  there 
was  the  slightest  idea  in  the  mind  of 
any  responsible  statesman   that  these 
savings  were  not  intended  to  be  paid 
over  for  the  use  of  Her  Majesty.     The 
point  is  raised  that  there  has  been  a 
reserve  fund  of  £15,000  or  more,  and 
the     hon.     Member    for    Sunderland 
Mr.   Storey)   has    put  forward   an   in- 
genious argument,  that  this  reserve  fund 
was    intended    to    meet    the    case    of 
children,    that     children    were    to    be 
endowed    out    of    this    reserve    fund. 
This  reserve  fund  was  founded  for  the 
purpose  of  meeting  emergencies,  and  I 
do  not  think  even  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site will  conten^that  the  marriage  of  a 
child  is  an  emergency,  or  that  the  pro- 
vision which  must  be  made  for  children 
going  out  into  the  world  is  an  emer- 
gency.   I  would  only  recommend  hon. 
Members  to  read  what  has  been  said  in 
1837,  and  they  will  see  that  there  was 
not  then,  and  never  has  been,  the  ghost 
of  a  suggestion  that  any  portion  of  Her 
Majesty'^  savings  should  be  devoted  for 
the  purpose  of  finding  doweries  or  en- 
dowments for  the  younger  children  of 
the   Queen  or  for  any   portion  of  the 
Eoyal  Family.     It  ought  to  be  known 
that  those  savings,  which  are  supposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  to 
go   straight  to  some  investment  to  be 
accumulated,  have  in  many  coses  been 
expended  by  Her  Majesty,  not  on  per- 
sonal considerations,  not  only  for  chari- 
table purposes,  but  a  large  portion  of 
the  money  has  been  used  for  the  enter- 
tainment of  Eoyal  Guests.    [**  No,  no."] 
Do  hon.  Members  doubt  it  ?  1  say  that 
we  have  documentary  evidence  that  in 
many  cases  those  savings  have    been 
applied,    and    were    intended    to    be 
applied,  for  these  special  cases,  when 
the    Privy  Purse    did    not    meet    the 
necessities  of  the  moment.    There  have 
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been  Minutes  in  times  past  Iwhere 
tlie  savings  of  a  certain  number  of 
years  bave  been  applied  to  meet 
purposes  wbicb  tbe  Government  of  tbe 
day  acknowledged  migbt  fairly  bave 
been  put  on  Parliament,  but  wbicb  Her 
Majesty  was  anxious  to  discbarge  from 
tbe  Privy  Purse  and  tbe  savings.  It  is 
rigbt  tbat  tbis  fact  sbould  be  made 
known  in  reply  to  tbat  monstrous  sug- 
gestion of  tbe  bon.  Member  for  Sunder- 
land tbat  £3,000,000  basbeen  accumu- 
lated by  Her  Majesty  out  of  ber  savings. 
How  did  tbe  bon.  Member  arrive  at 
tbat  figure  ?  Ho  gave  us  one  bint ;  be 
said  it  was  by  an  actuarial  calculation .  His 
assumption  was  tbat,  wbenever  any  sum 
was  paid  over  to  tbe  Privy  Purse,  it 
was  immediately  invested  at  compound 
interest,  and  taken  year  by  year  tbe 
bon.  Member  estimated  tbat  it  would 
give  £3,000,000.  Wby  you  migbt  as 
well  say  you  gave  a  man  £100  10  years 
ago,  so  now  be  must  bave  accumulated 
£500,  witbout  inquiry  wbetber  be  bas 
spent  tbe'  original  sum  or  not.  We 
know  tbat  a  great  portion  of  tbe  money 
paid  over  to  Her  Majesty  bas  been  paid 
for  purposes,  many  of  wbicb  may  be 
called  national  purposes,  and  many  of 
tbem  cbaritable  purposes.  I  would 
direct  tbe  attention  of  bon.  Members 
to  tbe  fact  tbat  at  tbe  end  of  tbe  Eeport 
tbere  is  a  statement  made  tbat  tbere 
was  a  Motion  moved  by  tbe  rigbt  bon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lotbian,  stating  tbat 
tbe  Government  bad  supplied  tbe  infor- 
mation wbicb  tbe  Committee  desired  in 
tbe  fullest  manner  possible,  and  bad 
amply  redeemed  tbe  promise  tbey  bad 
made. 

Me.  LABOUCHEEE  :  I  will  ask  tbe 
rigbt  bon.  Gentleman  wbetber  I  did  not 
state  tbat  I  would  not  put  tbe  Committee 
to  tbe  trouble  of  a  Division,  but  tbat  I 
most  empbatically  said  **no"  to  tbe 
Motion  ?  

Mr.  G0SCHEN|:  Tbat  is  perfectly 
true ;  but  tbe  bon.  Member  dia  not  re- 
ceive tbe  support  of  a  single  one  of  tbe 
otber  23  Members  of  tbe  Committee  to 
tbat  assertion.  Witb  all  respect  to  tbe 
bon.  Member,  I  cannot  accept  bis  par- 
ticular **  No  "  against  tbe  assent  of  tbe 
otber  Members  of  tbe  Committee  to  tbe 
Resolution  wbicb  was  spontaneously 
moved  by  tbe  rigbt  bon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lotbian,  stating  tbat  tbe  Govern- 
ment bad  amply  redeemed  tbe  promises 

Mr,  GoBehsH 


tbey  bad  made  witb  regard  to  fomiah- 
ing  information  to  tbe  House.    I  see 
tbe  time  is  approaobing  wben  I  most 
conclude  my  remarks,  and  I  would  wish 
to  say  one  word  upon  tbe  proceedings 
before  tbe  Committee,  to  wbicb  allusion 
bas  been  made.    We  sball  bave  another 
opportunity  of  dealing  witb  tbe  right 
bon.  Member  for  Newcastle,  and  I  mail 
only  to-nigbt  observe  tbat  among  the 
many  speeches  tbat  bave  been  made  tbe 
particular  position  be  bas  taken  up  has 
only  been  endorsed  by  two  bon.  Mem- 
bers in  tbe  course  of   tbis  Debate-^ 
namely,  tbe  bon.  Member  for  Bedford 
and  the  bon.  Member  for  the  College 
Division  of  Glasgow,  and  of  those  two 
supporters    tbe  bon.  Member  for  the 
College  Division  says  be  will  not  vote  in 
tbe    same  Lobby  witb  tbe  rigbt  hon. 
Gentleman.    Something  has  been  said 
witb  regard  to  tbe  firm  attitude  which 
we  took  up  in  insisting  on  two  para- 
graphs in  the  Eeport,  one  declaring  that 
notice   bad  never  been  given  to  Her 
Majesty  of  any  intention  whatever  to 
depart    from  all    precedents,   and  the 
other  affirming  tbat  if  BLer  Majesty  had 
made  a  claim  on  tbe  liberality  of  Parlia* 
ment  to  provide  for  tbe  children  of  Her 
Majesty's  younger  son,  we  believed  that 
would  bave  been  a    fair  daim.    We 
maintain  the  view  tbat  no  notice  what- 
ever bas  been  given  to  tbe  Queen.    No 
extracts  read  to  tbe  House  can  oonvej 
to  hon.  Members  tbe  strong  impresrioii 
tbey  would  get  from  readingthe  I>ebatei^ 
tbat,  so  far  from  any  notice  being  given 
to  the  Queen  of  any  intention  to  induce 
tbe     country    to     make    a    depaitard 
from    precedent,    every    word    nttered 
in  those  Debates  would  strongmen  the 
impression  wbicb  must  have  been  upon 
Her  Majesty  tbat  Parliament  would  not 
look  to  tbe  extent  of  Her  ICajecrtv't 
savings  to  provide  for  the  family  of  Bber 
Majesty.      Tbat    runs    through    eveiy 
Debate.    It  bas  been  pointed  out  Qivar 
and  over  again  by  tbe  right  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Mid  Lotbian  tbat  if  the  Queail 
bad  to  provide  for  the  family  of  the  Heir 
Apparent,  her  savings  would  not  enaUe 
her    to    meet    one-tenth    part    of  ibe 
demands  which  would  be  made  upon 
ber.    We  were  determined  we  would 
not  flinch  from  tbe  assertion  of  the  ftoi 
tbat  no  notice  bad  been  g^ven  to  Her 
Majesty.     Tbe  bon.  Member  said  Hut 
every  Liberal  woidd  vote  against  Hut 
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declaration.  Liberals  can  vote  as  muoh 
as  they  like,  biit  however  great  their 
research  they  cannot  find  that  any  notice 
has  been  given  to  the  Queen  that 
would  induce  her  to  believe  that  Par- 
liament would  look  to  her  to  provide 
for  the  children  of  her  younger  sons. 
And,  aeain,  we  say  that  both  precedent 
and  all  that  has  taken  place  establish 
the  fact  that  if  Her  Majesty  had  chosen 
to  make  a  demand  on  the  liberality  of 
Parliament  it  would  have  been  the  duty 
of  Parliament  to  meet  the  claim.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  says 
it  is  a  shabby  thing  to  assert  a  claim 
and  not  to  enforce  it. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY :  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  :  I  venture,  diflPering 

from  him,  to  say  it  would  have  been  a 

shabby  thing  if  at  the   point  of  the 

bayonet  we  had  flinched  from  the  asser- 

tion  of  a  principle  and  a  claim  which 

we  believe  to  be  just;  but  it  is  one  thing 

to  state  that  a  claim  would  have  been 
founded  and  another  to  press  for  that 
daim,  and  we  believe  that,  acting  on 
the  advice  of  her  Ministers,  the  Queen 
has  exercised  a  wise  discretion  in  not 
pressing  that  claim  upon  the  present 
occasion.  Hon.  Members  have  pressed 
us  to  say  whether  we  mean  that  the 
daims  are  absolutely  dead  or  not.  I 
refer  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
Friends  to  the  words  of  the  Hesolution, 
We  go  to  the  full  extent  of  our  declara- 
tion. We  do  not  go  back  from  that 
declaration;  we  do  not  go  beyond  it. 
That  is  the  policy  which  we  shall  defend 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  brings 
forward  his  Amendment,  which  has 
been  a  very  considerable  time  in  its 
concoction. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  Oh,  no.  We  were 

obliged  to  wait  until  the  Resolution  was 

more  or  less  formulated.  My  Amend- 
ment is  already  in  the  hands  of  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 

Mb.  GOSOHEN:  Yes,  about  five 
minutes  ago.  It  is  a  very  interesting 
document.  Let  us  realise  the  position 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  posi- 
tion which  seems  to  be  taken  up  by  the 

right  hon.  Gentleman  and  some  of  his 
Fnends  is  this— that  in  future  arrange- 


ments with  the  Sovereign,  no  allowance 
is  to  be  made  for  the  possibility  of 
having  to  provide  for  children.  The 
doctrine  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
comes  to  this — that  the  Princesses  of  the 
Royal  House  will  neither  be  in  the  posi- 
tion of  being  able  to  be  endowed  by  the 
savings  of  their  parents,  nor  will  they  be 
able  to  appeal  to  Parliament,  and  they 
will  stand  in  a  different  position  from 
that  of  the  daughters  of  any  nobleman 
or  gentleman  in  the  country ;  they  will 
be  utterly  unprovided  for  if  the  doctrine 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  to  pre- 
vail. We  have  heard  something  during 
the  course  of  the  Debates  of  the  view 
which  popular  assemblies  will  take  upon 
this  question.  For  my  part,  I  firmly 
believe  that  if  this  House  had  been  filled 
altogether  with  working  men,  or  with 
a  fair  sample  of  the  constituencies 
listening  to  our  Debates,  the  speeches 
which  have  been  made  by  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  and  others  would 
have  carried  conviction  to  their  mind. 
They  would  have  convinced  any  popular 
assembly  that  our  demands  were  just  and 
founded  on  principles  of  equity,  and 
should  not  be  rejected  by  an  intelligent 
people.  What  is  the  course  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  ?  They  first  endeavour 
to  inflame  the  popular  mind  by  gigantic 
exaggerations.  They  talk  of  millions 
that  do  not  exist.  They  talk  of  doubling 
the  revenue  of  the  Sovereign,  calling  it 
£250,000  instead  of  £125,000,  and  then, 
when  they  have  produced  an  impression 
in  that  way,  they  tell  us  that  the  mind 
of  the  public  is  exercised  and  impas- 
sioned. Let  them  state  the  case  fairly 
on  any  platform,  and  I  believe  the 
country  will  decide,  as  this  House  will 
decide,  by  a  large  majority  in  favour  of 
the  proposals  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. 

The  House  divided :— Ayes  398 ;  Noes 
116.— (Div.  List,  No.  260.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

MESSAGE  FROM  HER  MAJESTY 
[PRINCE  ALBERT  VICTOR  OF 
WALES  AND  PRINCESS  LOUISE 
VICTORIA  OF  WALES]  [2nd  JULY.] 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed| 

**  That,  in  order  to  prevent  the  necessity  for 
repeated  applications  to  Parliament  on  behalf 
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of  the  Hoyal  Family,  and  to  establish  the 
principle  that  the  provision  for  children  should 
hereafter  he  made  out  of  Grants  adequate  for 
that  purpose  which  have  been  assigned  to  their 
parents,  it  is  expedient  to  grant  to  Her  Majesty, 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  an  annual  sum 
not  exceeding  £36,000,  to  continue  until  six 
months  after  the  demise  of  Her  Majesty,  and  to 
be  applied  for  the  benefit  of  the  children  of  His 
Royal  Highness  Albert  Edward,  Prince  of 
Wales."— (If r.  William  Henri/  Smith.) 


WESTERN  AUSTRALIA  CONSTITUTION 
BILL  [LORDS]. 

Head  the  first  time;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Monday  12fch  August, 
and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  354]. 


Debate  arising. 

It  being  after  midnight,  the  Chair- 
man left  the  Chair  to  make  his  Eeport 
to  the  House. 

Committee  also  report  Progress;  to 
sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

INTERMEDIATE  EDUCATION  (WALES 
AND  MONMOUTHSHIRE)  [GRANT,  &c.] 

Eesolution  reported. 

"  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  pay- 
ment, out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Parlia- 
ment, of  annual  sums  in  aid  of  Schools  subject 
to  schemes  under  the  provisions  of  any  Act  of 
the  present  Session  to  promote  Intermediate 
Education  in  Wales  and  Monmouthshire." 

Hesolution  agreed  to. 

INTERMEDIATE  EDUCATION  (WALES) 
BILL.    (No.  349.) 

Order  for  consideration,  as  amended, 
read,  and  discharged. 

Bill  re-committed  in  respect  of  a  new 
Clause. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee,  and 
reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Monday  next. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.    (No,  339.) 

As  amended,  considered;  Bill  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

MARRIAGES  (BASUTOLAND,  &c.)  BILL 

[LORDS.] 

Eead  the  first  time;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Monday  next,  and  to 
be  printed.     [Bill  352.J 

WINDWARD  ISLANDS  APPEAL  COURT 
BILL  [LORDS]. 

Eead  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Monday  next,  and  to 
be  printed.     [Bill  353]. 


Question  proposed,  ^'  That  this  House 
do  now  adjourn." 

IRELAND— SANITARY  CONDITION  OP 
CLONMEL  GAOL. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid): 
On  that  question  might  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  who 
represents  the  Qovernment  if  he 
will  take^  some  steps  to  try  and 
cure  the  insanitary  state  of  Olonmel 
Gaol  ?  I  offer  these  observations  in  a 
moderate  way,  not  merely  on  my  own 
behalf,  but  on  behalf  of  any  other  un- 
fortunate persoji  who  may  be  confined 
there.    The  present  condition  of  aflOBdrs 

is  unsatisfactory  and  wrong  in  eyezy 
possible  way,  and  I  sincerely  hope  that 
though  I  may  not  be  here  to  take 
part  in  the  consideration  of  this 
matter  on  the  Estimates,  some 
attention  will  be  given  to  it. 
I  have  put  this  matter  forward  in  the 
interests  of  that  common  humanity 
which  is  the  right  even  of  the  humblest 
citizen. 

The  president  of  thb  LOOAL 

GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.BnxmiB, 

Tower  Hamlets,   St.  George's):  I  am 

quite  sure  that  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 

will  make  a  representation  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  he  will  give  it  due 
consideration. 

Db.  tanner  :  I  beg,  Sir,  to  make 
it  to  you 

«Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
question  is  that  the  House  do  now  ad- 
journ. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


House  adjourned  at  half 

Twelve  o'olookptaL 
Hondsj 
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GRANTS  TO  MEMBERS  OF  THE  ROYAL 

FAMILY. 

Beport  from  the  Select  Oommittee  of 
the  House  of  Oommons :  Oommunicated 
(pursuant  to  Message  of  Thursday  last), 
and  to  be  printed.    (No.  189.) 

TOWN  HOLDINGS. 

Beport  from  the  Select  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Oommons:  Communicated 
(pursuant  to  Message  of  Thursday  last), 
and  to  be  printed.     (No.  190.) 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING    ACTS    AMEND- 

MENT    BILL. 

Bead  1*;  to  bo  printed;  and  to  be 
Bead  2*  on  Friday  next. — {The  Lord 
Balfour).    (No.  191.) 

TURKEY— BULGARIA. 

♦Lord  STRATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL :  My  Lords,  there  is  not  much 
novel  matter  in  the  volume  of  corre* 
epondence  on  Bulgaria,  for  which  I 
moved  last  Session.  It  goes  down  to 
December  1887,  and  covers  the  election 
of  Prince  Ferdinand.  It  will  not,  I 
trust,  be  thought  presumptuous  upon 
my  part  to  refer  to  it.  At  the  same 
time,  I  should  have  scarcely  ventured 
to  bring  it  before  the  House  unless 
protracted  observation,  so  far  as  one 
can  make  it  in  this  country,  led  me  to 
think  that  a  revival  of  the  Eastern 
Question  may  be  possibly  impending. 
The  Blue  Book  would  tend  itself  to 
warrant  that  oonolusion.  There  is  in  it 
a  speech  of  Count  Kalnoky,  which  well 


explains  the  situation  in  Bulgaria* 
Count  Kalnoky  shows  that  Prince 
Ferdinand  has  not  the  sanction  of  the 
Porte  or  of  the  Powers  required  by  the 
third  section  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin. 
The  explanation  is  more  serious  as 
coming  from  an  Austrian  Minister,  who 
might  be  thought  to  look  with  favour 
on  an  Austrian  candidate  pursuing  an 
election  to  the  Vassal  Principality. 
There  is  a  Despatch  from  Sir  William 
White,  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  at 
Constantinople,  showing  that  Bussia  is 
inclined  to  prolong  the  status  which 
gives  her  so  much  right  to  interfere, 
and  that  her  Government  refuse,  when 
asked  by  the  Sublime  Porte,  to  mention 
Princes  who  would  have  her  ac- 
quiescence in  Bulgaria.  There  is  a 
Despatch  from  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Secretary  of  State  intimating  that 
one  party  in  Bulgaria  is  eager  to  declare 
its  independence,  by  which  the  Suzerain 
would  be  drawn  into  reprisals;  that 
another  party  is  disposed  to  recall  Prince 
Alexander,  by  which  a  Bussian  occupa- 
tion might  be  easily  precipitated.  There 
are  despatches  from  Sir  Bobert  Morier 
which  throw  the  greatest  doubt  on  the 
intentions  forming  at  St.  Petersburg, 
and  prove  at  least  that  the  existing 
status  in  Bulgaria  can  hardly  ever  be 
accepted  there.  The  pervading  essence 
of  the  Blue  Book — that  I  may  sum  it  up 
more  generally — is  to  exhibit  frequent 
insurrections  against  the  provincial 
rtgimi,  severe  punishments  inflicted  on 
their  leaders,  emphatic  protests  lof  the 
Bussian  Government — which  point  to 
future  intervention — in  their  favour. 
Since  1887,  w.hen  the  Blue  Book  closes, 
we  know,  by  less  official  sources,  that  a 
collision  between  Prince  Ferdinand  and 
the  Exarch  of  Bulgaria  has  happened, 
and  that  no  less  than  60  persons  were 
arrested  at  the  moment  ox  the  discord 
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which  arose  between  the  civil  and  re- . 
ligious  power.  However,  we  are  led  to  ' 
ask  for  much  more  recent  indications.  ! 
We  have  them  in  Crete,  which  has  ! 
before  now  furnished  preludes  to  more 
general  disturbance,  and  been  meta- 
phorically painted  as  the  stormy  petrel 
of  the  Eastern  Question.  Wo  have 
them  in  Armenia,  to  which  so  much 
attention  was  lately  called  by  a  noble 
Earl  on  the  other  side  (the  Earl  of  Car- 
narvon) and  by  a  well-known  Prelate, 
who  supported  him.  What  more  im- 
presses me  is  that  the  organs  of  the 
GFovernment  for  weeks  have  all  united  in 
prognosticating  Eastern  danger.  Their 
opinion  seems  to  be  confirmed,  although 
more  indirectly  than  directly,  by  Conti- 
nental journals  which  I  need  not  specify 
at  present.  My  Lords,  whoever  goes 
back  only  for  a  minute  to  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin  will  see  the  greatest  antecedent 
probability  that  the  Eastern  Question 
would  re-open.  Two  independent 
nations  were  created — Servia  and  Bou- 
mania — liable  to  go  to  war  against  the 
Forte,  one  of  which  has  done  so  since. 
The  invasion  of  Bulgaria  by  Servia  in 
1885,  on  the  alleged  ground  of  its  dis- 
loyalty, was  so  regarded  by  the  Sultan. 
Austria  established  without  a  given 
limit,  but  not  in  perpetuity,  on  the  ter- 
ritory of  the  Porte — it  may  have  been 
a  deeply  calculating  measure — was  cer- 
tain to  excite  hostility  in  Hussia.  Bul- 
garia, when  formed  into  a  Vassal 
Principality,  was  inevitably  doomed  to 
think  of  absorbing  East  Boumelia, 
which  has  taken  place,  and  of  flinging 
off  the  Suzerain,  against  which  the 
noble  Marquess  has  had  occasion  to 
discourage  her.  At  this  moment  there 
may  be  in  the  midst  of  Parliament  rou- 
tine and  legislative  details  which  absorb 
us  a  kind  of  incredulity  as  to  anything 
more  grave  occurring  in  those  regions. 
But  so  there  was  in  1875,  when  the 
three  Empires  entered  on  commercial 
treaties  with  the  Vassal  Principalities, 
and  when  the  subject  came  before  your 
Lordships  for  discussion.  Who  thought 
at  that  time  that  the  Herzegovinian 
insurrection  was  at  once  to  follow,  or  the 
Servian  War,  or  the  Bulgarian  Rebel- 
lion ?  Who  thought  that  the  noble 
Marquess  was  to  be  hurried  from  the 
India  Office  to  Constantinople  in 
November  1876,  or  that  Russia 
would  cross  the  Pruth  a  few 
months  afterwards?      She  crossed  the 
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Pruth  in  violation  of  one  Treaty  and 
might  cross  it  now  in  partial  exeoution 
of  another.  My  Lords,  under  these  cir> 
cumstances  and  with  this  apprehension, 
measures  may  suggest  themselves, 
although  without  more  information  it 
is  difficult  to  judge  them.  It  may  not 
be  impossible  to  correct  the  situation  in 
Bulgaria,  either  by  gaining  the  assent 
of  all  the  Powers  to  Prince  Ferdinand, 
or  else  by  superseding  him,  or  else  by 
the  appointment  of  a  Regency,  which, 
according  to  another  passage  of  the  Bine 
Book,  Lord  Iddesleigh  recommended 
and  M.  do  Giers,  to  a  great  extent,  ac- 
cepted. Last  year,  in  February,  I  held  a 
Conference  to  be  desirable,  and  the 
noble  Marquess  seemed  to  coincide  with 
me,  if  all  the  Powers  could  be  induced 
to  join  it.  It  is  clear  they  will  not  da 
so,  and  that  other  methods  are  essentiaL 
At  least,  until  the  situation  in  Bulgaria 
is  altered  there  cannot  be  tranquillity  for 
Europe.  On  this  point  further  know- 
ledge would  be  valuable.  It  might  be 
also  most  important  to  place  the  Treaties 
of  1856  upon  a  larger  basis  and  a  firmer 
one.  They  are,  in  Eome  deppree,  confused 
by  those  which  followed  in  1871  and 
1878,  while  yet  they  are  in  vigour.  The 
most  efi'ective — that  of  April  15th — ^in- 
cludes only  France,  Austria,  and  Great 
Britain,  while  from  the  movement  of  the 
world,  the  march  of  history,  it  is,  in  fwd^ 
confined  to  Austria  and  Great  Britain* 
The  security  of  the  country  upon  the 
Eastern  Question  would  at  least  be  greater 
if  it  was  re-enacted  in  such  a  way  thai 
Germany  and  Italy,  with  other  Powers^ 
were  comprehended  in  it.  But  nothing 
can  be  urged  as  yet  distinctly  on  the 
subject.  My  Lords,  having  before  now 
directed  your  attention  to  that  topic,  I 
cannot  but  attach  the  greatest  poauUe 
importance  to  the  revival  of  the  Otto* 
man  Assemblies  which  began  in  1877,  it 
only  upon  this  ground.  When  Great 
Britain  is  required  to  defend  the  Forto^ 
on  European  as  well  as  Indian  grounds^ 
we  must  invoke  the  popular  opinion  of 
the  country.  It  is  one  thing  to  ask  the 
country  to  make  sacrifices  for  a  deepoftie^ 
another  to  ask  it  to  make  sacrifices  for  a 
Constitutional,  authority.  The  Ottoman 
Assemblies  which  were  overthrown  when 
Eussia  reached  San  Stefano,  although 
not  similar  to  ours,  were  still  a  oheok 
upon  the  arbitrary  power  of  the  Saltan. 
Sir  Henry  Layard,  who  had,  as  an  Am- 
bassador, to  watch  their  operationi  is  tht 
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unanswered,  unrefuted  witness  to  their 
efficacy.     Had  they  gone  on,  Armenia 
might  not  have  required  the  noble  Earl 
and  his  most  reverend  supporter  to  ex- 
plain its  wrongs  or  advocate  its  interests. 
There  is  another  ground  on  which  they 
are      important,     even    indispensable. 
Until  they  have  been  fully  tried,  you 
cannot  meditate  a  further  system  on  the 
Bosphorus.     Until  their  capability  of 
effecting  objects  which  our  policy  has 
aimed  at    is  disapproved,  you  cannot 
enter  upon  any  further  changes  in  the 
territory  of  the  Sultan.      But    to  re- 
vive them    at    Oonstantinople    against 
the    influence    of     Bussia     and     the 
Palace    presents    a    formidable    pro- 
blem     and     one     on      which      more 
light  might  usefully  be   concentrated. 
My  Lords,  it  may  be  urged  that  mea- 
sures  of  this  kind,  however  just,  can 
hardly  be  pursued    when  the  Foreign 
Office  is  so  much  overloaded  as  it  is  at 
present.  We  know,  indeed,  from  records 
of  Lord  Bolingbroke,  of  Mr.  Canning, 
and  Lord  Falmerston  that  it  is  in  itself 
a  most  laborious  Department.     I  have 
heard  the  late  Lord  Clarendon,  the  last 
autumn  that  he  held  it,  remark  to  a 
society  of  gentlemen,  when  he  was  going 
home  at  night,  that  he  should  have  to 
work  till  about  four  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing.     If    anyone    could   act    as  First 
Minister  and  Secretary  of  State  together, 
in  point  of  versatility  and  industry,  it 
would  be,  perhaps,  the  noble  Marquess. 
But  the  year  before  last  he  was  com- 
pelled— it  must  have  been  compulsion 
— to   absent  himself  from  Parliament 
before  the  Session  finislied.  The  burden, 
therefore,  seems  to  be  too  great  for  any- 
one, if  permanent.    It  may,  in  moments 
of  particular  emergency,  be  necessary  to 
sustain   it.      I  once  contended  in   the 
House,  when  Russia  was  advancing  on 
Constantinople,  that  in  order  to  prevent 
duality  and  discord,  then  apparent  in 
the  Government,  it  would  be  useful  for 
Lord  Beaconstield  to  join  the  two  func- 
tions.    I  do  not  say  the  noble  Marquess 
is   not   as    well  qnalifled  to  do  so,  or 
repeat  the  maxim,  **  Quod  licet  Jovi^  non 
licet  5'/i?i."     But  three  Sessions  may  be 
too  long  a  period   for   an    exceptional 
arrangement,     unless      on     diplomatic 
grounds  it  is  essential  to  preserve  it.    In 
France  it  1h  true  that  since  1^70  and  under 
Louis  Philippe   the  offices   have   been 
frequently  united.    But  it  would  hardly 
be  maintained  that,  in  effect  or  inflaence 


abroad,  the  result  has  been  entirely  suc- 
cessful.    My  Lords,  there  are  a  set  of 
fallacies     upon  the    Eastern   Question 
which  it  requires  the  fullest  information, 
to  disperse,  and  which  are  often  in  the 
way  of  policy  and  action.     One  is,  that 
Germany  and  Austria  are  sufficient  for 
the   defence    of  the    Ottoman  Empire 
against  Bussia,  and  that  the  Western 
Powers    may   judiciously   abandon   it. 
When  have  Germany  and  Austria  alone 
been   able    to    defend   it  ?    Was  it  in 
1829,  or  in  the  Crimean  War,  or  in  the 
recent    struggle  ?     Another  is,  that  to 
command  Egypt  is  sufficient  for  Great 
Britain.     But  the  Power  which  obtains 
Constantinople    must    eventually    hold 
Egypt,  and  close  your  shorter  route  to 
India  altogether.  Another  is,  that  Great 
Britain  has  nothing  but  security  in  India 
to  consider,  as  if  she  was  not  a  Mediter- 
ranean  Power  while    holding  Cyprus, 
Malta,  Gibraltar,  and  as  if  Eussia  at 
Constantinople  would  not  be  dangerous 
to  all   the   Mediterranean  Powers  put 
together.     Another  is,  that  in  order  to 
reform  Ottoman  abuses  you    ought  to 
sanction     Hussian    interference.      The 
noble  Marquess  pointed  out  the  other 
day  that  where  Great  Britain  ceases  to 
defend  she  must  cease  to  admonish.    I 
do  not  blame  those,  although  unable  to 
concur  with  them  as  yet,  who  look  to  a 
Byzantine  Empire,   which  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  at  one   time   contemplated 
as  a  possible  arrangement.     No  doubt  it 
would  be  easier  to  secure  allies  for  a  By- 
zantine Empire   than  a  Mahometan  do- 
minion. No  doubt,  as  in  former  ages,  there 
has  been  a  rushing    tide    of   Asia   to- 
wards Europe  ;  there  is  now  an  apparent 
flood  of  Europe  into  Asia.     But  such  a 
growth  is  pregnant    with   incalculable 
difficulties.     It  must  be  ascertained  by 
what  race,  what   individual,  and  what 
Army  it   would  have  to  be    directed, 
organized,     sustained;    whether    Hou- 
mania,    Servia,    Bulgaria,    or    Greece 
should  be  regarded  as  its   genius   and 
its  mainspring.     It  must  be  ascertained 
whether  it  could  harmonise,    with  due 
consideration  for  the  Asiatic  provinces 
of  Turkey.    But  to  uphold  Constanti- 
nople against  aggressive  power  would 
seem  to  be  the  indispensable  prelimi- 
nary to  any  further  triumph  of  the  CroflB 
over  the  Crescent.      Nor   ought  these 
views  to  be  regarded  as  irrelevant,  if  it 
is  felt  that  the  Government  may  soon 
be  called  on  to  fulfil  the  obligations 
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which  the  Orimean  War  enhanoed,  al- 
thoujz^Ii  it  did  not  actually  originate. 
My  Lords,  I  am  conscious  of  alluding  to 
the  subject  in  a  perfunctory  manner. 
But  as  we  may  be  on  the  eve  of  a 
serious  transaction  with  regard  to  it, 
involving  multiplied  Debates,  it  is 
better  for  men  who  speak  to  economise 
at  once  the  time  and  patience  of  their 
hearers. 

Moved, 

<*  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  for  further  papers  on  the  aspect 
of  the  Eastern  Question." — (The  Lord  Straihtden 
atid  Campbell.) 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SEC- 
RETARY OF  STATE  FOE  FOREIGN 
APFAIRS  (TheMarquess  of  Salisbury): 
My  Lords,  the  request  of  the  noble  Lord 
is  exceediDgly  legitimate.   In  facfc,  before 
he  put  his  notice  down,  I  had  given 
directions  for  the  preparation  of  such 
papers    as    have    not   been  published 
within  the  last  two  years.     I  think  the 
last  Papers  on  the  subject  were  pub- 
lished at  the  close  of  I8b7.     Happily, 
since  then  afiPairs  in  Bulgaria  have  not 
been  rich  in    historical  events.      The 
Principality  has  been  well  governed  and 
progressive,  and  we  have  every  reason 
to  congratulate  its  rulers  upon  the  suc- 
cess with  which  all  its  affairs  have  been 
conducted.     There  is  not,  therefore,  any 
fcreat  amount  of  information  to  give  to 
Parliament  in   response  to  the  noble 
Lord's  request ;  but  whatever  there  is, 
we  shall  be  very  glad  to  give  a  con- 
siderable portion  of  it.     With  respect, 
however,  to  the  matters  over  which  the 
noble  Lord's  speech  travelled,  I  do  not 
suppose  he  anticipated  I  should  follow 
him.     He  made  an  interesting  speech, 
which  I  have  no  doubt  will  be  c  arefully 
read ;  but  it  is  open  to  the  noble  Lord 
to  speculate  on  a  great  number  of  ques- 
tions with  respect  to  which  those  in  the 
service  of    Her  Majesty  must   abstain 
from  comment.     I  do  not  concur  with 
the  noble  Lord  in  the  somewhat  sinister 
auguries  which  he  draws  from  the  exis- 
ting state  of  things.     I  do  not  venture 
on  any  confident  prophecy  in  any  direc- 
tion.    It  is  impoBsible,  indeed,  to  say 
what  the  state  of  things  in  the  Balkan 
peninsula  and  other  parts  of  the  Turkish 
Empire  may  be  in  the  future ;  but  I  do 
not  think   there  is  now    any  greater 
ground    for    anticipating    disturbances 
than  there  have  been,  on  the  other  hand, 
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any  very  encouraging  symptoms  of 
stability  and  progress.  I  do  not  say 
that  the  progress  of  Turkey  has  been 
very  rapid,  but  I  think  it  has  been 
sensible.  I  think  there  is  less  disposi- 
tion on  the  part  of  various  potentates, 
great  and  small,  to  speculate  on  the 
possibility  of  disturbances  in  that  coun- 
try. To  mention  a  Power  wUoh  was 
referred  to  in  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  tiie  Gk>- 
vemment  of  Russia  has  observed  a  very 
correct  attitude,  and  that  nothing  has 
taken  place  which  justifies  us  in  oriti- 
cising  her  conduct.  On  the  contrary  I 
think  that,  judging  merely  from  events, 
we  are  entitled  to  say  that  the  conduct 
of  the  Russian  Government  has  fully 
justified  the  pacific  professions  which 
the  Emperor  has  constantly  made.  I 
do  not,  therefore,  wish  to  endorse  the 
apprehension  expressed  by  the  noble 
Lord,  and,  if  I  may  be  permitted  to  say 
so,  I  do  not  feel  obliged  to  endorse  the 

Jredictions  made  by  the  noble  Lo^ 
am  not  sure  that  the  best  method  of 
treating  the  Eastern  Question  at  present 
is    to    discuss    it.      On    the    whole, 
my    belief     is     that    a    country    in 
the  position  of  Bulgaria  advances  more 
rapidly  to  the  only  healthy  and  possible 
settlement — that  is  to  say,  the  natural 
growth  and  development  of  the  strength 
of  all  the  populations  in  those  regions 
— in  proportion  as  those  who  stand  out- 
side it  abstain  from  any  action  or  Ian* 
guage  that  would  tend  to  stimulate  theun- 
fortunate  differences  which  occasionally 
arise.  I  hope,  therefore,  the  noble  Lord 
will  excuse  me,   penetrated   with  the 
view  as  to  the  advantage  of  silence  in 
dealing  with  this  question,  if  I  conclude 
by  assuring  him  that  we  will  give  all 
the  information  in  our  power,  and  ex- 
pressing the  hope,  with  some  degree  of 
confidence,  that  the  dark  picture  he  has 
drawn  of  the  future  will-not  be  justified 
by  the  facts. 

The  Eabl  of  OAENABVON  :  I 
think,  my  Lords,  everyone  will  agree 
that  Russia  has,  by  her  acts,  justified 
her  pacific  professions.  No  one  can  be 
in  a  better  position  to  judge  of  the  aotioa 
of  Russia  than  my  noble  r'riend,  but  at 
the  same  time  I  hope  I  may  be  allowed 
for  a  vory  few  minutes  to  point  out  how 
very  serious  is  the  aspect  of  matters  hi 
Europe  to  all  those  who  have  not  the 
privileges  of  my  noble  Friend  of  posMM- 
mg  private  and  also  offidal  infownatioa. 
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Every  year  that  passes  by  for  the  last 
two  or  three  years  has  witnessed  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  alarm,  and  justifiable 
alarm,  at  the  coming  months.   Our  hope 
is  that  the  coming  12  months  will  pass 
over  as  peaceably  as  the  last  12  months, 
but  the  position  of  affairs,  beyond  all 
doubt,  is  serious.  You  have,  in  the  first 
place,  alarge,  an  almost  unprecedentedly 
large,  accumulation  of  troops.    The  ac- 
cumulation   carried    on    steadily    and 
systematically  along  the  eastern  frontier 
of  Austria  is  a  very  marked  phenomenon. 
It  is  quite  fair  to  say  that  it  is  stated  on 
good  authority,  that  that  accumulation 
of  troops  is  in  pursuit  of  an  old  military 
policy,  carried  out  for  a  long  time.    In 
oervia  you  have  a  military  census — you 
have  large  armies  ordered  and  supplied, 
and  no  one  quite  knows  why  or  how  or 
from  what  sources.    In  the  Caucasus 
you  have  a  very  heavy  massing  of  troops. 
Then,  again,  it  is  quite  possible  to  say 
that  with  the  largo  armaments  of  modem 
days,   with  armies    of   three    or   four 
millions    of    men,    the    mpvement    of 
100,000  men  ought  not  to  be  taken  very 
greatly  into  account.     But  still  the  fact 
remains  that  it  is  so,  and  it  is  a  serious 
factor  in  the  situation.     We  have  now 
1 5  millions  of  armed  men  in  Europe, 
divided  into    hostile    camps.     Almost 
every  man  capable  of  bearing  arms  is  a 
soldier.     But,  my  Lords,  these  are  not 
the  only  causes  of  apprehension.     It  is 
impossible    to  ignore  the  international 
jeidousies,     riviuries,     and    ambitions 
which  exist  in  Eastern  Europe.     Even 
within  the  limits  of  the  dual  Monarchy, 
which  is  a  fair  object  of  political  admira- 
tion, Croats,  Bohemians,  and  Hungarians 
are  all  actuated  by  diverse  feelings  and 
interests.     Outside   the  Austrian  Em- 
pire you  have  Servians,   Eoumanians, 
Bulgarians,     Montenegrins,     each    of 
them    pursuing    a     separate     policy. 
Thus,     my    Lords,     the    whole    poli- 
tical   situation   is   charged  with   elec- 
tricity.    A    single    imprudent  word,  a 
single  unfortunate  act,  a  toast  given  at 
a  banquet,  a  King  returning  from  his 
self-imposed  exile,  a  movement  meaning 
anything    or    nothing,    may  be    quite 
enough  to  set  this  inflammable  matter 
on  fire.     And  it  is  most  inflammable. 
You  have  not  only  all  the  elements  of 
conflagration;   you  have    intrigues    in 
actual    operation,  you   have  suspicious 
factions  and  still  more  suspicious  and 
unscrupulous  partisans.    He  must  have 


a  very  short  memory  indeed  who  does 
not  remember  in  recent  times  a 
Sovereign  Prince  being  spirited 
away  and  placed  in  a  position  of 
absolute  danger  to  his  life.  And,  my 
Lords,  a  consideration  of  these  matters 
does  not  dispose  of  the  dangerous  ele- 
ments, for  amidst  all  the  cross  currents 
of  faction  you  have,  in  addition,  a  much 
larger  volume  of  nationality  with  all  its 
ambitions  and  aspirations  of  race — that 
most  powerful  feeling  which  has  in  our 
own  day  made  Germany,  created  Italy, 
and  which  has  gone  a  large  way  to  place 
the  United  States  in  their  present  posi- 
tion. You  have,  then,  these  three  great 
dangers — the  accumulation  of  troops, 
the  intrigues  and  ambitions,  and  the  in- 
fluence of  race  ;  but  there  is  a  still 
greater  peril,  and  it  is  mainly  that  which 
has  induced  me  to  say  a  few  words  this 
evening.  There  is,  it  seems  to  me,  a 
still  greater  peril  to  the  peace  of  Europe 
than  any  one  of  these  three.  My  noble 
Friend  has  stated  that  whilst  Eussia  on 
the  one  hand  has  justified  by  her  acts 
the  peaceful  assurances  which  she  has 
given,  on  the  other  hand  the  progress  of 
Turkey,,  though  not  rapid,  was  yet,  if  I 

caught  his  words  rightly,   marked 

The    Marquess  of     SALISBURY: 

\V"oa   AATIftible 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON :  That 
it  was  sensible.  My  noble  Friend  on 
his  high  authority  has  given  us  that  re- 
markable assurance.  I  own  that  to  me 
it  seems  that  the  greatest  risk  of  the 
present  moment  is  the  Turkish  Empire 
and  the  policy  there  pursued.  You 
have  a  Government  there  which  is  not 
only  deeply  involved  in  debt,  but  where 
the  Exchequer  is  absolutely  empty.  I 
believe  it  is  no  exaggeration  to  say  that 
at  this  moment  the  Exchequer  at  the 
Forte  is  almost  without  a  penny  in  it. 
At  the  same  time,  by  incapacity,  by 
misgovern  men  t,  the  Forte  seems  to 
me  to  be  provoking,  if  not  justifying, 
foreign  intervention.  I  ventured  to 
call  the  attention  of  your  Lordships 
to  the  state  of  things  passing  in 
Armenia.  I  stated  then  charges  of 
misrule  and  acts  of  atrocity  which,  hap- 
pily, cannot  be  alleged  against  many 
parts  of  the  world  or  many  Govern- 
ments. There  was  no  pretence  of  deny- 
ing the  accuracy  of  what  I  said.  No 
one  has  ventured  to  do  so.  It  would  be 
impossible  to  deny  those  allegations. 
What  is  the  answer  that  the  Turkish 
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Government  has  made  7  First,  a  mani- 
feato  appeared  a  few  daya  afterwards  in 

the  newspapers,  professing  to  come  from 
the  Armenian  population,  thanking  the 
Porte  for  the  reforms  which  had  been 
made,  and  expressing  themselves  in 
terms  of  gratitude,  aa  if  they  were  the 
happiest  and  best  treated  of  mankind. 
That  was  the  first  answer.  What  was 
the  second  answer?  Happily  in  this 
country  we  have  a  Presa  which  publishes 
reports  to  the  world  from  all  quarters 
without  fear  or  favour.  There  appeared 
a.  report  in  the  Timti  as  to  these  unfor- 
tunate erenta  in  Armenia.  A  telegram 
warned  the  Tuiliish  OoTernment,  and 
the  Turkish  Government  suppressed  the 
circulation  of  the  Timit  in  Turkey.  My 
Lords,  these  are  the  acta  by  which  the 
Turkish  Government  take  away  from 
tbeir  friends  all  hope  of  improvement  in 
Turkey,  and  which  inspire  their  enemies 
with  confidence.  These  are  the  ridicu- 
lous espedients  adopted  by  Turkey  for 
blinding  Europe  in  regard  to  matters 
which  Europe  knows  only  too  well.  I 
admit  that  the  Turkiish  Empire  has 
fared  badly  at  the  hands  of  all,  whether 
friends  or  foea.  France  has  possession 
of  Algiers;  Greece  is  built  up  entirely 
upon  the  ruina  of  the  Turkish  Empire  ; 
Sussia  has  taken  where  slie  wished  and 
everywhere;  Austria  is  in  poasession 
of  Bosnia ;  and  we  ourselves  ere 
the  masters  of  Cyprus.  Turkey 
has  fared  badly  all  round  from  friend  aa 
from  foe,  but  she  has  only  herself  to 
thank  for  it.  I  agree  with  my  noble 
Friend  that  reticence  may  be  the  duty 
of  professed  diplomatists  and  Foreign 
OfBoea;  but,  at  the  same  time,  that  does 
not  a^ply  to  outside  observers,  and  I 
hold  it  to  be  the  duty  of  those  who  look 
on  and  watch  these  events  to  warn 
Turkey,  at  least  in  the  gathering  diffi' 
culties  which  surround  her,  that  if  sh< 
trusts  to  the  support  of  England  it  must 
be  by  a  very  different  policy  and  by  very 
different  means  and  methods  than  those 
which  she  has  hitherto  pursued. 

Lord  8TKATHEDEN  ahd  CAMP- 
BELL aaid  that  be  bad  no  reason  to 
detain  the  House  with  further  obser- 
vations, as  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  willing  to  accept  the  Motion  which 
be  offered.  He  could  not  but  remark,  in 
passing,  that  the  impressive  language 
of  the  noble  Earl  who  had  sat  down, 
BO  far  as  it  was  just,  suggested  stronger 
grounds  for  the  rerival  of  the  Ottoman 
TAe  Earl  of  Carnareon 


MEDICAL  INSTITUTIONS. 
Petition  signed  by  various  memban 
of  the  medical  professions  and  by  others 
also  on  behalf  of  vaiions  medical 
charitable  institutions,  praying  for 
inquiry  in  regard  to  the  financial  and 
general  management  and  the  common 
organisation  of  medical  inatitutionB, 
endowed  and  voluntary,  and  in  regard 
to  the  administration  of  Poor  Law  insti- 
tutiona  for  the  aid  of  the  sick  in  the 
Metropolia :  Presented,  and  read. 

Lord  SANDHURST,  in  rieing  to 
move,  "That  the  prayer  of  the  said 
Petition  be  agreedto,"  said:  My  Lordi, 
I  would  say,  at  starting,  that  I  hun 
assumed  this  task  with  feelings  of  great 
diffidence,  and  I  wish  that  the  task  bad. 
been  undertaken  by  some  noble  Lord  on 
either  side  of  the  House  who  was  more 
practised  in  the  ways  of  your  Lordships' 
House,  and  with  greater  facili^  of 
expression,  and  also  whoee  indiridnsl 
opinion  in  endorsing  the  Petition  would 
carry  more  weight.  My  Lords,  the  sub- 
ject is  one  of  great  difBoulty,  and  the 
more  it  is  considered  the  more  complex 
and  difficult  it  becomes.  Itconoems  the 
welfare  of  the  general  publio  In  raoeipt 
of  medical  relief,  and  it  also  conoenu 
those  of  the  public  who  generously  oon- 
tribute  to  maintain  the  charities.  Mora- 
over,  the  subject  ia  bound  up  with  the 
interests  of  the  most  honourable  and  hon- 
oured of  professions.  Therefore,  in 
defaultof  a  more  experienced  advooats, 
and  being  not  entirely  unaequaiBted 
with  the  work  of  the  large  general 
hospitals  in  London, lask the  indulgenoe 
of  your  Lordships  while  I  endearonr  to 
state  Bome  reasons  why  some  of  us,  at 
any  rate,  consider  an  inquiry  to  be 
necessary.  In  my  remarks  I  shall  not 
impugn  the  policy  or  managemmt  of 
any  individual  hospital  nor  arraign  aaj 
board,  and  I  do  not  wish  yonr  LordshiM 
to  auppose  that  I  am  taking  up  a  pon- 
tion  as  an  economist  or  a  philanthrwirt. 
I  shall  merely  lay  before  yon  fiwti 
backed  by  a  few  figures.  This  fa  sot 
the  first  time  that  the  suhjeot  has  ban 
considered.  Yarioue  Medical  Oom>. 
mittees  have  considered  the  whido  or 
portions  of  the  subject.  No  action,  hoT- 
ever,  has  been  taken  by  the  ho^itab> 
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Failing  these,   information    has    been 
amassed  by  the  Charity  Organization 
Society,  a  Society  known  to  your  Lord- 
ships, whose  business  is  organising  and 
not  dispensing  charity,  and  seeing  that 
this  is  their  business  it  is,  I  think,  a  fit 
and  proper  body  to  undertake  it.      The 
medical  relief  in  the  Metropolis  may  be 
classed  under  two  heads — charity  and 
Poor   Law    charities.      There    are    11 
general  hospitals  with  schools,  and  eight 
general   hospitals  without  schools;  67 
special  hospitals ;  26  free  dispensaries  ; 
35  provident  dispensaries;  13  part-pay 
dispensaries ;  and  five  surgical  appliance 
societies.     The  number  of  in-patients  is 
76,898;    and     out-patients     1,470,398. 
The  total  income  is  £696,258,  and  the 
total  expenditure   is  £723,021.       The 
beds   unoccupied  are    about   2,000  in 
number.     To  these   must  be  added  27 
Poor  Law  infirmaries,  with  11,900  beds, 
and  £336,200    expenditure;   44    Poor 
Law  dispensaries,    with  114,980    out- 
patients,   and     £19,980    expenditure; 
eight  infectious  hospitals,    with  2,760 
beds,     and       £129,313     expenditure. 
The  total  is  a  follows :  — 239  institutions 
— in-patients,     122,047 ;     out-patients, 
1,585,353;  total  expenditure,£  1,208,523; 
total  income,  £1,197,477,  in   the  year 
1887.     I  beg  your  Lordships'  attention 
to  the  fact  that  for  want  of  funds  up- 
wards of  2,000  beds  were  unoccupied. 
Perhaps  all    the    definitions    are    not 
clear,  and  it  may  be  thought  I  should 
explain    them  in    passing,   though  it 
seems    hardly    necessary.      The    term 
general  hospitals   with  schools  would 
not     seem     to     require     explanation. 
Patients    are  admitted  nominally    by 
letter,   but   they  are  practically  free. 
Eleven  of  them  have  schools  attached, 
where  every   sort   of  disease    can    be 
studied.      Take,    first    and    foremost, 
the  three   great  endowed  hospitals — 
St.  Bartholomew's,  St.  Thomas's,  and 
Guy's.     Two  of    these,   St.  Bartholo- 
mew's and  St.  Thomas's,  are  of  very 
ancient  origin.     They  were  endowed, 
not  by  the  State  or  the  municipality, 
but  by  private  individuals,  who  have 
given  the    means  for    producing    the 
incomes  on  which  they  exist,  and  they 
do  not,  or  did  not  formerly,  apply  to 
the  public.     Even  of  these  the  income 
of  one  (Guy's)  was  so  precarious  that 
two  years  ago  it  had  to  ask  the  public 
for    £100,000  to    enable    it   to  carry 
on,   and  at    another  many   beds  are 


closed,   and  doubts  exist  as   to  their 
ever  being  opened  again,  and  certainly 
they  will  not  be  opened  entirely  for 
gratuitous  patients.      Then  there  are 
eight     other    general    hospitals    with 
schools.     These  are  the  most  useful  and 
important    schools — all-important    for 
the  study  of  almost  all  diseases.     Their 
size  insures,  if  well  managed,  treatment 
at     less    expense    than     the    smaller 
hospitals.      They  have,  for  the  most 
part,  special  departments  for  special 
cases,  and  have  the  advantage  of  the 
very   best  advice.      Some  have  been 
able  to  be  structurally  altered  in  accord* 
ance    with    the    advance    in    medical 
science.     In    the    last    20    years    the 
greatest    advances  and    improvements 
have  been  effected  in  nursing  and  nurses. 
In  1887  the  deficits  of  these  hospitals 
alone  amounted  to  upwards  of  £32,000, 
and  if  it  had  not  been  for  a  number  of 
small  legacies,  with  which  they  were 
able  to  pay  their  way,  the  deficits  would 
have  been  upwards  of  £51,000.      So 
much  for  the  general  hospitals.     Of  the 
special  hospitals,  67  in  number,  some 
are    special  in  treatment,  but    nearly 
all  for  special  diseases.     I  am  anxious 
to    be    moderate,    but    I    must,    and 
will,    say    what   I    think,    and    what 
those     who     are     with     me     think. 
I  must  also  state  what  I  know  is  the 
opinion  of  very  large  numbers  of  the 
medical  profession    in  London.      The 
origin  and  management  of  some  of  the 
special  hospitals  have  been  such  as  to 
cause  suspicion,  where  suspicions  exist, 
as  to  the  conduct  of  hospitals  as  a  whole. 
They  are  not  unf requently  started  for 
private  advantage  by  those  who  wish  to 
make  themselves  consulting  physicians 
or  surgeons  to  them,  some  are  started 
for  speculative  purposes,  and  in  neither 
case  is  the  public  welfare  or  the  ad- 
vance  of  science  considered.    They  are 
generally  started,  as  to  funds,  more  or 
less  by  some  philanthropist,  and  on  that 
support  failing  they  are  thrown  on  the 
charitable  public.  There  are  no  schools ; 
there  is  no  advance  of  science,  and  the 
management  leaves  much  to  be  desired. 
Owing  to  the  small  number  of  beds,  the 
administration  must  be  costly.     They 
are  sometimes  found  in  insanitary  pre- 
mises,  and  are  built  without  regard  to  ex- 
isting local  needs  or  perhaps  in  proximity 
to  hospitals ;  the  advice  is  not  of  first-rate 
description,  and  it  is  not  infreauently 
the  case  that  there  are  more  beds  pro- 
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Tided  ia  the  general  hospital  hard  by 
for  the  treatment  of  such  special  cases 
than  in  the  special  hospital  itself.  By  the 
names  which  they  assume  they  deprive 
the  larger  hospitals  of  cases  which, 
in  the  latter,  would  be  better  at- 
tended, and  from  which  instruction 
would  be  gained.  They  also  attract 
large  sums  of  money  which  otherwise 
would  probably  find  its  way  to  the  larger 
hospit^.  My  Lords,  that  is  the  effect 
of  the  evidence  which  we  have  been  able 
to  collect ;  but  I  should  like  to  read  to 
your  Lordships  the  opinions  of  two  in- 
dividuals— one  of  them  is  amongst  the 
foremost  of  our  medical  practitioners. 
The  distinguished  physician  Sir  Andrew 
Olark  has  vividly  described  one  of  the 
greatest  evils  in  connection  with  our 
hospital  system  in  the  following  words, 
in  a  speech  at  the  Hospitad  Fund 
Society  : — 

**  Then  there  is  another  reason,  and  that  is  the 
foundation  and  maintenance  of  improper  hos- 
pitals, which  divert  funds  in  a  direction  in  which 
they  ought  not  to  he  employed,  and  roh  the 
great  hospitals  of  the  support  which  they  ought 
to  receive.  A  doctor  who  cannot  get  on  in 
the  ordinary  way  takes  to  studying  the  g^eat 
toe,  a|id  he  discovers  something  about  it  that 
has  never  been  discovered  before.  In  the 
course  of  his  studies  he  ascertains  that  the 
diseases  of  the  organ  are  not  only  supremely 
important  in  themselves,  but  that  they  have 
the  most  intimate  relation  to  all  the  other 
serious  diseases  of  the  body.  He  also  invents 
a  wonderful  instrument  whereby  he  can  look 
into  the  great  toe  and  see  what  is  threatening, 
and  prevent  all  those  terrible  thinj^s  which 
happen  in  the  organ  and  affect  the  whole  sys- 
tem. He  goes  to  his  friends,  shows  them  his 
instrument,  and  tells  them  of  his  discoveries. 
They  then  club  together  and  establish  a  Hos- 
pital for  the  Treatment  of  the  Diseases  of  the 
Great  Toe.  This  hospital  is  manned  by  his 
friends,  who,  having  joined  in  the  venture, 
must  make  it  a  success.  They  soon  get 
patients  who  are  convinced  of  the  vast  import- 
ance of  the  great  toe ;  marvellous  cures  are 
effected,  and  all  sorts  of  frightful  diseases  are 
prevented*  They  have  an  annual  meeting; 
they  have  a  chairman,  who  sets  forth,  bashfully, 
in  the  presence  of  the  great  physician,  the 
diseases  of  the  great  toe,  5ie  wonderful  things 
that  have  been  done,  the  g^eat  service  which  has 
been  rendered  by  the  hospital,  the  terrible 
prejudice  it  has  had  to  encounter,  the  deter- 
mination that  this  great  institution  shall  be 
liberally  supported  notwithstanding  the  pre- 
judices of  the  medical  profession,  and  of  those 
who  herd  along  with  them.** 

Then,  my  Lords,  I  come  to  another  very 
eminent  authority,  Mr.  Miohelli,  the 
Secretary  to  the  Seamen's  Hospital 
Society,  and  late  Secretary  to  St.  Mary's 
Hospital,  who,  in  a  paper  which  he  re-  j 
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cently  read  at  the  Hospital  Asaooiatioii 
on  '*  Hospital  Extravagance  and  Ex- 
penditure," drew  attention  to  the  ex- 
cessive amount  spent  by  hospitals  in 
advertising  and  collection,  printing, 
stationery,  and  postage,  to  the  smsdl 
net  percentage  of  profit  that  goes  to 
hospitals  out  of  the  receipts  from 
bazaars,  fancy  fairs,  and  oUier  such 
means,  and  to  the  excessive  cost  of 
special  hospitals.    He  says : — 

**  But  what  is  grievous  to  see  is  a  small 
special  hospital  established  within  a  few  haa- 
dred  yards  of  a  large  general  hospital,  m  the 
former  of  which  there  are  fewer  beds  altogether 
than  there  are  beds  allotted  to  the  par- 
ticular speciality  in  the  general  hospital  <^oee 
by.  The  maintenance  of  a  bed  in  the  small 
hospitals  is  often  50  to  75  per  cent  greater  than 
in  a  large  one;  and  I  maintain  that  every 
penny  so  spent  is  wicked  extravagance  and 
waste." 

He  then  states  that  he  has  gone  care* 
fully  through  some  200  Eeports  of  hos- 
pitals, and  finds  that  he  can  get  no  in- 
formation from  them.  Now,  my  Lords, 
the  cost  per  head  for  salaries  and  wages 
in  the  first  of  the  large  general  hospitals^ 
with  school  and  205  beds,  is  £19  Is.  2d. ; 
in  the  second,  with  school  and  310  beds, 
it  is  £25  Os.  6d. ;  in  one  special  hospitali 
with  80  beds,  £39  7s.  2d.,  and  in  another 
special  hospital,  with  64  beds,  £85  Os.  9d. 
In  a  third,  with  1 6  beds,  it  is  £33  48. 2d., 
and  in  a  fourth  special  hospital,  with  14 
beds,  it  is  £42  10s.  3d.  The  average 
cost  per  head  for  nine  general  hospiifda 
with  schools,  with  average  number  at 
beds  295,  is  £24  5s.  lOd.  for  salaries 
and  wages ;  whereas  for  the  nine  special 
hospitals,  average  of  27  beds  each,  it  is 
£30  128.  2d.  Now,  my  Lords,  these 
institutions  obviously  call  for  inquiry,  ii 
for  no  other  reason,  yet  on  aooount  of 
the  figures  which  I  have  given.  At  the 
same  time,  the  fact  must  not  be  ignored 
that  there  are  some  exceptions  in  the 
case  of  two  or  three  institutions  at 
world-wide  and  well-merited  reputatioii. 
But  the  very  excellence  of  these  makes 
the  case  for  an  inquiry  into  these  insti- 
tutions all  the  stronger.  The  institu- 
tions to  which  I  refer  were  in  existence 
before  the  general  hospital  system  was 
as  complete  as  the  special  Department 
now  is,  and  long  before  the  hospital 
system  acquired  the  excellence  whidi  it 
has  now  undoubtedly  attained.  TheOi 
my  Lords,  I  come  to  the  dis- 
pensaries. There  are  26  freedispensarieSy 
most  of  which  were  started  before  the 


X 


N 


1558 


Medical 


{July  29,  1889] 


InsttiuiioHi. 


1554 


out-patient  system  was  developed,  com- 
bining free  treatment  both  at  the  dis- 
pensary and  at  home.  In  these  there 
are  162,219  patients,  and  they  have  a 
deficit  of  £2,003  in  an  expenditure  of 
£21,257.  Then  there  are  tne  part-pay 
dispensaries,  in  which  the  out-patients 
number  102,302,  and  the  deficit  was 
£714  on  an  expenditure  of  £9,710. 
Then  we  come  to  another  class,  the 
provident  dispensaries  on  the  benefit 
society  system,  to  which  subscribers 
pay  both  in  health  and  sickness,  and 
which  afiPord  relief  to  the  whole  family. 
These  institutions  thrive  best  away  from 
the  hospitals,  and  are  principally  on  the 
outskirts  of  the  Metropolis.  In  these 
there  were  125,674  out-patients,  and 
income  and  expenditure  nearly  balanced 
each  other.  Then  I  come  to  the  great 
question  of  the  finances  of  these  insti- 
tutions. I  should  have  mentioned  that 
the  special  hospitals  have  a  surplus  of 
about  £90,000.  This  financial  question 
is  a  very  simple  matter,  though  it  is 
extremely  difficult  to  get  at  trustworthy 
figures.  In  1887  the  hospital  deficit 
amounted  to  £32,000,and  now  the  totalis 
about  £  1 00, 000.  But  in  dealing  with  these 
figures  it  might  occur  that  one  hospital 
might  have  been  so  lucky  as  to  receive 
a  very  large  legacy  of  £  1 00, 000.  That 
would  g^ve  an  average  surplus,  while 
only  one  of  the  hospitals  participated  in 
the  legacy.  I  will  g^ve  an  instance  of 
my  own  experience  in  hospital  finance. 
A  few  years  ago,  as  regularly  as  the 
quarter  came  round,  the  Chairman  of  a 
Hospital  Committee  with  which  I  am 
connected  used  to  make  a  motion  for  the 
withdrawal  of  £3,000  or  £4,000  of 
capital  for  the  payment  of  bills.  He 
was  making  the  usual  motion,  when  I 
remonstrated,  but  was  immediately 
answered  that  I  knew  nothing  of 
finance.  It  may  have  been  all  right, 
but  it  appeared  rather  startling.  The 
only  way  in  which  these  general 
hospitals  have  been  able  to  get  on  is  by 
the  legacies  which  from  time  to  time 
they  receive,  and  by  persistent  begging. 
There  is  no  systematic  statement  of 
accounts,  and  if  some  organized  method 
of  furnishing  a  statement  of  accounts 
were  to  be  adopted,  it  would  be  more 
satisfactory  for  the  staff  and  for  the  sub- 
scribers. Now,  my  Lords,  I  come  to 
another  subject  on  which  there  is  con- 
siderable diversity  of  opinion  among 
those  best  qualified  to  judge,  and  that  is 


the  outdoor  departments  of  the  hospitalB» 
of  which  the  dispensaries  are  reaUy  an 
extension  and  aevelopment.  In  1887 
the  outdoor  patients  were  more  than  one 
million  and  a  half,  and  the  number 
keeps  on  increasing.  These  patients 
often  have  an  almost  interminable  time 
to  wait,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that 
many  of  them  are  able  to  pay  for  attend- 
ance and  medicine.  This  is  very  hard 
on  the  small  local  practitioners  who  work 
hard  for  small  fees,  and  it  tends,  I  fear, 
to  the  pauperisation  of  a  very  large 
number  of  the  community.  Therefore, 
my  Lords,  I  should  like  to  put  it  to  the 
House  whether  there  is  not  here  a 
legitimate  cause  for  inquiry,  and 
whether  something  might  not  be  done 
to  check  this  pauperising  system  of  out- 
door relief,  so  that  those  in  absolute 
want  would  be  left  to  the  resources  of 
the  larger  institutions.  Now,  my 
Lords,  I  oome  to  the  Poor  Law  dispen- 
saries. There  are  44  Poor  Law  dispen- 
saries and  eight  hospitals  for  infectious 
diseases  in  the  Metropolis.  There  are 
27  Poor  Law  infirmaries,  which  before 
1867  were  of  a  very  inferior  character,  in 
which  the  diet  and  nursing  were  bad, and 
the  nurses  were  themselves  paupers.  But 
in  1867  an  Act  was  passed  which  pro- 
duced a  very  much  better  state  of  things, 
and  now  they  are  magnificent  State 
hospitals,  built  away  from  the  work- 
houses, in  which  every  modern  improve- 
ment is  to  be  found.  There  is  never 
any  want  of  first-rate  medical  appli- 
ances, there  is  an  enormous  amount 
of  air  and  space,  and  a  trained  staff. 
The  system  adopted  with  regard  to 
them  amounts  to  this :  an  individual, 
after  being  seen  by  the  relieving  officer, 
is  sent  to  the  infirmary.  That  is  in- 
telligible; but  there  is  no  security  as 
regards  the  distribution  of  medical 
relief.  I  will  just  take  a  case  which 
shows  the  system.  In  Marylebone 
alone,  with  a  population  of  155,000, 
there  were  in  1885 — one  Poor  Law 
infirmary  with  700  beds,  one  general 
hospital,  ten  special  hospitals,  four  free 
dispensaries,  one  provident  dispensary, 
two  Poor  Law  dispensaries,  and  one  or 
two  charities  for  gentlewomen.  I 
should  think  it  very  likely  that  a  great 
nnmberof  the  patients  came  from  adjoin- 
ing parishes,  while  the  people  in  Maryle<^ 
bone  went  to  St.  George's  and  other 
adjoining  parishes.  There  is  no  system 
at  present  by  which  we  can  deal  with 
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that.  Then  again,  take  Fulham,  which 
is  a  long  way  from  the  centre  of  the 
Metropolis.  With  a  population  in  1885 
of  152,600,  there  were  one  general 
hospital,  two  sick  clubs,  one  Poor  Law 
infirmary,  and  one  Poor  Law  dispensary. 
My  Lords,  1  have  some  experience  of 
Committees  of  your  Lordships'  House, 
haying  sat  for  two  Sessions  on  an 
inquiry  into  this  system.  I  do  not  think 
an  inquiry  into  these  medical  charities 
would  bo  such  a  difficult  matter.  If 
there  was  an  inquiry  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  your  Lordships'  House,  they 
would  have  the  advantage  of  the  evi- 
dence of  experts,  and  would  be  likely  to 
come  to  a  more  rapid  conclusion  than  if 
assisted  by  experts  in  a  Eoyal  Com- 
mission. I  would  ask  the  noble  Mar- 
quess and  the  noble  Viscount  to  con- 
sider the  matter,  and  if  they  agree 
that  there  should  be  some  inquiry,  I 
think  it  would  be  most  satisfactory.  I 
have  been  told  that  such  an  inquiry  is 
premature,  and  one  of  the  principal 
reasons  given  is  that  there  are  in  the 
air  several  schemes  for  the  improvement 
of  the  system,  one  of  which  is  linking 
the  provident  dispensaries  to  the  general 
hospitals;  another,  payment  in  hospi- 
tals ;  another,  payment  of  fees  according 
to  means;  another — suggested  by  the 
Lord  Mayor — that  of  collecting  Id. 
a  week  from  the  wages  of  people  in 
workshops.  These  various  schemes 
would,  I  think,  furnish  excellent  food 
for  reflection  if  the  inquiry  I  ask  for 
were  granted.  My  opinion  is  that  if 
we  are  to  wait  until  such  schemes  can 
be  put  in  practice  we  might  have  to  wait 
until  a  very  indefinite  period.  In  my 
opinion,  and  in  the  opinion  of  those  for 
whom  I  speak,  this  inquiry  ought  not 
to  be  delayed.  I  have  no  wish  to  bring 
forward  any  Motion  which  would  have 
the  ultimate  result  of  placing  these 
hospitals  on  the  rates,  though  I  have 
no  doubt  I  shall  be  told  that  is  the 
tendency  of  my  Motion  by  those  who  do 
not  take  the  trouble  to  read  my  remarks. 
I  think  it  would  be  a  great  pity  and  a 
great  slur  upon  this  Metropolis  if  we 
had  to  confess  that  these  hospitals 
were  failures,  because  we  could 
not  provide  adequate  means  to  sup- 
port them.  It  is  difficult  to  see  how 
matters  are  to  go  on  as  they  are  at 
present.  I  have  framed  this  Motion 
with  reference  only  to  the  hospitals  of 
the  Metropolis,  although  in  the  Provin- 
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cial  towns  there  is  a  very  general  opinion 
in  favour  of  a  similar  inquiry  with 
respect  to  their  hospitals.  I  may  also 
say  that  we  have  with  us  nearly  the 
whole  of  the  rising  medioal  profession. 
I  have  not  put  forward  any  remedy — ^it 
would  be  better  that  that  should  oome 
from  the  Committee  when  thej  have 
thoroughly  thrashed  out  the  subject; 
but  I  have  endeavoured  to  bring  sooh 
light  as  I  can  to  bear  on  the  oiroam- 
stances  in  the  hope  that  in  the  end  some 
system  may  be  evolved  from  the  exist- 
ing chaos.  My  Lords,  I  beg  to  make 
the  Motion  which  stands  in  my  name. 

Moved,  *^  That  the  prayer  of  the  said 
Petition  be  agreed  to." — {TAe  Lord 
Sandhurst.) 

♦The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  tkb 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  OaiNBBOoK) :  My 
Lords,  I  am  sure  your  Lordships  hare 
listened  with  great  interest  to  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord  on  a  subject  wmohis 
attracting  very  much  attention  at  present, 
and  which  has  attracted  great  attention 
in  times  past.  Nobody,  I  think,  will  be 
found  to  differ  from  the  opinion  of  my 
noble  Friend — that  if  we  oould  pro- 
vide some  central  organisation  for  the 
charities  of  this  Metropolis  or  of  the 
kingdom  we  should  be  doing  a  jgireat 
work  and  an  immense  deal  of  good. 
The  danger  is  lest,  if  we  were  to  impose 
an  inquiry,  the  flow  of  means  to  the 
institutions  might  not  be  in  some  oases 
checked.  When  you  are  dealing  with 
voluntary  subscriptions,  you  must  beware 
of  checking  them  by  such  a  step  as  my 
noble  Friend  has  suggested.  Hospitals 
generally  possess  a  fixed  income  from  en- 
dowments, and  there  are  a  great  namber 
of  them,  I  have  no  doubt,  oSsr  a 
proper  subject  of  inquiry;  but  it 
is  a  very  different  thing  when  we 
come  to  deal  with  charities  whioh  are 
receiving  aid  by  subscriptions  from 
day  to  day.  There  has  been,  no 
doubt,  an  unnecessary  multiplioation 
of  special  hospitals.  But  they  hATO 
been  set  up  and  are  conducted  by 
those  who  are  breaking  no  law  and 
infringing  no  rule  of  society,  and  who 
themselves  find  the  means  by  whioh  th^ 
are  carried  on.  That  seems  to  me  to  be 
the  great  difficulty  in  interfering  with 
them.  My  noble  Friend  has  referred 
to  what  occurred  with  regard  to  the 
Poor  Law  hospitals  in  1867.  PreTioas 
to  that  time  there  was  insuflioient 


X 


1557 


Zutejt 


{Jolt  39,  1889}  National  Sehoct. 


aaee,  insu£Bcient  nuTsing,  and  no  gooil 
sanitation,  I  can  speak  myself  to  baviiig 
Been  patients  in  soma  of  the  vorkhouaes 
lying  in  a  state  of  dreadful  illness  two  in 
abed.  But  there  was  a  strong  feeling  in 
the  matter,  and  with  the  agreement 
and  concert  of  alt  parties  a  Sill 
for  their  improvement  was  passed, 
vhich  is,  I  believe,  still  in  opera- 
tion with  respect  to  those  Poor  LatP 
hospitals.  With  regard  to  the  Uotion 
I  can  say,  on  the  part  of  the  Oabiaet, 
that  the  case  for  inquiry  will  be  con- 
sidered,  and  that  next  Session  I  may  b<> 
able  to  announce  to  my  noble  Friend 
vbat  course  the  OoTommeut  propose  to 
take.  I  can  assure  my  noble  Friend 
that  the  matter  will  receive  the  attention 
of  the  Otivemment,  and  I  hope  be  will 
be  satisfied  with  that 


The  Earl  or  KIMBEELEY :  My 
Lords,  I  merely  desire  to  say  a  few  words 
on  this  subject,  because  the  Committee 
on  which  I  sat  last  Session  expressed  a 
desire  that  the  Q-overnmeot  should  con- 
sider the  whole  matter  and  see  whether 
it  would  be  possible  to  institute  such  an 
inquiry.  I  entirely  agree  with  the  view 
expressed  by  the  noble  Viscount  with 
reeard  to  institutions  maintained  by 
ToTuntarysubscriptions;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  should  be  sorry  if  that  idea 
should  prevent  some  inquiry  into  the 
larger  hospitals.  An  attempt  has  been 
made  at  amalgamatioD,  but  it  baa  failed 
owing  to  the  jealousies  and  difBculties 
in  the  way.  Another  matter  which  has 
not  been  referred  to  by  my  noble  Friend 
is  the  present  condition  of  the  great 
inGrmaries  connected  with  the  various 
Boards  of  Guardians  in  the  Metropolis. 
These  Poor  Law  in6rmaries  have  be- 
come so  important,  and  are  so  exceed- 
ingly well-managed,  as  to  occupy  a  very 
great  place  in  the  treatment  of^the  sick. 
The  whole  subject  is  a  vtry  large  and 
complicated  one,  and  at  the  present  time 
I  can  only  say  that  I  am  glad  to  hear 
the  Qovernment  are  directing  their  at- 
tention to  it.  An  inquiry  into  the 
whole  subject  could  not  fail  to  result  in 
considerable  advantage  to  the  Metropolis 
and  to  the  public  at  large. 


The  eaid  Petition  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  Table. 
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FREE  SEATS  IN  GOURCHES. 
*The  Earl  of  SELBOBNE,  in  rising 
to  move— 

"For  Belnnia  of  the  7,703  old  psridk 
ohuTches,  and  Che  1,711  nsw  pmsh  or  district 
charches,  and  the  75i  churches  in  which  lit- 
tin^  ars  held  by  faculty,  refeired  to  ia  the 
Report  of  thn  Select  Committoe  on  the  Paridt 
Chnrchei  Bill,  1886,  as  having  no  pews  or  sit- 
tings rented;  with  the  answers  received  to  ^ 
questions  of  the  Committee," 
said  :  My  Lords,  from  information  whieh 
I  have  received  I  have  been  led  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  would  bo  desirable  to 
have  those  Betums  in  order  that  there 
may  be  a  more  accurate  knowledge 
upon  the  subject.  If  these  Betums  were 
granted  I  think  they  would  be  useful 
both  to  those  who  desire  to  see  all  seats 
free  and  open  and  to  those  who  are 
willing  that  assignments  of  seats 
temporarily  made  by  churchwardens 
reasonable  manner  should  not  be 
disturbed.  I  beg,  therefore,  to  move 
for  these  Returns.  I  have  agreed  that 
they  should  contain  only  such  answers 
to  the  questions  of  the  Cismmittee  as  are 
material,  by  way  of  supplement  to  those 
already  made  public. 

Earl  BEOWNLOW  :  My  Lords,  I 
need  only  say  that  Her  Majesty's  00- 
remment  have  no  objection  to  granting 
the  Returns  asked  for  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl. 
Motion  agreed  to. 

"Retunia  of  the  7,703  oil  parish  chorohM, 
:md  the  1,711  new  parish  or  diitrict  churchea, 
imd  the  751  chnrchea  in  which  sittings  an 
held  hy  faculty,  referred  to  io  the  Report  of 
the  Select  Committee  on  the  Parish  Churchw 
Bill,  1886,  u  ha'ing  no  pews  or  sittinn 
leutied ;  with  the  answers  received  to  tne 
'luastions  of  the  Committee  "  :  Ordered  to  be  laid 
before  the  House.— (TAf  S<^rl  o/Stltornt.) 

LUTON  NATIONAL  SCHOOL. 
*£arl  BEAUOHAMF  :  Hy  Lords,  in 
calling  attention  to  the  correspondeuoe 
between  the  managers  of  the  LntoB 
National  School  and  the  Education  De- 
parttnent,  and  moving  for  further 
Papers,  I  shall  have  to  detain  the  House 
but  a  very  few  minutes.  I  desire,  first, 
to  call  your  Lordships'  attention  to  the 
Papers  which  were  circulated  last  week. 
It  IS  not  my  fault  that  the  Papers  wan 
your  Lordships'  hands  at  an 
earlier  date.  The  order  was  given  by 
this  House  some  weeks  ago,  but  I7 
some  mistake  they  have  been  delayea. 
I  need  not  porsue  that  subject  forum. 
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I  do  not  intend  to  call  attention  to  any 
local  circumstances  connected  with  the 
Luton  National  School,  but  to  invite 
the  attention  of  the  Qovernment  to 
certain  passages  in  the  reply  of  the 
Education  Department  to  the  managers 
of  that  school.  What  I  wish  to  know 
is  where  we  stand  with  reference  to  that 
answer?  The  New  Code  of  Education, 
brought  in  at  the  beginning  of  this  year, 
has  introduced  several  modifications 
which  have  created  great  alarm  through- 
out the  country ;  but  I  will  not 
trace  the  history  of  that  New  Code,  or 
go  into  details,  as  I  understand  that 
it  has  now  been  abandoned.  Your 
Lordships  will  remember  that  at  first 
there  was  a  determination  to  press  the 
New  Code  at  all  hazards ;  afterwards 
there  was  a  proposal  that  it  should  run 
concurrently  with  the  old ;  and  at  last 
we  arrived  at  another  stage  when,  as  I 
understand,  the  New  Code  has  been 
withdrawn  altogether,  which,  it  seems  to 
me,wa8the  only  satisfactory  mode  of  deal- 
ing with  that  very  unhappy  series  of  re- 
gulations. My  Lords,  the  sentence  to 
which  I  wish  to  call  attention  is  in  the 
reply  of  the  Education  Department 
to  the  School  Managers  of  Luton, 
dated  17th  of  June  last,  in  which  they 
say  they  consider  that  for  the  purpose 
of  determining  whether  the  applications 
of  School  Boards  for  loans  under 
section  10  of  the  Act  of  1873  should  be 
granted  the  existing  accommodation 
lor  older  children  would  not  be  taken 
at  eight  square  feet  per  child.  That, 
my  Lords,  is  a  most  significant  attitude 
to  be  taken  up  by  the  Department.  If  I 
am  told  that  was  written  under  the  belief 
that  the  New  Code  which  was  laid 
before  the  House  was  to  become 
law,  then  I  can  understand  the  situa- 
tion. I  understand,  however,  that  it 
has  nothing  to  do  with  the  New  Code, 
but  has  reference  to  conditions  which 
existed  before  the  New  Code  came  before 
us.  The  distinction  between  the  two 
classes  of  schools  is  clear.  Where  the 
school  is  erected  by  loan  as  sanctioned  by 
the  Department  the  accommodation  is  cal- 
culated at  the  rate  of  10  square  feet ;  but 
in  voluntary  schools  the  calculation  has 
always  been  made  at  eight  square  feet. 
Many  of  the  voluntary  schools  have 
been  in  existence  for  a  long  time,  and 
they  have  all  been  sanctioned  by  Parlia- 
ment. In  some  cases  where  the  mana- 
gers were  desirous  of  providing  more  ac- 
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commodation  per  child  than  eight  square 
feet,  they  have  been  restricted  by  the 
Department  to  that  amount  of  accom- 
modation, and  therefore  the  managers 
in  many  cases  are  not  by  any  means 
responsible  for  the  aooommodaticKi 
which  now  exists.  They  have  in  some 
cases  been  hampered  by  the  Department 
in  providing  accommodation  at  the  rate 
laid  down  as  the  minimum.  In  1871 
the  Education  Department  had  deter- 
mined that  the  accommodation  for  older 
children  in  schools  must  not  be  leas 
than  eight  square  feet  per  child,  and  that 
in  Board  Schools  the  space  was  to  be 
1 0  feet.  My  Lords,  the  importance  of 
this  question  is  very  gjeat  indeed.  I 
will  not  trouble  your  Lordships  with 
calculations ;  but  in  a  paper  prepared  in 
Manchester  with  reference  to  tiie  New 
Code,  Article  5,  to  which  I  may  refer,  it 
is  stated  the  effect  would  be  at  once 
to  reduce  by  one -fifth  the  present  capa- 
city of  the  existing  schools,  which 
would  entail  a  large  outlay  in  the  case 
of  voluntary  schaols,  or  a  diminished 
average  attendance  and  a  diminished 
Grant.  The  question  of  the  applica- 
tion of  this  principle  resolves  itself 
into  two  heads,  one  as  regards  the 
school  itself  and  its  efficiency,  the 
other  as  regards  the  amount  of  provi- 
sion in  a  given  area.  Your  Lordships 
will  see  that  when  you  are  dealing  with 
large  masses  of  population  it  makes  the 
greatest  possible  difference  whether  10 
or  eight  square  feet  per  child  is  to  be  the 
rule  as  regards  the  voluntary  schools ; 
and  from  the  reply  of  the  Department 
to  the  managers  of  the  Luton  Ifational 
School  it  seems  to  be  the  intention  of 
the  Department  to  make  the  area  re- 
quired in  voluntary  schools  10  feet  in- 
stead of  8  per  child.  This  change 
would  lessen  by  one-fifth  the  number  of 
places  supposed  to  be  existing  in  yolun- 
tary  schools,  and  if  this  basis  of  calon- 
lation  were  insisted  upon  it  would 
lessen  the  number  of  seats  in  voluntazy 
schools  in  London  alone  by  60,000. 
Having  up  to  this  time  calculated 
on  the  basis  of  eight  square  feet  per 
child,  it  is  now  proposed  to  make  use 
of  another  calculation  which  will 
deprive  voluntary  schools  of  one- 
fifth  of  their  estimated  accommodatioii. 
My  Lords,  I  should  like  to  be  fidly 
informed  what  are  the  intentions  of  the 
Department  on  this  head.  In  the Bpyd 
Commission  on  Education  the  Beoretaij 
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of  the  Department  was  asked  a  question 
on  this  point,  and  he  said — "I  think 
the  table  is  prepared  on  the  basis  of 
eight  square  feet."  Now  that  is  an  im- 
portant table.  It  gives  the  number  of 
schools,  and  the  number  of  scholars 
provided  for  from  1839  to  1882.  The 
interests  at  stake  in  this  matter  are 
very  great  indeed,  and  I  do  not 
think  the  Department  ought  to  make 
a  change  of  this  magnitude  without 
calling  the  attention  of  the  public  to 
the  matter.  The  principle  is  laid  down 
yery  distinctly  as  regards  Luton  that 
the  existing  accommodation  for  older 
children  should  not  be  based  upon  a  cal- 
culation of  eight  square  feet,  but  of  10 
square  feet.  That  refers  to  the  volun- 
tary schools  at  Luton.  If  it  be  right  to 
make  the  change  let  it  be  made ;  out  I 
do  not  think  it  is  right  for  the  Depart- 
ment to  impose  that  change  upon  the 
country,  and  I  call  your  Lordships' 
attention  to  the  subject  in  order  that 
further  light  may  be  thrown  upon  it, 
seeing  that  the  regulations  of  the  De- 
partment would  sweep  away  one-fifth 
of  the  accommodation.  It  is  most  un- 
desirable, I  think,  that  the  Department 
should  act  in  this  legislative  manner. 
Of  course,  matters  of  detail  arise  re- 
quiring to  be  dealt  with  from  day  to 
day;  but  the  Department  should  not  make 
so  serious  a  change  affecting  such  large 
interests,  and  sweeping  away  so  large 
a  portion  of  the  accommodation  in  the 
voluntary  schools,  without  further  light 
being  thrown  upon  the  matter. 

Moved,  ''That  there  be  laid  before 
this  House  further  Papers  respecting 
the  Luton  National  School  and  the 
Education  Department." — {ITa  Earl 
Beauchamp,) 

♦Viscount  CRANBEOOK  :  My  noble 
Priend,  when  he  first  brought  this 
matter  forward,  asked  for  the  Papers 
which  he  thought  were  sufficient  for  his 
purpose.  I  requested  him  to  come  and 
see  all  the  Papers  that  he  might  move 
for  what  he  thought  best.  He  declined 
that  offer,  and  now  moves  for  additional 
ones.  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  show  what 
these  Papers  contain,  and  what  has  really 
been  the  course  adopted  with  regard  to 
this  transaction.  My  noble  Friend  is 
quite  mistaken  in  supposing  that  some- 
thing new  has  been  undertaken.  The 
practice  which  has  existed  ever  since 


Mr.  Forster's  time  in  1871  has  not  been 
departed  from,  and  where  a  School 
Board  asks  for  a  loan  it  is  only  gpiyen 
on  the  condition  that  each  school  place 
should  have  an  area  of  10  square  feet, 
that  it  shall  so  use  its  desks  and  seats 
as  to  make  that  accommodation  good. 
That  has  been  done  for  a  long  period 

East.  In  fact  at  Nottingham  it 
egan  so  long  ago  as  1871.  But 
this  scale  does  not  interfere  with 
voluntary  schools.  The  voluntary 
iBchools  are  left  in  the  condition  in  which 
they  are.  They  are  able  to  take  in 
the  number  which  they  can  accom- 
modate under  the  existing  system; 
but  the  calculation  as  to  the 
future  wants  of  a  district  is 
made  upon  the  10  square  feet  basis  on 
which  the  Board  Schools  are  built.  But 
my  noble  Friend  has  said  this  is  some- 
thing quite  new  and  opposed  to  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Hoyal  Oommis- 
sion.  The  Koyal  Commission  approved 
of  the  rule  now  in  operation,  which,  is  a 
rule  under  the  old  Code;  and  action 
under  this  rule  was  taken  in  the  Luton 
case.  I  need  not  go  through  the  figures, 
but  it  appears  there  is  a  deficiency  of  615 
school  places  for  older  scholars,  and  the 
loan  has  been  made  for  410.  That  is  to 
say,  allowance  is  made  for  those  who 
are  not  likely  to  make  a  full  attendance, 
and  therefore  you  allow  for  two-thirds 
instead  of  the  whole.  By  that  means 
you  get  sufficient  without  imposing  too 
great  a  tax  upon  the  rates.  My  noble 
Friend  supposes  this  will  interfere 
very  largely  with  the  denominational 
schools. 

♦Earl  BEAUCHAMP:  No,  I  do 
not  raise  that. 

♦Viscount  CEANBROOK  :  If  my 
noble  Friend  does  not  raise  it,  I  do  not 
want  to  go  into  it.  But  my  noble 
Friend  seems  to  suppose  there  is  some 
stringent  rule  going  to  be  imposed  which 
will  affect  the  voluntary  schools  built 
upon  another  scale ;  and  I  agree  with 
him  that  it  would  be  unfair  and  unjust 
to  come  down  upon  voluntary  schools 
and  call  upon  them  to  enlarge  their 
limits  to  the  10  feet  scale,  which, 
educationally,  my  noble  Friend  has  put 
his  hand  upon  in  the  recommendations 
of  the  Hoyal  Commission  as  an  appro- 
priate scale,  and  as  one  which  is  muoh. 
more  fitting  for  the  purpose  than  ttU 
eight  feet  Male.    But,  as  I  have 


1567 


CrivM  in 


{COMMONS  I 


th$  MeirepoUi. 


1668 


tmless  the  contrary  intention  appears,  be  mea- 
sured in  a  straight  line  on  a  horizontal  plane. 

I  must  take  leave  to  say  that  I  think 
the  objects  of  this  Bill  have  been  a  little 
misunderstood.  Its  object  is  simply  to 
provide  an  explanation  of  the  meaning  of 
certain  words  which  might  not  be  clearly 
understood — that  people  may  have  in 
this  Bill  something  in  fact  like  a  dic- 
tionary before  them,  which  will  explain 
the  precise  meaning  that  in  law  should 
be  attached  to  certain  words.  Simply 
the  object  is  to  give  the  public  a 
dictionary  which  will  enable  them  to 
understand  the  language  used  in 
statutes.  At  present  they  do  not  in 
many  cases  understand  the  meaning  to 
be  attached  to  it.  My  Lords,  I  think  it 
would  be  well  that  there  should  be  some 
rule,  and  that  the  Courts  should  recog- 
nise that  rule  as  enacted  by  a  general 
statute,  unless  the  contrary  intention 
should  appear. 

Moved,  ''That  the  proposed  new 
Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill." — {The 
Lard  Advocate,^ 

LoedTHEING:  My  Lords,  nobody 
will  admit  more  readily  than  myself  the 
necessity  for  something  of  this  kind. 
During  my  tenure  of  office  I  often  had 
to  consider  what  was  the  meaning  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament,  and  the  labour  and 
trouble  involved  by  uncertainty  brought 

frominently  before  me  that  necessity, 
t  is  extremely  difficult  to  make  every- 
body concerned  in  the  drawing  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament  cognisant  of  the  par- 
ticular meaning  of  particular  phrases 
and  in  respect  of  certain  terms;  for 
instance  the  trouble  involved  with  re- 
gard to  the  terms  "county"  and  "city" 
is  untold.  I  would  put  this  cose  to  your 
Lordships  :  a  Clerk  of  the  Peace  in  a 
county  vvants  to  consult  a  particular  Act 
which  refers  to  the  service  of  notices 
within  a  certain  number  of  days.  How 
are  the  days  to  be  computed  ?  Turning 
to  this  Act,  what  does  it  say  ? — 

*<  If  by  the  Act  any  act  or  proceeding  is  directed 
or  allowed  to  be  done  or  taken  within  any  time 
not  exceeding  seven  days," 

non- working  days  shall  not  be  reckoned. 
Now  that  clause  applies  only  where  the 
notice  is  to  be  served  within  seven  days. 
Then  you  have  the  fact  that  there  is  not 
the  slightest  indication  in  the  Act  itself 
that  this  Act  is  referred  to,  and  unless 
a  man  knows  it  by  intuition,  he  would 
have  no  means  of  guidance  to  this  Act. 

The  Lord  Chaneelbr 


That  might  be  provided  for  by  the 
addition  of  a  formal  clause.  I  maintain» 
my  Lords,  with  the  g^atest  posflible 
confidence,  that  the  addition  every 
now  and  then  of  a  formal  olaiue 
would  be  a  much  less  serious  matter 
than  the  fact  that  all  over  the 
country  people  are  constantly  making 
mistakes  for  want  of  something  of  the 
kind.  Another  difficulty  would  axiae 
where  the  place  at  which  a  notioe  had 
to  be  served  was  within  15  miles,  and 
where  the  notice  had  to  be  served  by 
post. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  :  I 
should  like  to  say  one  word  upon  the 
last  observation  of  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend.  Unless  you  are  to  displace 
two  decisions  of  the  Queen's  Bench 
which  have  never,  as  far  as  I  know,  been 
shaken,  when  you  speak  of  distakoe  it 
must  be  measured  in  a  straight  line. 
The  value  which  I  attach  to  this  and  to 
the  other  Amendment  is  that  there 
should  be  a  rule  of  law  by  statute,  and 
then  the  question  will  simply  be  what 
is  the  construction  to  be  placed  upon 
this  Act. 

Lord  HEBSCHELL  :  My  Lords,  the 
question  would  be,  what  is  the  oom- 
monly-understood  meaning  of  a  term 
used.  It  is  easy  to  say  it  shall  mean 
so-and-so  unless  the  contrary  is  ex- 
pressed, but  if  you  are  to  understand 
it,  a  plain  interpretation  of  it  should  be 
given. 

The  further  debate  of  the  said  Amend- 
ment was  put  off  to  Thursday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  Seven  o'dook* 
till  to-morrow,  a  qoarter  past 

Ten  o'otodk. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  29th  July,  1889. 


Q  UESTIOirS. 

CRIME  IN  THE  METBOPOIilS. 

Me.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (SheffleUL 
Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Seoretazy  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  if  hk 
attention  has  been  directed  to  that 
passage  in  the  Beport  of  the  Oonunia- 
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aionor  of  Police  of  the  Metropolis,  juflt 
preieated  to  Pdrliament,  tn  vhloh  lie 
says: — 

"  Crima  dunag;  Ihs  year  ha!  ahoirn  a  decided 
teDileDCf  to  increue.  This  fact  may  be 
Accounted  for  to  a  certain  extent  \tj  oircnm- 
atuice«  which  nffected  the  adminiatTACioa  of  the 
force  in  a  peculiar  manner  at  different  periodi 
of  the  year,  llie  a^tation  which  centred  in 
Trafalgar  Square,  and  the  murdera  in  White- 
-chapel,  necessitated  the  concontration,  in  par- 
ticidar  localitiea,  of  large  bodies  of  police,  and 
auch  an  iacrBase  of  force  in  one  qqarter  of  the 
Metropolis,  it  must  be  remembered,  ia  only  pro- 
curable by  diminishing  the  number  of  men 
ordinarily  employed  in  other  diTisioal.  In  the 
present  state  of  the  force,  increase  of  protection 
in  the  East  End  means  diminished  numbers  oF 
police  in  other  quarters,  and  so  long  as  the 
available  force  ia  hardly  sufficient,  as  it  is  just 
now,  for  the  performance  of  the  ordinary  and 
every  day  duties  of  the  police,  any  additional 
drain  on  ita  resources  leads  Co  diminished  pro- 
tection against,  and   cansaquent   increase   of, 

and,  if,  in  view  of  this  state  of  affaire, 
he  vill  re-coDsider  the  suggestion 
recently  made  for  the  formation  of  a 
stroDg  reserre,  to  reinforce  when  neces- 
sary the  police  of  a  particular  district, 
without  putting  an  excessire  straia  on 
the  ofGcers  and  men  of  the  force  or 
denuding  other  diatriots  of  that  reason- 
able protection  for  persons  and  tor 
property  to  which  every  locality  is 
entitled  at  all  times  to  expect ;  or,  fail- 
ing this,  what  other  steps  he  proposes 
to  take  to  deal  with  what  the  Commis- 
sioner describes  as— 

"  The  fnct  that  the  force  is  overworked,  and> 
under  such  circumatAnces,  onme  cannot  be  met 
or  coped  with  in  a  satisfactory    and    efficient 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THR  SOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Mattuewb,  Birmingham,  E.)  :  The 
suggestion  of  a  reaerre  to  reinforce 
the  police  of  a  particular  district  is  one 
which  I  dealt  with  iu  answering  aquea- 
tion  ol  my  bon.  Friend's  on  June  25 
last,  and  I  have  nothing  to  add  to  the 
answer  then  given.  I  have  for  some 
time  endeavoured  to  increase  the 
efficiency  of  the  existing  police  force  by 
a  better  distribution  of  It,  by  augment- 
ing the  number  of  superior  officers,  by 
improvedmeana  of  telegraphic  communi- 
cation, and  by  arrangements  which 
enable  portions  of  the  force  to  be 
rapidly  moved  to  any  point  required. 
I  regret  that  the  available  fund  does  not 
admit  of  any  reiy  oonaiderable  increase 
in  the  numbers  of  the  force;  bat  I  am 
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endeavouring,  in  consultation  with  the 
Commiaaioner,  to  devise  means  of  satis- 
fying the  immediate  necessities  of  the 
Metropolis. 

Ma.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbttry.  E.): 
Does  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  contem- 
plate any  increase  in  the  charge  to  the 
ratepayers  of  London  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  No  present  in- 
crease in  the  charge  to  the  ratepayers. 

THE  CAVAN  MILITIA. 

Mb,  BIQGAR  (Cavan,  W.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  complainta  have  reached  bim 
that  the  officers  of  the  4th  Battalion 
Royal  Iriah  Fusiliers  (Cavan  Militia) 
conducted  themaelvea  the  last  night  of 
the  training  in  a  most  disorderly  man- 
ner; and  whether  Colonel  Deaae  has 
reported  the  same  to  the  Authorities; 
and,  if  not,  why  has  he  so  neglected  his 
duty? 

Thk  financial  secretary  pob 
WAR(Mr.  Bbodricx,  Surrey,  Guildford): 
The  General  Officer  commanding;  in  Lre- 
land  states  that  he  has  received  no  re- 
port of  any  auoh  irregularities.  The 
Officer  commanding  the  battalion  has 
been  directed  to  report  to  the  Adjutant 
General,  hut  no  communication  has  yet 
been  received  from  him. 

IRISH  SCHOOL  TEACHERS. 
Mb.  macartney  (Antrim,  8.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Solicitor  General  for 
IrMand  whether  he  can  give  the  names 
of  the  teachers  mentioned  in  the  Dane- 
gal  Industrial  Fund  Report,  page  2, 
paragraphs  4  and  12,  as  having  taught 
in  the  villages  and  districts  of  Inrer, 
Mount  Charlea,  Donegal,  and  Barnes 
More ;  the  periods  during  which  they 
taught  in  these  villages  and  districts 
respectively;  the  names  of  the  pupils 
who  attended  in  these  villages  and  dis- 
tricts reapeotively ;  and  whether  Miss 
Boyle  continued  to  teach  daring  the 
whole  of  last  winter  ssssion ;  and,  if 
not,  when  did  she  cease  to  do  so  ? 
?TirB  80LICIT0E  GENERAL  roa 
IBI^LAND  (Mr.  Maddeit,  Dublin 
University) :  There  are  no  official 
records  giving  the  information  sought 
in  this  queation.  But  Mrs.  Ernest 
Hart  has  been  good  enough  to  furnish 
the  following  observations  : — 

"  At  Invei  and  Uonct  Charles  the  t«aoh«K 
was  Ur.  F.  B.  Flatehar,  certifloated  teacher  o^ 
die  City  and  Qnilds  Institnta  in  Wssring  si*^- 
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elucidation    of    the    facts    if    I     gave  I 
such  orders  as  my  hon.  Friend  suggests. 

LUNACY    LAWS— CASE    OF   MR.    J.    E. 

MIERS. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  CORBET  (Wick- 
low,  E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  case  of  Mr.  J.  E.  Miers,  who  has 
been  placed,  as  an  alleged  lunatic,  under 
the  care  of  a  doctor  at  Marazion,  Corn- 
wall, as  a  sinurle  patient  in  an  unlicensed 
house ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr. 
Miers  has  complained  of  his  treatment 
in  this  establishment ;  and,  whether  he 
will  inquire  if  the  Lunacy  Acts  have 
been  fully  observed  in  the  case,  espe- 
cially the  16  and  17  Vio.  c.  96,  e.  14  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  am  informed 
by  the  Commissioners  in  Lunacy  that 
they  are  fully  acquainted  with  the  case 
of  ifr.  J.  E.  Miers,  who  was  visited  by 
one  of  them  at  Marazion  on  April  30th. 
The  YiHirinfi;  Commissioner  was  satisfied 
that  Mr.  Miers,  whose  detention  by  the 
medical  gentlemen  in  charge  of  him  is 
perfectly  regular,  was  insane.  Mr. 
Miers  did  not,  on  the  occasion  of  the 
above  vi^it,  complain  of  his  treatment, 
nor  has  he  complained  of  it  by  letter  to 
the  Comminsioners.  Complaints  were 
made  by  a  resident  in  Marazion  i^ith 
whom  Mr.  Miers  is  acquainted  of  the 
use  of  rough  language  by  Mr  Miers's 
attendant.  Mr.  Miers  had,  however, 
expressed  himself  to  the  Visiting  Com- 
missioner as  satisfied  with  his  attendant. 
The  provisions  of  the  Lunacy  Acts  have 
been  fully  observed  in  this  case. 

THE    WHITECHAPEL     OUTRAGES. 

Mr.  BEAUFOY  (Lambeth,  Ken- 
nington) :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  the  fa<'t  that  a  man  was  charged  at 
Leman  Street  Police  Station,  on  Friday, 
19th  July,  with  having  assaulted  a 
woman  by  dragging  her  to  the  ground 
by  her  hair  and  stabbing  or  attempting 
to  stab  her  with  a  knife,  but  was  subse- 
quently discharged  without  any  effort 
having  been  made  to  find  the  woman ; 
and,  whether,  in  consideration  of  the 
ezci  temen  t  and  ala  rm  caused  by  these  out- 
rages on  women  in  Whitechapel,  he  will 
give  instructions  that  all  persons  so 
charged  shall  be  detained  until  full 
inquiry  has  been  made  ? 


Mr.  MATTHEWS:  Yes,  Sir;  my 
attention  has  been  called  to  this  case, 
which  was  an  attempt  by  a  woman  to 
rob  a  sailor  who  had  been  drinking. 
The  ca<^e  does  not  belong  to  the  category 
of  outrages  on  women  such  as  have' 
taken  place  in  Whitechapel,  but  was 
nothing  but  a  stupid  threat  on  the  part 
of  a  drunken  man.  There  is  no  occa* 
sion  for  me  to  give  further  instructions 
to  the  police.  They  do  detain  persons  ' 
against  whom  charges  are  made  until 
full  inquiry  has  taken  place. 

INFANTRY    QUARTERMASTERS. 

Sir  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Stafford-  • 
shire,  Lichfield) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  Quartermasters 
who  were  fortunate  enough  to  obtain 
appointments  in  the  Pay  Department,  as 
well  as  those  in  the  Ordnance  and  Com- 
missariat Department,  are  entitled  to 
count  full  rank  service  up  to  10  years, 
he  will  consider  the  desirability  of  ex- 
tending that  privilege  to  Infantry  Quar- 
termasters promoted  before  1st  July, 
1881 ;  and,  whether  he  is  aware  that,  if 
that  change  were  brought  about,  only 
17  Quartermasters  would  be  affected, 
and  consequently  the  existing  grievance 
could  be  redressed  at  a  trifling  cost  ? 
*Mb.  BRODiaOK :  The  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  position  of  Quartermasters 
has  recently  been  considered  with  great 
care,  and  important  concessions  made  to 
them  ;  and,  under  the  circumstances,  the 
Secretary  of  State  is  not  prepared  to  re- 
open the  subject. 

INCREASE  OF  INSANITY. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  CORBET:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  if  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  continued  increase  of 
insanity  as  shown  in  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  in  Lunacy  just  pre- 
sented ;  whether  he  has  observed  that 
the  increase  for  the  past  year  is  1,G97, 
the  average  annual  increase  for  the  pre- 
ceding 30  years  being  1,547;  whether 
the  following  passage  in  the  Report  has 
been  brought  under  his  notice : 

"  It  is  to  be  feared  that  there  are  still  many 
insane  penons  in  illegal  charge  who,  if  certi- 
fied and  brought  under  offieial  cognizance, 
would  have  swelled  the  number  of  private 
patients  ;*' 

whether  he  will  consider  if  any  meax^^ 
can  be  devised  to  arrest  the  spread  ^^ 
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the  disease ;  and  what  steps   will    be 
taken  to  6nd  out  where  the    persons, 
supposed  by  the  Lunacy  Oom mission ers 
to  be  illegally  confined,  are  detained? 
Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  am  informed 


any  street  or  within  €0  feet  of  the  centre 
of  a  public  road;  and  whether,  eon- 
sideriug  the  information  sworn  by  Mrs. 
Mary  Gorman,  the  mother  of  the  g;irl, 
and  the  promise  made  by  the  District 


by  the  Commissioners  in  Lunacy  that  in  Inspector    of    Constabulary    that    the 

their  opinion  the  annual  increase  in  the  matter  would  be  attended  to,  he    will 

number  of   registered  lunatics,  idiots,  state  why  the  police  have  taken  no  steps 

and  persons  of  unsound  mina,  as  shown  against  White  for  the   commission  of 

iu  t'lie  Returns,  appears  to  be  mainly  this  offence  ? 

due    to  the    accumulation    of  chronic       Mb.  MADDEN:  The  hon.  Member 

pauper  cases.  It  has  not  been  established  appears  to  be  under  a  misapprehension, 

that  there  is  any  material  annual  increase  Mr.  White  is  not  a  bailiff;  but  a  farmer 

of  fresh  cases  of  insanity  out  of  propor-  holding  upwards  of  60  acres  of    land. 

tion  to  the  increase  of  population.  With  xhe  offence   is  punishable,  as    stated, 

regard  to  cases  of  illegal  detention,  it  is  upon  conviction.    The  District  Inspector 

the  practice    of  the  Commissioners  to  ^{^  report  the  matter  to  the  DiTisional 

investigate  all  clues,  and  t)  take  pro-  Commissioner,  who  caused  inquiries  to 

ceedings  against  persons  found   to  be  ^e  instituted,  and  found  that,  although 

infringing  the  law.     Prosecutions  have  Mr.  White  had  acted  improperly  in  dis- 

usually  been  followed  by  the  discovery  charging  the  revolver  on  the  public  road, 

of  fresh  cases  previously  unreported.  he  had  not  done  so  with  the  object  of 

frightening  the    children,  nor  does  he 

NATIONAL  EDUCATION  IN  IRELAND,  appear  to  have   had  the  intention   of 

Mr  M'CAHTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  beg  committing  any  offence.    The  Divisional 

to  ask  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  Commissioner  decided  that  it  was  not  a 

whether  the  subscriptions  paid  by  pupils  case  for  the  police  to  prosecute, 
towards  National  Education  in  Ireland       Mb     ROWNTBEE    (Scarborongh)  : 

are  less  per  cent  of  average  attendance  May  I  ask  whether  it  is  true  that  in  this 

in  County  Antrim  than  in  any  other  case  the  Magistrates  before  whom  the 

county  in  Ireland  ;  and  whether  he  will  information   was  laid  bound  over  the 

state  the  number  of  model  schools  in  woman  to  appear  and  gpive    evidence 

County  Antrim,  and  if  there  is  a  larger  under  a  penalty  of  £20  ? 

''"mp^'  m A"i^n?M  "^''tk^ ^    p        •  M^-  MADDEN :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 

.£:.  n?S?r  J  %-°''°'°''';  ^«'  ^^^^^'^^  ^^^"^^^   information,    he 

sioners  of    National  Education  report  i,«j  v«r«.^«  ^^^  «^f;«« 

that  it  is  not  the  case  that  the  -  school  ^^^  ^^"^'  ^^^  ''''*'^^- 

pence,"  which  is  the  designation  of  the       AUSTRALIA— NATUBALISATION  OF 

money   paid    by    pupils    in    National  FOREIGNERS. 

schools,    is   less    in    the    county    Antrim  ,,       TT^icr'Kr'nry^^  ttxi  a  mrkxr  /i-i       * 

than  in  any  other  county  in  Ireland.  On  ^  ^^-  ^P^*^^i?.PT^^P^i??S*^ 

the  contrary,  the  amount  per  head  in  ^"g:);  Ibeg  to  ask  the  Under Seoetoy 

average  daily  attendance  is,  with  one  of  State  for  the  Colonies  or  the  Under 

exception,  higher  in  the  county  Antrim  ^"^^tt^^l?^  ?,***f.  ^^r  Foreign  Affair^ 

than  in  any  other  county  in  Ireland,  whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 

There  are  four    model  schools  in  the  ^  ""  statement  made  by  the  Attorney 

county  Antrim.     There  is  not  a  larger  general  of  South  Australia,  to  the  effect 

number  in  any  other  county.  that  naturalisation  of  foreignera  in  any 

of  the  Australian  Colonies  confers  no 

IRELAND  -DISCHARGING  FIREARMS  "g^^s  l>eyond  the  limits  of  the  particu- 

TM  A  HTm?T?T  ^"  colouy  lu  which  Icttcrs  of  natorali- 

IN  A  » I  Kii.li.  1 .  g^^j^^  ^^^  granted ;  and  whether  it  is  a 

Mr.  M  CAETAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  fact  that  a  German  or  other  foreigner 

Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  with  refer-  who  has  become  naturalised  in  Sooth 

ence  to  the  case  of  John  White,  the  Australia  must,   in  the    event   of   hia 

bailiff  who  fired  off  a  revolver  in  the  removal  to  the  United  Kingdom  or  to 

direction  of  the  girl,  Ellen  Gorman,  on  any  of  the  other  Australian  Oolonie% 

the  public  road  at  Woodford,  whether  take  out  fresh  letters  of  nataralisation 

it  is  an  offence  punishable  by  fine  or  if  he  desires  to  remain  a  Britiah  rab* 

imprisonment  to  discharge  firearms  in  ject? 

Ur.  WtUiam  Corbet 
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Thk  under  SEOEETART  of 
STATE  FOE  THE  COLONIES  (Baron 
H.  de  WoBics,  Liverpool,  EastToxteth) : 
I  have  not  seen  the  statement  referred  to, 
bnt  it  appears  to  be  a  correct  statement 
of  tlie  law.  A  foreigner  who  is 
naturalised  in  a  British  Colony  must,  as 
I  understand,  if  he  removes  to  another 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Dominions  procure 
xresh  letters  of  naturalisation  m  that 
part  in  order  to  obtain  the  rights  of  a 
British  subject  there. 

WEST  INDIA  MAILS. 

Mb.  PROVAND  (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars,  &c.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  if  the  Government 
has  at  present  under  consideration  any 
new  contract  for  the  conveyance  of  the 
West  India  mails ;  and,  if  so,  in  what 
newspapers  and  on  what  dates  did  the 
Gt)vemment  advertise  for  tenders,  and 
will  this  House  have  an  opportunity  of 
considering  the  terms  of  the  proposed 
contract  before  it  is  agreed  to  ? 

The  postmaster  general  (Mr. 
Raikss,  University  of  Cambridge) :  The 
reply  to  the  first  part  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's question  is,  Yes.  Tenders  were 
advertised  for  in  three  consecutive  issues 
beginninsr  on  the  16th  of  October,  1888, 
of  the  Times,  Daily  Newe^  Standard, 
Shipping  Gatette,  Contract  Journal,  Liver- 
pool Daily  Courier,  Scotsman,  Olaeyow 
Herald,  Oreenock  Herald,  Southampton 
Times,  and  LiverpoolJournal  of  Commerce, 
Any  contract  made  for  a  term  of  years 
upon  the  basis  of  a  tender  received  for 
the  service  in  question  would,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  contain  the  usual 
clause  prescribed  by  the  Standing  Orders 
of  the  House,  with  the  view  of  subject- 
ing such  contracts  to  the  authority  of 
Parliament.  The  contract  will  be  sub- 
mitted for  the  consideration  of  the  House 
in  the  usual  course. 

POSTAL    ORDERS. 

Mr.  LEGH  (Lancashire,  S.W., 
Newton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  if  he  will  consider  the  advis- 
ability of  issuing  postal  orders  of  the 
value  of  one  guinea  ? 

Mb.  RAIKES  :  In  reply  to  my  hon. 
Friend  I  have  to  say  that  the  question 
of  issuing  postal  orders  for  the  sum  of 
a  guinea  was  carefully  considered  when 
the  Postal  Order  Act  was  introduced ; 
but  the  Government,  in  view  of  the  oppo- 
■ition  oflfered  to  the  measure,  agreed  to 


restrict  the  orders  to  sums  not  exceeding 
£1.  It  was  thought  that  no  great 
hardship  would  result  to  persons  wishing 
to  transmit  a  guinea  by  post,  as  it  was 
easy  for  them  to  obtain  an  order  for  a 
sovereign  and  to  send  with  it  a  shilliog^s 
worth  of  penny  stamps. 

H.M.8.  **  SULTAN." 

Sib  GEORGE  BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiraltv  whether 
he  can  give  the  House  any  mrther  in- 
formation as  to  the  safety  of  H.M.S. 
Sultan;  whether  the  total  sum  to  be 
paid  to  the  salvors  is  £50,000;  and,, 
whether  the  Government  becomes  re- 
possessed of  the  hull  and  all  that  is  on 
board  ? 

Thb  first  lord    of    the    AD- 
MIRALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing) :  A  telegram  from  the- 
Admiral    Superintendent  at    Malta  on 
Saturday  last  reports  that  a  preliminary 
pumping  trial  on  board  the  Sultan  had 
taken  place,  and  that  the  water  in  her 
had  been  reduced  30  inches    in  four 
hours ;  but  that  he  did  not  anticipate- 
any  news  of  importance  with  regard  to 
her  for  the  present.     The  total  sum  ta 
be  paid  to  the  salvors  for  placing  the- 
ship  in  dock  at  Malta  is  £50,000.    The 
ship,  and  every  thing  on  board  her,  is  the 
property  of  the  Crown. 

IRELAND— DR.  H.  B.   SEALY,  J.P. 

Mb.  MORROGH:  I  beff  to  ask  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  if  hia 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  follow- 
ing passage  in  the  report  which  appears 
in  the  Cork  Htfrald,  of  17th  July,  of  the 
trial  of  Michael  Donovan,  at  Ballin- 
spittal  Petty  Sessions  : — 

**  On  the  Bench  was  Dr.  Hongerford  Bald- 
win Sealy,  lately  made  J. P.,  one  of  the  party 
who  were  returned  for  trial  last  Aagost  at  can- 
don,  for  riotous  assembly,  and  illegally  break- 
ing into  a  tenant's  house.  On  that  occasion 
the  inmates,  including  a  woman  and  two- 
helpless  children,  were  assaulted  by  Dr.  Sealy 
and  his  companions.  Proceeding^  were  takeik 
against  them,  and  they  were  returned  for  trial, 
the  chairman  being  the  very  Mr.  Cronin  along 
with  whom  Dr.  Sealy  was  adjudicating  yester- 
day;" 

whether  it  is  true,  as  alleged,  that  Dr. 
Sealy  was  appointed  a  Justice  of  the 
Peace  while  a  criminal  charge  was 
hanging  over  his  head;  and,  whetlkoet: 
he  will  call  the  attention  of  the  Ijo^^ 
Chancellor  to  the  part  Dr.  Seal^ 
alleged  to  have  played  on  the  ocaam'^^^' 
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Mb.  MADDEN:  I  understand  that  | 
Dr.  Hungerford  Sealy,  a  gentleman  of  | 
independent  position,  was  appointed  i 
last  jear  to  the  Commission  of  the ; 
Peace  for  the  County  Cork  on  the  re- 1 
commendation  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant ; 
of  the  county  in  the  ordinary  way.  It  j 
appears  that  procee^lings  were  initiated  i 
by  a  tenant  against  Dr.  Sealy,  and  that  \ 
there  were  counter  proceedings  against  j 
the  tenant.  These  charges  appear  to  | 
have  arisen  out  of  some  disputes  which  < 
have  been  long  since  settled.  I  am  in- 
formed that  no  bill  in  the  case  was  sect 
up  to  the  Grand  Jury.  The  Lord 
Chancellor  for  Ireland  sees  no  reason  to 
take  any  action  in  the  matter. 

BALLYCOTTON  HAKBOUR. 

Me.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.):  I  beg  to  | 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  it  j 
is    a   fact  that    the  Commissioners    of 
Public  Works,   Ireland,  have  recently 
communicated  ^ith  the  Grand  Jury  of 
County  Cork  with   a  view  to   the  latter 
body  taking  over  the  Balivcotton  Har- 
bour  Works ;     that   the   Grand   Jury, 
acting  on   the  Iveport  of    the  County 
Surveyor,   have  refused  to  assume  the  j 
responsibility  of  taking  up  these  works; 
and,  if  he  can  state  if  any  steps  are  being 
taken  meanwiiile  to  place  the  pier  under 
the  control  of  some  responsible  person? 
I  also  wish  to  ask  whether  the  attention 
of  the  hou.  Gontlemau  has  been  called 
to  the  lieport  of  Mr.  Wolfe  Barry,  with 
reference   to    this    pier,    in  which    he 
recommends  that  the  old  pier  be  re- 
moved; that  the  holes  or  nplits  in  the 
wall  towards  the  sea  be  filled  up  with 
cement   bags;  that  the   paving,  where 
sunk,  be  taken  up  and   relaid  evenly ; 
that  a  layer  of  sound  concrete  be  placed 
under  the    pavement    instead    of    the 
stuil  which  is  there,  and  which  has  been 
condemned  ;    and  that  galvanised   iron 
bauds  be  placed  round  the  pierhead  to 
prevent  it  from   falling;  and,  will    he 
state  whether  the  Irish  Board  of  Works 
have  taken  any  steps  towards  remedying 
the  works  specified  in  the  Report  of  Mr. 
Wolfe  Bariy  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  I  am 
informed  that,  the  harbour  of  Bally- 
colton  having  been  legally  handed  over 
to  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  County  of 
Cork,  that  body  cannot  by  a  Resolution 
divest  itself  of  the  responsibility  for 
the    harbour  after    the  transfer,   and 


is,  in  fact,  now  legally  responsible  for 
it.  I  do  not  think  that  the  terms  of  the 
hon.  Member's  question  accurately 
represent  the  recommendations  made  by 
Mr.  Wolfe  Barry,  nor  could  I  deal  with 
them  within  the  limits  of  an  answer  to 
a  question.  It  will  probably  be  suffi- 
cient if  I  state  that  tenders  have  been 
called  for  for  thedeepeningof  the  harbour 
where  recommended  by  Mr.  Barry,  and 
that  that  wo.k  will  be  first  carried  out. 
As  regards  the  present  condition  of  the 
pier,  perhaps  the  hon.  Member  has  not 
seen  the  annual  Report  of  the  Board  of 
Works  for  1888-9,  recently  circulated, 
which  shows  that  there  has  been  no 
alteration  in  the  levels  of  the  pier  aince 
the  date  of  Mr.  Barry's  visit. 

Mb.  FLYNN  :  Is  the  hon.  Gentleman 
not  aware  that  the  Report  of  Mr.  J. 
Wolfe  Barry,  the  very  eminent  engineer, 
was  made  in  December  of  last  year,  and 
that  nothing  has  since  been  done  to  carry 
out  a  single  one  of  the  recommendations 
made  by  Mr.  Barry ;  and,  furthermore, 
that  the  Grand  Jury,  in  their  Report  last 
week,  state  that  depressions  are  be- 
coming greater,  and  that  the  pier  ia  fall- 
ing more  and  more  into  a  dilapidated 
condition  daily  ? 

2^Ib.  JACKSON  :  I  have  Kotseea  the 
Report  of  the  Grand  Jury  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  refers;  but  I 
am  prepared  to  say  of  my  own 
knowledge,  after  having  investigated 
the  circumstances  myself,  that  the 
representations  made  in  regard  to  this 
harbour  are  exceedingly  exaggerated. 
Since  Mr.  Barry's  Report  in  December 
last  no  inconvenience  has  been  occasioned 
in  carrying  out  his  recommendation. 
There  have,  however,  been  some  tech- 
nical difficulties  in  the  way ;  but  they 
have  not  been  of  such  a  nature  as  to 
prevent  the  necessary  improvements 
from  being  proceeded  with. 

Mr.  FLYNN:  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  at  the  proper  time  I  will  entor  into 
this  matter. 

FOREIGN  AND  COLONIAL  POSTAOiL 
Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON:  1  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  ExchoQifr, 
referring  to  the  correspondenoe  be^irden 
i  the  Secretary  of  Stato  for  India  and^Le 
hon.  Member  for  Cantorbury,  deiJisg 
with  the  complaint  of  the  latter,  thftt 
the  postage  to  India  from  England' is 
5d.  per  half  ounce  for  letters^  whil0  it 
is  2id.  per  half  ounce  for  jbtoen  btm 
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France,  Qermany,  and  Russia  to  India, 
and  also  with  the  fact  that  the  postage 
on  newspapers  to  Ceylon  is  IJd.  each, 
while  it  is  only  Id.  to  Australia,  5,000 
miles  further,  whether  he  has  received 
a  Keport  from  the  Postmaster  General, 
to  whom  he  referred  the  correspon- 
dence, and  what  action  is  intended  to 
be  taken  in  regard  to  the  question  ? 
♦The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  QoscHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  point  of  the 
question  of  my  hon.  Friend  is  in  the 
end — what  action  is  intended  to  be  taken 
in  the  matter.  My  answer  is  that  no 
action  is  intended  to  be  taken. 

THE  INDIAN  BUDGET. 

Mr.  BR\DLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
May  I  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, as  we  are  now  approaching  the 
end  of  the  Session,  when  the  Indian 
Budget  will  be  taken  ? 

♦The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  am  very  glad,  indeed, 
to  have  an  assurance  from  the  hon. 
Member  that  we  are  approaching  the 
end  of  the  Session.  I  am  afraid, 
however,  that  I  cannot  now  state 
when  the  Indian  Budget  will  be 
brought  forward.  Certain  measures 
must  be  passed  and  further  progress 
made  with  Supply  before  the  Indian 
Budget  can  be  taken. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  Is  it  possible 
for  two  days'  notice  to  be  given  of  the 
Indian  Budget  ? 

*Mk.  W.  H.  smith  :  Without  enter- 
ing into  an  absolute  pledge — the  diffi- 
culty of  doing  which  at  this  period  of 
the  Session  the  hon.  Member  is  aware 
of — I  will  endeavour  to  give  the  notice 
which  he  desires. 

MR.  CONYBEARE'S  IMPRISONMENT. 
Mr.  MACNEILL  (Donegal,  S.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Conybeare,  now  a  prisoner  in  Derry 
Gaol,  has  lodged  a  complaint  that  his 
eyesight  is  being  injured  by  the  glare 
of  the  whitewash  on  the  walls  of  his 
cell,  and  whether  steps  will  be  taken  to 
have  the  walls  of  the  cell  washed  with 
6ome  colour  that  will  not  be  injurious 
to  the  eyesight  of  the  occupant  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Man- 
chester,  E.) :    Notice  of  this  question 


having  reached  me  only  a  few  minutes 
ago,  I  am  therefore  unable  to  answer  it. 
But  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member  that 
every  precaution  will  be  taken  that 
neither  Mr.  Conybeare's  nor  any  other 

Prisoner's  eyesight  shall  suffer  in  any 
rish  prison. 

Mr.  MACNEILL:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  telegraph  to  Ireland 
about  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  cannot 
promise  to  telegraph,  but  I  will  obtain 
information  on  the  subject. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Sir  J.   SWINBURNE:     Will    the 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Recovery  Bill  be  put 
down  as  the  first  Order  for  to-morrow  ? 
♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  No,  Sir. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.):  Will  the  Lunacy  Act 
Amendment  Bill  be  taken  this  week  ? 
*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  hope  that  it 
will  be  taken  this  week,  and  that  it  may 
be  reached  even  to-morrow. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  When  will  the  Irish 
Estimates  be  taken  ? 
*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  There  is  certain 
business  on  the  Paper  for  this  week 
with  regard  to  which  progress  must  be 
made.  But  communications  are  pass* 
ing  between  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  and  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  with  the  object 
of  arranging  a  day. 

Mr.  W.  a.  M*D0NALD  (Queen's 
County,  Ossory) :  Will  the  Adjourned 
Debate  on  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Barrow  Drainage  Bill  be  proceeded  with 
this  evening  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  There  will 
not  be  time. 

Mr.  E88LEM0NT  (Aberdeen,  E.) : 
When  will  the  consideration  of  the 
Universities  (Scotland)  Bill  be  pro- 
ceeded  with  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Robertson,  Bute) :  We  shall  take 
it  to-morrow. 

IRELAND— IMPRISONMENT  OF 
DR.  TANNER. 
Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.):  I  bejj 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Dr.  Tanner  has  to-day  been 
sentencod  to  one  month's  imprisonment 
with  hard  labour,  and  has  been  rei^^^^ 
an  increased  sentence  to  allow  ot    ^ 
appeal,  and  whether  he  has  receV^ 
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Xjc.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  mnflt  mik 
for  i^>tiif>e  of  tiM;  <^iic0U?o. 

Mil  KEXTOK  :  lUjr  I  aik  1i»  Sc^- 
eitor  0<!fii«er«l    for   Jn^luA  whe&er  a 
Jo«tiie>i»  b»t  pover  t»  icfllet  a  lo&g«r 
M«tuie^  tiiAO  f«T<A  dAjs*  iiupmoiuiiexit  | 
for  eoct»ii{^  of  Coart  ?  i 

Ma.     MADDEX  :  I    ctncot  mnnrer  ^ 
ilMf  qiMMtMm  until  I  know  the  £ieU  of ' 

U)S\/}S  cxiCXTi'  cocxciL  -moxey; 

BILL. 

Ma  IL  IL  fowler '^WolTerbAfiip' 
too,  E,^ :  Mat  I  Ask  whether  the  Bill, 
whu;h  u  on  tbe  pAper,  for  f  arther  Aineod' 
mg  the  Ki^%  relAtiog  to  the  rAUiDg  of 
vuminj  hy  the  I/mdon  Cowaiy  CounciL, 
And  KH*  other  purpoMMi,  in  a  GoTemment 
Bill  ?  If  it  J«,  will  the  GoTemment  aIao 
bring  in  nimilAr  BilU  for  other  Countj 
(UfXiutnW  tbau  tliAt  of  Lr^odon  ? 

♦Ma.  W.  H.  smith  ;  Yee,  Sir;  thi«  is 
AGoremiuent  15iJI,  And  in  intnidacing 
it  we  Are  following  the  precedent  of 
wfiAt  WAn  done  in  the  time  of  tbe  Metro- 
politAn  B'iArd  of  Works.  The  Govern- 
tnent  Are  reouired,  under  the  powers 
inherited  hj  the  I/iudon  Countj  Council, 
to  bring  in  this  Bill;  but  I  hope  an 
ArrAngernent  will  be  made  by  which  the 
Uorernment  will  be  reliered  from  this 
responsibility  in  the  future. 

CRETE 

Mk.  leg II :  I  beg  to  a«k  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
if  it  is  the  case  that  the  inhabitants  of 
Crete  have  expressed  a  desire  to  be 
placed  under  British  protection  ? 

TiiK  UNDER  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
J.  Ficj(0(JSS^>N,  Manchester,  N.£.) :  ^y 
answer  is  certainly  not. 

ADVERTISEMENT   RATING  BILL 

(No.  :i5.) 

Ijords  Amendments  to  be  considered 
forthwith  ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

BOAUD   OF  AGRICULTURE  BILL 
(No.  285.) 

Lords  Amendments  to  be  considered 
upon  Wednesday  next,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  865.J 

Mr.  fiixhn 


Orofffed.  ^  Thai  i^  C*rd£r  iniiOe  xgxB 
ITlii  dkT  of  Jiihr^  IS&ft.  in-  &    fi*Ciim 


tM»  of  Ws-vkkaad 
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MESSAGE  FEOM  THE  LOSDS. 

That  tlier  hare  agreed  to  the  Tde- 

grmphs   IsU  of  Man:  Bill ;  SnkaU  D«bCa 

Sootiand^  Bill ;  Anendmenta    to    the 

aty  of  Ixndon  Police  Bill  [Lovda] 

oat  Amendmeiit. 

MOTIOX. 


c 


LOSTDOsr  oocuTT   corscn. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jadtvon,  Bill  to 
unend  the  AcU  reUting  to  theruiu^  off 
br  the  IxiodoQ  County  Council,  and  fa 
porpoief,  ordered  to  be  brought  in   hy 
JacKAon  and  Mr.  Chanoellor  of  tlie  Exchcqi 

Bill  preKnted^and  read  finft  time.  fBill 


»6.1 


ORDERS  OF  THE  DA  T. 


THE  ROTAL  GKANTS. 


MESSAGES       FROM      HER 

(PRINX*£  ALBERT  VICTOR  OF 
WALES  AND  PRIXCBS8  LOUISB 
VICTORIA  OF  WALES)  [2to  XIJLT]L 

Coneidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Ck>mmittee.} 

Question  again  proposed, 

"  That  in  order  to  prevent  the  necaerity  lor 
repeated  applications  to  Parlitmaat  en  behalf 
of  the  Royai  Family,  and  to  esiahliih  thepniv> 
ciple  that  the  provision  for  childna  iMald 
hereafter  be  made  out  of  Graata  adeqaale  for 
that  purpose  which  have  been  aasigaed  to  thenr 
parenU,  it  is  expedient  to  grant  to  Her  IfamAy^ 

mal  am 


out  of  the  Coosolidated  Fond,  an  aani 
not  exceeding  £36,000,  to  continue  aatil  u 
months  after  the  demise  of  Her  Mj^fstT,  and 
to  be  applied  for  the  benefit  of  the  children  ef 
His  Hoyal  Highness  Albert  Edward  Prinoe  id 
Wales/' 

Mr.  J.  MOELEY  (Newoaatle-on- 
T>'ne)  rose  to  move,  as  au  Amendmenti 
to  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That "  and 
insert — 


**  In  the  opinion  of  this  Committee  no 
quato  grounds  have  been  shown  for  a  piOMMil 
which  increases  the  charge  on  the  Conaolioatod 
Fund  in  order  to  make  provision  for  vonncir 
members  of  the  Boyal  Family,  and,  wmla 
adding  to  present  burdens,  leaves 
future  claims  of  the  same  character.' 
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Mb.  0.  W.  RADCLIFFE  000KB 
(Newington,  W.)  :  I  rise  to  a 
point  of  order.  I  wish  to  ask 
your  ruling,  Mr.  Courtney,  upon  a  point 
of  order.  I  wish  to  know  whether  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Morley), 
is  in  substance  and  in  form  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  original  question  before  the 
Committee,  or  whether  it  is  not  a  simple 
negation  of  the  Motion  before  the  Com- 
mittee ?    The  Amendment  runs  thus — 

**  That  in  the  opinion  of  thiii  Committee  no 
adequate  grounds  have  been  shown  for  a  pro- 
posal which  increases  the  charge  on  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  in  order  to  make  provision  for 
younger  members  of  the  Roval  Family,  and 
while  adding  to  present  burdens,  leaves  room 
for  future  claims  of  the  same  character." 

I  contend  t}iat  every  Motion  is  sup- 
ported in  this  House  on  erounds,  and 
those  who  vote  for  Motions  do  so  because 
they  think  the  grounds  for  them  are 
adequate ;  and  those  who  oppose  them 
do  so  because  they  think  the  grounds 
are  not  adequate.  Therefore  to  assert 
that  there  are  no  adequate  grounds  for 
the  Motion  before  the  House  does  not 
justify  an  Amendment.  I  therefore 
desire  the  ruling  of  the  Chair  as  to 
whether  this  is  not  in  substance  and  in 
effect  a  negation  of  the  original  Motion 
and  not  an  Amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  No  doubt  the 
success  of  the  Amendment  would  set 
aside  the  original  proposal.  But  the 
original  proposal  is  p.rgumentative,  as  is 
the  Amendment,  and  therefore  I  discern 
no  reason  why  the  Amendment  should 
not  be  moved. 

Mb.  J.  MORLET:  Without  going 
into  the  matter.  Sir,  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  just  raised,  I  may  state 
that  it  occurred  to  me  when  framing  this 
Amendment  that  of  course  it  would  be 
open  to  the  objections  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  stated.  But  so  are  all  amend- 
ments. I  bring  forward  this  Amend- 
ment in  fulfilment  of  a  promise  which 
I  made  on  Thursday  night,  because  I 
conceive  that  the  Amendment  as  I  have 
framed  it  is  the  proper  Parliamentary 
way  of  stating  our  objections  to  the 
proposal  which  the  Government  has 
made.  I  could  not  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton (Mr.  Labouchere)  because  that 
Amendment  seemed  to  me  to  involve  a 
very  serious  breach  of  Parliamentary 
precedent  and   to    be  a    discoiirteous 


method  of  dealing  with  the  Message 
from  the  Throne.  Before  going  farther 
I  should  like  to  protest  against  a  certain 
misrepresentation  of  fact  made  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary 
for  India  on  Thursday  night.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  proposals 
originally  submitted  to  the  Committee 
upstairs  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
were  in  fact  in  no  respect  di£Perent  from 
the  proposals  which  are  now  before  the 
House.  The  hon.  Gentleman  must 
really  believe  that  the  memories  of  the 
Members  of  that  Committee  and  of  this 
House  are  very  short.  Those  original 
proposals  involved  an  annual  charge, 
contingent  upon  the  marriages  of  the 
Prince  of  Wales's  family  of  £49,000, 
and  they  involved  a  capital  sum  of 
£30,000,  which  would  have  led  to  three 
separate  applications  to  Parliament. 
Further,  there  was  a  demand  for  the 
sons  of  the  younger  children  of  Her 
Majesty,  making,  on  the  most  moderate 
allowance  under  the  last  head,  acontin* 
gent  total  of  £70,000  or  £80,000,  and 
involving  a  deliberate  and  formal  asser* 
tion  by  Parliament  that  it  would  provide 
for  the  children  of  the  younger 
children  of  the  Sovereign.  There  is  a 
complete  change  between  these  proposals 
and  those  which  the  Government  after- 
wards accepted.  But  I  only  mention 
this  to  point  out  the  want  of  considera- 
tion with  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern? 
ment  approaches  this  delicate  and  diffi« 
cult  subject.  I  remember  that  when 
the  present  adjustment  of  offices  in  the 
present  Administration  was  made  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  pointed 
out  the  inconvenience  which  would  be 
almost  sure  to  arise  from  the  fact  of 
attaching  all  the  responsible  duties  of 
Prime  Minister  to  a  Minister  so  bur- 
dened with  exacting  and  absorbing 
duties  as  the  Foreign  Secretary.  X 
cannot  but  suspect  that  the  miscarriage 
and  muddling  which  has  marked  the 
present  transaction  are  due  to  the  fact 
that  there  is  not  now  the  active  and 
vigilant  supervision  exercised  which  is 
the  natural  function  of  a  Prime  Minifr- 
ter ;  and  this  is  particularly  a  matter 
with  which  the  Prime  Minister  would 
have  to  deal  with,  look  forward  to,  and 
prepare  for.  There  is  another  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  to  whom  I  ^^ 
obliged  now  to  refer.  I  am  sorry  "^^^^^ 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Tra3-^ 
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into  that,  because  that  compact  has  been 
fdlfilled.  Parliament  has  provided  for 
every  one  of  Her  Majesty's  children ; 
and  after  this  Resolution  is  passed,  and 
the  Bill  which  is  founded  upon  it  is 
passed,  the  provision  for  the  Hoyal 
family  will  stand  at  a  considerably 
hiffher  figure  than  it  has  stood  at,  I 
believe,  any  time  this  last  40  years.  In 
1860  it  stood  at  £110,000,  in  1870  at 
the  same  figure,  in  1880  at  £146,000, 
and  next  year  it  will  stand  at  £182,000 ; 
therefore  it  cannot  be  said  that  we  have 
in  any  degree  failed  to  comply  with  the 
most  exacting  interpretation  of  the  com- 
pact of  1837.  The  noble  Lord  also  said 
that  Her  Majesty  would,  under  the 
terms  of  the  present  arrangement, 
have  to  provide  for  14  children. 
I  can  only  make  12  ;  but  probably  the 
noble  Lord  is  right.  But  he  forgets  that 
in  every  one  of  these  cases  provision 
was  made  for  the  parents  of  those 
grandchildren.  The  third  fact  which  is 
to  be  borne  in  mind  when  we  call  upon 
the  Government  to  state  the  grounds  on 
which  they  come  to  the  Consolidated 
Fund  for  this  demand  is  the  enormous 
accretion  to  the  revenues  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster.  The  fourth  fact  is  the 
admitted  circumstance  that  Her  Majesty 
has  accumulated  considerable  savings, 
and  in  this  regard  I  must  repeat  what  I 
formerly  stated — that  I  think  it  would 
have  been  judicious  on  the  part  of  the 
Oovemment  if  they  had  confided  to  the 
House  of  Commons  information  upon 
the  point  of  Her  Majesty's  savings 
which  they  thought  it  just  and  relevant 
to  confide  to  the  Committee  upstairs. 
They  would  not  have  made  their  case 
any  more  difficult,  it  would  have  tended 
very  much  to  soothe  some  at  least  of 
the  irritation  in  the  public  mind,  and  I 
think  it  would  have  been  just  both  to 
the  Crown  and  to  Parliament.  One  more 
circumstance  made  us  unwilling  to 
recognise  the  necessity  of  these  Grants, 
and  that  was  the  circumstance  set  forth 
in  the  Amendment  moved  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian — the  con- 
sideration of  possible  retrenchments  in 
connection  with  offices  in  the  Hoyal 
Household  and  otherwise.  It  is  quite 
true  that  nothing  could  be  more  un- 
gracious, I  would  even  say  more  in- 
tolerable, than  to  press  for  those 
retrenchments  if  they  were  likely  to 
cause  personal  anxiety  to  Her  Majesty, 
now  in  the  autumn  of  her  life.     But  we 

Mr.  J.  Morley 


I  all  know  that  that  is  not  a  necessary 
and  essential  condition.  We  afi 
know  that  Her  Majesty  will  have  at 
her  service  the  most  skilled  and 
expert  advice  that  could  possibly  be 
found,  and  it  was  said,  I  know  not  with 
what  truth,  that  an  investigation  by  a 
Departmental  Committee,  or  a  body  of 
gentlemen  acquainted  both  with  the 
circumstances  of  the  Boyal  Household 
and  the  maxims  of  Treasury  manage- 
ment, was  being  conducted.  If  that  be 
true,  it  shows  that  it  is  in  the  mind  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  that  these  re* 
trenchments  could  be  e£Pected  without 
causing  Her  Majesty  either  anxiety  or 
inconvenience.  Those  considerations 
were  the  reasons  which  made  us  go  into 
the  Committee,  believing  that  no  good 
case  could  be  made  out  for  this  new 
charge  on  the  Cjnsolidated  Fund.  I 
think  the  hon.  Gentleman  said — at  aH 
events,  I  think  it  has  been  said — that  we 
assented  to  a  Grant  of  £40,000  or  of 
£36,000  ;  as  a  matter  of  detail,  what  I 
and  my  hon. Friends  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  argued  for  was 
a  much  smaller  sum.  I  believe  it  is 
open  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  who  is 
about  to  follow  me  to  say  there  was  inoon- 
sistency  in  the  position  that,  while 
maintaining  that  no  grounds  were  shown 
for  those  Grants  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  we  were  willing  at  the  same  time 
to  assent  to  a  compromise.  I  am  ready 
to  bear  that  charge.  The  suggested 
compromise  was  a  serious  attempt  to 
secure  something  like  unanimity.  It 
failed,  for  very  good  reason,  and  1  hold 
that  we  were  well  justified  in  breaking* 
off  the  compromise  when  and  where  we 
did.  We  wished  that,  whether  notioe 
was  given  before  to  the  Sovereign  im 
connection  with  these  Grants  or  nol| 
there  should,  at  all  events,  be  no  mistake 
as  to  notice  being  given  now.  "W^ 
wished,  at  all  events,  there  should  be  no 
re- assertion  of  a  claim  which  we  were 
prepared  to  deny.  But  I  hope  the  Oom* 
mittee  will  see  how  the  thing  was  left 
after  two  remarkable  declarations  made 
on  Friday  night  last^one  by  the  Oban- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the  other  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Rossendale  (the  Marquess  of  Harting* 
ton).  The  Government  were  distiootljf 
and  repeatedly  challenged  to  say  who* 
ther  they,  as  Ministers  of  the  OrowSy 
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now  ^ave  notice  that  in  future  none  of 
thoBO  claims  would  be  admitted.  lacked 
even  a  little  more  p&rticulaily,  but  I  got 


childrea  of  the  Prince  of  VT&Iot  during  the 
present  Tei{[D  I "  ' 

The  only  answer  I  got  to  that  plain  ' 
gnestion  was  merely  the  /aettia  of  the 
Under  Secretary  for  India.  The  Chan- 
oellor  of  the  Eiohaquer  used  this 
language,  which  will  be  scrutinised  when 
next  the  Civil  Liat  cornea  to  be  settled :  — 
■'We  say  that  both  precsdent  and  all  thet  has 
Uheo  place  eatabli'b  the  fact  that  if  Her  Ma- 
jeity  had  choaen  to  make  a  demand  on  the  liber- 
idi^  or  Parliament  it  would  have  been  the  duty 
of  Parliament  to  meet  the  claim.  .  ■  It  would 
haveheen  a  *habby  Ihing  if  at  the  point  of  the 
bajonet  we  had  flinched  from  the  assertion  of 
a  principle  and  a  claim   which  we  believed  to 

Well,  Sir,  that  is  a  notice,  indeed ;  bnt 
it  appears  to  me  to  be  a  notice  in 
exactly  the  wrong  direction.  It  is  notice, 
at  the  next  settlement  of  the  Civil  List, 
that,  in  the  view  of  the  Gbanoellor  of  the 
f^cliequer,  deliberately  stated,  that 
claim  did  exist.  But  he  aaid  more ; — 
"We  believe  that,  acting  on  the  advice  ot 
ber  Miniatera,  the  Queen  bai  exercised  a  wise 
discretion  in  not  presiing  that  claim  upon  the 
preient  ocoaaion." 

He  went  on  to  refer  us  to  the  words 
of  the  Beaolution : — 

"  We  go  to  the  full  extent  of  our  declaration. 
We  do  not  go  back  from  that  declaration  ;  we 
do  not  go  bojond  it." 

Well,  but  it  was  exactly  that  declara- 
tion Bgainat  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Uember  for  Uid  Lothian  fortaulated 
his  Amendment.  He  had  so  little  con- 
fidence in  the  security  furnished  by  the 
wording  of  that  declaration  that  he 
moved  the  Amendment,  and  the  fact 
that  he  did  so  showed  that  in  his  view, 
at  any  rate,  the  declaration  on  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  relies  woe  unsatis- 
factory and.  insecure.  When  s  future 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  comes  down 
to  examine  the  foundation  of  a  future 
settlement  he  will  find  from  those  de- 
clarations, and  still  more  from  those 
which  I  am  about  to  refer  to,  that  notice 
wae  not  given  agaiust  the  principle  of 
Parliamentary  obligation  for  grandchil- 
dren, but  that,  on  the  contrary,  the 
Choocellot  of  the  Exchequer  refused  to 
give  the  notice  confining  Her  IC^eitj'a 


waiver  to  the  present  occasion  and  re- 
asserted the  justice  aud  the  principle  of 
the  claim.  I  must  dwell  on  the  words, 
almost  more  important  still,  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Uember  for  Rossendale.  He 
said: — "We  have  secured  a  limited 
finality."  Well,  Sir,  a  finality  which 
is  not  final  is  rather  like  the  end  of 
eternity,  of  which  myhon.  Friend  spoke, 
and  the  expression  justifies  all  the  op- 
prehensions  we  have  entertained.  The 
noble  Lord  went  on  : — 

"  When  the  Hoase  is  engaged  in  the  settle- 
ment of  the  next  Civil  List,  it  cm  either  pio- 
vide  that  that  Civil  List  shijl  be  framed  on  the 


created  for  the  provision  of  such  earn  at  maj 
be  required  for  the  maintenance  of  hi*  children 
and  their  deacendants,  or  if  the  wisdom  of  Pai- 
liameot  Bball  decide  that  ihe  next  Sovereign 
shall  be  held  responsible  for  thoie  expenses,  the 
money  would  be  allotted  to  him." 
These  worda  mean  that  the  future  So- 
vereign's children  and  grandchildren 
are  to  be  provided  for  by  Parliament  by 
the  creation  of  funds — created  for  them 
directly — or  by  such  allocation  of  the 
funds  of  the  Sovereign  as  shall  make 
him  responsibls  for  his  children  and 
grandchildren.  In  either  case  the  obli- 
gation 01  Farliameut  to  make  proviaioa 
for  the  children  and  grandchildren,  and 
even  for  the  descendants,  of  the  So> 
vereign  is  asserted  and  recognised. 
The  noble  Lord  now  says  exactly  what 
I  predicted  on  Thursday  night  the  future 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
say.    He  says — 

"  When  the  Prince  of  Wales  ascends  the 
Throne.  I  preaume  it  will  be  admitted  by  moat 
hon.  Members  of  thia  Houae  that  proviaioa  will 
have  to  be  made  in  aome  way  and  by  some  per- 
sons, not  only  for  the  children,  but  also  for  ths 
grandchildren  of  the  Sovereign,  I  am  not 
asBumiog  that  that  proviaion  will  uecasaarilj 
have  to  be  made  by  Parliament,  bat  I  ama«anm- 
iog  it  is  admitted  that,  either  by  the  Head  of 
the  Family  or  by  Parliament,  provision  will 
have  to  be  made  for  the  future  descendants  of 
the  King  of  England." 

In  both  of  these  passages  the  noble 
Lord  used  the  expression  descendants, 
and  he  used  the  espreasion  children  and 
grandchildren,  and  therefore  he  recog- 
nises and  eatablishea  that  assertion 
which  caused  us  to  b'eak  off  our  com- 
promise. I  submit  the  position  taken 
up  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  proves  oar 
whole  case  for  breaking  off  when  our 
Amendment  was  voted  down.  '?~^^v, 
announcement  of  my  right  hon.  gicV^™- 
ahowi  that  in  hii  mind  toe  iatentio'*^  '^^ 
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to  keep  alive  and  to  reserre  for  future 
use  the  right  of  the  grandchildren  to 
Parliamentary  provision.  I  think  any 
candid  man  will  find  in  these  two 
pasnages  a  complete  excdse  and  justifi- 
cation for  the  course  which  we,  with  in- 
finite reluctance,  feel  ourselves  bound  to 
adopt.  Thi9  language  of  the  noble  Lord 
and  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  the  position  taken  up  by  them  and 
by  the  Government,  if  they  mean  any- 
tning,  can  only  mean  that  the  younger 
children  of  the  Hoyal  House,  instead  of 
melting  away  like  the  younger  children 
of  noble  houses  into  the  pursuits  and 
into  the  positions  of  other  men,  are  to 
continue  for  almost  indefinite  genera- 
tions bearing  titles  which  in  them  have 
no  meaning,  and  surrounding  themselves 
with  an  etiquette  and  state  that  in  them 
is  only  superfluous  and  spurious,  adding 
no  dignity  to  the  Koyal  office,  and  not 
increasing  either  the  happiness  or  self- 
respect  of  their  own  lives,  constituting 
an  embarrassment  to  themselves  and  an 
embarrassment  to  the  community.  It 
is  in  this  view  that  I  have  put  down  my 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  and  it  is  for 
the  reasons  that  I  have  already  stated 
that  I  now  beg  to  move  the  Amendment 
which  stands  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

**  To  leave  out  from  the  word  *  That,*  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'in  the  opinion  of  this  Committee  no  ade- 
quate grounds  have  been  shown  for  a  proposal 
which  increases  the  charge  on  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  in  order  to  make  provision  for 
younger  members  of  the  Royal  Family,  and, 
while  adding  to  prr^sent  burdens,  leaves  room 
for  future  claims  of  the  same  character,*  " — 
{Mr,  John  Morley) — 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question. '' 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.) :  I  have  listened  with  very 
great  interest  to  the  speech  which  has 

iust  been  delivered  by  my  right  hon. 
i^riend,  but  I  must  add  that  I  have  lis- 
tened to  it  with  some  measure  of  dis- 
appointment. My  right  hon.  Friend 
apologised  for  the  length  of  that  speech. 
I  complain  of  its  brevity,  because  it 
appears  to  me  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  entirely  failed  to  give  to  the 
House  any  sufficient  indication  of  the 
reasons  which  have  influenced  him,  in 
the   first   place,    to  vote   against    the 

Mr.  J.  Merley 


Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
for  Northampton,  and  then  to  propose 
the  same  Amendment  himself,  though 
in  different  terms,  two  or  three  days 
later.  My  right  hon.  Friend  commenced 
his  speech  by  attacking  individoal 
Members  of  the  Government,  and  he 
went  on  to  attack  the  Government  as  a 
whole  for  having  muddled  and  miscar- 
ried in  this  business.  That,  of  coarse, 
is  natural ;  it  is  the  sort  of  language 
we  expect  from  an  Opposition.  Then 
my  right  hon.  Friend  made  a  most 
eloquent  and,  perhaps,  as  the  ma- 
jority of  the  House  would  consider,  - 
a  most  unnecessary  defence  of  the 
Monarchy.  The  Monarchy,  he  said,  is 
woven  into  the  web  of  our  national  life, 
and  it  appeals  to  his  historic  imagi- 
nation. The  only  thing  it  does  not 
appeal  to  is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
purse.  He  then  went  on  to  attack 
these  Grants  and  to  give  reasons,  every 
one  of  which  would  have  sounded  with 
great  force  in  the  mouth  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  and  he  pro* 
poses  an  Amendment  which  is  a  direct 
negative  to  the  proposition  of  the 
Government.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
will  feel  with  me  there  is  something  to 
explain  in  all  this,  and  I  confess  I  had 
hoped  he  was  going  to  supplement  and 
complete  the  apologia  he  addressed  to  the 
House  on  a  previous  occasion.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  admits  that  he  may  be 
accused  of  inconsistency ;  he  appears  to 
think  he  may  be  so  accused  with  jus- 
tice. We  understand  the  position  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton.  He  was 
perfectly  frank.  He  proposed  a  Besola- 
tion  in  strict  accordance  with  every- 
thing he  has  said  or  done  in  this  matter 
before  ;  in  fact,  it  is  a  perfect  pleasure 
to  have  an  antagonist  who  is  so  straight-- 
forward,  so  simple,  and  so  guilebss. 
Then  we  understand  perfectly  the  posi- 
tion of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  That  also* 
is  in  accordance  with  all  we  have  ever 
heard  or  read  from  him,  but  I  confess 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Newcastle  has  most  inadequately  ex- 
plained what  is  his  particular  stand- 
point in  proposing  this  Amendment.  He 
has  voted  Rgiainst  the  hon.  Meiinber  tot 
Notthampton  and  does  not  agpree  with' 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
and  I  had  hoped  that  he  would  explain' 
to  us  what  his  standpoint  is.  He  hae 
given  us  three  reasons  for  the  peeoHtti 
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attitude  he  has  adopted.  In  the  first 
place  he  was  moved  by  respect  for  the 
Throne.  My  right  hon.  Friend  thinks 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  implies  disrespect 
to  the  Throne  because  it  implies  that 
the  Message  from  the  Crown  ought 
never  to  have  been  sent  to  the  House. 
But  how  does  he  now  propose  to  meet 
the  Message  of  the  Crown  ?  He  pro- 
poses to  meet  it  with  a  direct  negative. 
Does  not  that  imply  that  it  ought 
never  to  have  been  sent  to  the  House  ? 
Is  it  to  be  contended  that  the  Crown 
ought  to  have  been  advised  by  the  Oo- 
▼ernmont  to  present  such  a  Message  if 
there  was  good  reason  beforehand  to 
know  that  such  a  Message  would  be  met 
with  a  flat  refusal?  But  then  my  right 
hon.  Friend  gave  us  another  reason. 
He  said  he  was  not  ashamed  to 
admit  his  reluctance  to  desert  his 
Leader.  Well,  Sir,  I  can  well  under- 
stand that  reluctance.  I  sym(>athi8e 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and  I  hope 
in  future  he  will  think  and  speak  more 
kindly  of  me,   now  that  he»  too,  has 

i'oined  the  noble  army  of  Dissentient 
jiberals.  I  read  in  the  J)aily  News  the 
other  day  that  the  body  that  would 
follow  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and  my 
right  hon.  Friend  himself  could  not  be 
expected  to  follow  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  into  the 
Lobby,  but  that  their  admiration  for 
him  and  their  loyalty  to  him  were  un- 
abated. I  admit  the  admiration.  That 
admiration  is  shared  by  every  Member 
of  this  House,  of  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  been  for  more  than  a  genera- 
tion the  most  distinguished  ornament; 
but  as  to  the  loyalty,  I  think  the  less 
said  about  it  the  better.  Then  the  last 
reason  for  the  peculiar  position  taken 
up  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  is  that  in 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  there  is 
no  finality.  Let  us  examine  that  argu- 
ment a  little  more  closely,  and,  in  the 
first  place,  let  me  ask  my  right  hon. 
Friend  whether  he  does  not  think  that 
that  there  is  plenty  of  finality  about  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton.  If  that  Amendment  had 
been  carried,  then  it  is  perfectly  clear 
that  no  more  Grants  would  be  asked  for 
in  the  present  reign,  or  any  future 
reign,  for  descendants  in  the  seoond 
generation  of  the  Sovereign.  I  would 
point  out,  however,  that,  as  regards  at 
all  events  the  present  reign,  my  right 


hon.  Friend  has  got  absolute  finality^ 
for  we  have  got  the  statement  of  my. 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mia 
Lothian  that  the  question  of  further 
Grants  of  this  kind  during  the  present 
reign    is   not    a  question  of  practical 
politics,  and  we  have  a  declaration  of  a. 
similar  character  from  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Bossendale,  confirmed 
and  assented  to  by  the  Government.    I 
would  ask  my  right  hon.  Friend  whetheri 
as  a  practical  man,  he  believes — whe- 
ther any  sensible  man  can  suppose  for  a 
moment,  in  face  of  these  declarations  of 
Members,  holding  the  positions  of  those 
who  made  them — that  it  is  possible  that 
any  further  Grant  would  be  asked  for 
during  this  reign.   My  right  hon.  Friend 
has  said  that,  although  these  Grants 
may  not  be  pressed  upon  the  present 
occasion,  they  might  be  pressea  upon 
some  future  occasion,  but  surely  an  in- 
sinuation of    that   kind    is  quite  un* 
worthy  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and  it 
would  be  absolutely  absurd  to  suppose 
that  any  future  Government  would  be 
so  foolish  as  to  advise  the  Sovereign, 
after  the  declaration  made,  to  apply  to 
Parliament    for    any    further    Grant* 
Upon  that  point  I  should  be  perfectly 
content  to  take  the  opinion  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  who  luuf, 
I  fancy,  had  a  good  deal    more    ex* 
perienoe  of  Parliamentary  proceedings 
than  those  who  now  jeer  at  my  statements 
But  the  great  point  of  my  right  hon* 
Friend  is  that,  even  if  we  have  finality 
in  the  present  reign,  there  would  be  na 
finality  when  a  new  reign  commences* 
I   think  my  right  hon.   Friend  was  a 
little  premature  in  his  anticipations  for 
a  future  event  which  he  and  I  and  all  of 
us  hope  may  be  long  deferred.   I  would 
ask  him  how  does  he  propose  to  obtain 
this  finality  with  regard  to  a  future 
reign?      Does  he  want  a  declaration 
now  by  Parliament  that  no  application 
for  such  a  Grant  in  a  future  reign  would 
be  entertained?     What  would  be  the 
good  of  it  ?  You  must  take  the  question 
into  consideration  in   connection  with 
the  new  Civil  List.    It  all  depends  on 
the  amount  of  the  Civil  List.      Yon 
might  have  the  Civil  List  increased,  or 
have  it  fixed  at  its   present  amount, 
and  give  no  Grants ;  or  vou  might  have 
a  reduced  Civil  List,  and  might  have  to 
provide    for   the    descendants   of    '^^as^ 
Sovereign     by    some     such     G 
What  I    want    to   point  out  i 
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neither  tlie  right  hon.  GeDtleman 
nor  tlie  House  of  Commons  can  pledge 
a  future  Parliament  or  a  future 
SoYereigQ.  When  a  new  reign  com- 
mences the  Sovereign  must  then  apply 
for  a  new  Civil  List,  and  the  whole  of 
the  circumstances  will  have  to  be  con- 
sidered. All  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Kossendale  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said,  was  that  at  that  time 
this  question  of  the  descendants  of  the 
Sovereign  in  the  second  generation — 
and  in  the  first  generation,  too — will 
have  to  be  taken  into  account  and  settled 
in  some  form  or  other.  In  the  mean- 
time, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  desires 
the  House  to  give  an  indication  of  its 
opinion  that  these  Grants  are  indispen- 
Bible,  and  that  such  arrangements  should 
be  made  as  will  preclude  the  possibility 
of  their  being  appealed  for  in  the 
future.  We  have  another  point  to  make 
against  the  position  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  and  I  confess  I  do  not  see  how 
he  is  going  to  get  out  of  this.  If  he 
thinks  it  so  absolutely  necessary  that 
there  should  be  a  declaration  of  finality, 
how  is  it  that  in  Committee  he  was 
willing  to  vote  for  a  Grant  for  the  Prince 
of  Wales  without  any  such  assurance  of 
finality  ?  If  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had  been 
accepted,  the  Committee  would  have 
declined  to  express  any  opinion  with 
reference  to  finality.  The  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  does  not  point  to  any  finality. 
After  stating  that — 

"  Your  Committee  have  recited  the  facts  of 
previous  practice  in  accordance  with  the  order 
of  reference  under  which  they  have  heen  ap- 
pointed," 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Amend- 
ment goes  on  to  say : — 

'^  An  important  question  arises  whether,  and 
how  far,  these  facts  form  a  ground  of  action 
nnder  the  new  method,  which  at  a  period  later 
than  the  reign  of  George  III.  has  been  applied 
to  the  Civil  List,  and  since  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster has  added  so  larg^ely  to  the  means  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Sovereign.  A  further  addition 
to  these  means  might  ulso  be  expected,  in  the 
judgment  of  your  Committee,  from  possible  re- 
trenchments to  be  made  in  connection  with 
offices  in  the  Royal  Household  and  otherwise.  ' 
But  the  Committee  find  it  to  be  unnecessary  for 
them  to  enter  in  a  discussion  of  this  question, 
inasmuch  as  they  have  been  informed  by  the 
First  tK>rd  of  the  Treasury  that  Her  Majesty- 
has  been  graciously  pleased  to  declare  that  she 
does  not  propose  to  advance  any  claim  for  the 
diildren  of  her  dang hters  and  younger  sons/' 

Mr.  J.  Chamhrkin 


How  could  that  Amendment  give  any 
finality  even  supposing  that  the  Report 
of    the  Committee  could   bind    future 
Parliaments?    And  yet  my  right  hon. 
Friend    would    have     voted    for    that 
Amendment  if  the  other  Amendment  of 
tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  been 
carried.    It  does  appear  to  me,  there* 
fore,  that  the  reasons  which  my  rig^ht 
hon.  Friend  has  given  for  moving  this 
Amendment    which    he    has    put    for- 
ward   in    competition     with    that     of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  are 
altogether  inadequate  and  even  flimsy. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  there  is 
no  right  in  the  Grown  and  no  respon- 
sibility or  obligation  on  the  House  of 
Commons,   and    then  goes    and   votes 
against  the  Amendment,    which    pats 
that  proposition  in   much  clearer  lan- 
guage than  he  has  used  in  his  present 
Amendment.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
appears  to  be  in  the  position  of  a  landed 
proprietor  who  finding  a  man  poaching^ 
in  his  preserved  waters  in  the  first  place 
knocks  him  down  and  then  runs  off  with 
all  his  fishing  tackle.       My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Northampton  had  pre- 
pared a  most  admirable  bait,  and  tiie 
right  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  trips 
him  up,  and  the  next  thing  we  see  is 
that  he  is  fishing  with  the  same  cast.  X 
do  not  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  keeps  a  diary,  but  if  he  has 
posted  up  that  diary  during  the  past 
fortnight  he  might  head  the  chapter, 
**  The  Diary  of  a  Perplexed  Politician." 
During    that    period     the    right   hon* 
Gentleman's  opinion  has  fluctuated  and 
has  been  like  what  one  reads  aboot  tbe 
weather,  "  unsettled."    Let  us  see  what 
the  entries  in  the  right  hon.  Gtentleman's 
diary  would  have  been.      They  would 
have  commenced  on  the   2nd  of  Jolr 
thus :^'' Hoy al  Message  sent  down;'' 
and  he,  no  doubt,  would  have  added 
that  he  was  firm  against  these  Chrants, 
and  had  pledged  himself  to  his  oon- 
stituents  to  oppose  them.      On  the  10th 
July,  whilst  the  Committee   was  deli* 
berating,    the    right    hon.    Qentieman 
would  have  said  there  was  something 
after  all  to  be  said  for  these  (Grants,  that 
he  was  prepared  to  compromisey  and 
willing,  under  certain  conditionSi  to  ¥ota 
for  the  Grant  to  the  Prince  of  Wales,  (hi 
the  22nd  we  should  have  had  him  ii 
ing  something  to  the  effect  that^ 
more,  thanks  to  the  foolish  action  of  the 
Government  and  their  muddle  and  mb> 
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carriage,  he  was  a  free  man,  and  free  to 
TOte  for  his  convictions.  On  the  26th 
July  he  might  have  said  that  he  had 
voted  against  those  convictions  when 
they  were  expressed  hy  the  Member  for 
Northampton;  while,  for  the  29th, 
there  would  be  a  final  entry  that  he 
had  voted  in  favour  of  his  convictions 
wi.en  they  were  expressed  by  himself. 
I  confess  that  it  is  quite  impossible  for 
me  to  differentiate  as  far  as  argument  is 
concerned  the  position  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
from  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton, with  the  exception,  of  course, 
of  the  special  pleading  point  of  finality. 
What  are  the  arguments  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  and  of  those 
who  support  his  views  ?  They  are  three 
in  number.  His  first  argument  is  that 
the  Queen  has  enormous  savings  out  of 
which  bhe  ought  to  be  expected  to  pro- 
vide for  her  grandchilden ;  the  second  is 
that  whether  the  Queen  has  these 
savings  or  not  there  was  an  implied  un- 
derstanding at  the  time  the  Oivil  List 
was  fixed  that  her  grandchildren,  who, 
I  gather  from  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  come,  in 
his  opinion,  under  the  description  of 
<<  emergencies,"  should  be  provided  for 
by  her;  and  then,  in  the  third  place, 
there  is  the  argument  of  the  junior 
Member  for  Northampton  that  the  total 
amount  which  is  already  paid  by  the 
country  for  the  Crown  and  the  Boyal 
Family  is  so  enormous  and  exor- 
bitant that  it  is  most  unfair  and 
unreasonable  to  expect  the  people  to 
ccmtribute  any  addition  to  it.  Liet  us 
take,  in  the  first  place,  the  question  of 
the  enormous  savings  of  the  Queen 
which  was  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland,  who,  to  my  great 
surprise,  was  supported  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle.  The  hon.  Mem* 
ber  made  it  a  ground  of  ecMBsplaint 
against  the  Government  that  thej  have 
not  taken  the  Housed  into  tljieir  confi- 
dence with  regard  to  the  private 
savings  of  the  QiMen,  aad  h6  eVeB 
wanted  to  go  farther,  and  demanded 
proof  f>f  what  those  savings  were. 
1  suppose  that  he  wanted  to  see 
the  private  cashbook  and  the  ledger  of 
the  Queen  in  order  that  he  might  apj^J 
to  them  his  actuarial  calculations.  To 
my  mind  that  is  a  perfectly  unreasonable 
request.  It  is  a  oharaoteristio  oi  Eog* 
lisamen,  ^nd  one  in  whioh  tbcqr  diffsv 
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from  many  other  people,  that  they  resent 
any  attempt  to  pry  into  their  private 
resources,  and  I  cannot  understand  why. 
the  Queen  should  be  treated  in  thia 
respect  upon  a  different  footing  from 
that  of  the  humblest  of  her  subjects.  I 
know  what  the  hon.  Member  would  say 
— he,  of  course,  would  say  that  it  waa 
because  the  Queen  was  asking  for  a 
Grant*  So  let  me  put  this  case.  Sup- 
posing that  a  working  man  came  to  his. 
employer  to  ask  for  an  increase  of  salary, 
would  he  not  resent  any  attempt  on 
the  part  of  his  employer  to  pry  into  his 
savings  bank  book,  in  order  that  if  he 
had  been  careful  he  might  be  penalised 
for  his  thrift  and  his  saving  ?  Well,  I 
confess  that  I  do  not  see  the  great 
difference  between  the  two  cases.  I  am 
quite  willing  to  put  it  to  an  audience  of 
working  men,  and  I  am  inclined 'to  think 
that  they  would  be  quite  willing  to  agree 
upon  this  and  other  grounds  that  the 
private  fortune  and  the  private  expendi* 
ture  of  the  Queen,  whether  it  comes  from, 
the  revenue  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
or  from  the  Privy  Purse,  are  not  fitting 
subjects  for  Parliamentary  investigation. 
Although  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunder- 
land says  that  he  would  like  to  have 
further  information  on  the  subject,  ht^ 
has  had  information  upon  which  he  has 
based  the  monstrous  supposition  with 
which  he  has  entertained  the  House« 
The  hon.  Member  says  that  he  has  made 
calculations  with  his  ''actuarial  friend" 
which  led  him  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Queen  has  saved  three  millions. 

Mb.  ST0R£Y  (Sunderiand) :  I  know 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not 
want  to  attribute  to  me  that  which 
I  did  not  say.  I  said  I  had  had 
an  actuarial  computation  made,  and 
that,  allowing  for  all  things  that 
the  actuarr  had  to  allow  for,  it 
amounted  to  ^1,600,000,  and  then  I 
proceedied  to  add  the  other  sums,  and 
altogether  tbeainoiitttTeaehed  is  about 
three  mtinons. 

Mb.  J.CHAHBE&LAIN:  I  do  not 
see:  why  ifae^hon.  Member  should  think 
it  rigbt  to  correct  me,  but  he  now  says 
that  he  has  calculated,  with  the  assist- 
ance of  his  actuarial  friend,  that  the 
savings  of  the  Queen  amount  to 
£1,500,000  upon  the  Oivil  list,  and 
without  the  assistance  of  his  actur 
arial  friend  he  has  bimaelf  added,  ^j\ 
that  amount  an  additional  million  a3^^^ 
half.    7Ui,  how^Teri  is  not  th^  ^^^*^ 
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time  that  tlie  hon.  Member  has  brought 
this  question  before  the  House.  A 
somewhat  similar  Debate  occurred  in 
this  House  in  1882,  when  the  proposal 
for  a  Grant  to  the  Duke  of  Albany  was 
brought  forward.  It  was  then  con- 
tended that  the  Queen  had  resources 
from  which  such  demands  might  be  met. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
on  that  occasion,  in  moving  the  Grant, 
said : — 

**Ihope,  Sir,  it  will  not  be  said  that  provi- 
sion for  these  purposes  ought  to  be  made  by  the 
Sovereign  herself  from  her  economies,  in 
restraining  the  expenditure  of  her  annual 
income,  because  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that 
the  income  of  the  Sovereign  is  predetermined  in 
separate  branches  and  departments  in  such  a 
way  as  only  to  leave  the  most  moderate  means 
for  anything  approaching  accumulation.  That 
accumulation,  such  as  would  even  moderately 
provide  for  the  Royal  Princes  and  Princesses 
on  their  arrival  at  man*s  estate  or  on  entering 
the  condition  of  matrimony,  is  absolutely 
beyond  the  power  of  any  Sovereign  to  attain.'* 

My  right  hon.  Friend  thus  distinctly 
stated  there  never  have  been,  and  never 
could  be,  savings  by  Her  Majesty  which 
would  adequately  meet  a  tenth-part  of 
the  demands  on  Her  Majesty  in  this 
respect.  The  hon.  Member  for  Sunder- 
land is  fond  of  making  arithmetical  cal- 
culations. I  would  suggest  to  him  that 
this  statement  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  form  the  basis  for  a  very  in- 
teresting one,  which  would  entirely 
preclude  him  from  falling  into  the 
ridiculous  error  into  which  he  fell  on  a 
former  occasion.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, on  the  occasion  in  question,  con- 
tinued :  — 

**  The  savings  of  the  Sovereign  have  never 
Amounted  to  any  inordinate  sum,  nor  have  they 
«vcr  been  considered  a  matter  of  Parliamentary 
investigation.  I  have  had  some  knowledge  of 
them  in  various  contingencies  of  official  life, 
but  never  have  they  seemed  to  me  to  amount  to 
more  than  might  be  well  called  for  by  the 
emergencies  connected  with  the  position  and 
duties  of  the  Queen.  Were  it  only  the  very 
considerable  inequality  in  the  position  of  the 
various  children  of  the  Sovereign  with  respect 
to  wealth,  it  is  quite  obvious  that  it  would  be 
most  undesirable  that  Uer  Majesty  should  be 
wholly  deprived  of  the  means  of  mitigating, 
should  she  think  fit,  that  inequality.*' 

After  a  positive  statement  of  that  kind 
from  my  right  hon.  Friend  it  is  really 
presuming  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland  to  bring  forward  the 
calculation  to  which  I  have  referred. 
But,  Sir,  under  these  circumstances,  if 
the  savings  of  the  Grown  are  moderate, 
if  they  are  not  such  as  would  provide 
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one-tenth  part  of  the  charge  in  connection 
with  the  younger  children  of  the 
Sovereign,  it  is  perfectly  clear  that  they 
cannot  be  sufficient  to  provide  for  the 
demand  now  being  made.  I  now  come 
to  a  still  more  important  question — 
namely,  as  to  whether,  at  the  settlement 
of  the  Civil  List  or  subsequently,  there 
was  or  was  not  any  understanding  with 
the  Queen  to  provide  for  her  descendants. 
This  raises  the  question  of  notice,  and  I 
think  the  House  will  see  that  this  is  a 
question  of  the  greatest  importance,  and 
a  question  which,  by  itself,  may  be  con- 
sidered to  conclude  the  matter.  The 
majority  of  the  Committee  take  issue 
with  the  minority.  We  asserted  that 
there  had  been  no  notice  to  the 
Queen,  at  any  time,  that  she  was  ex- 
pected to  provide  for  her  descendants. 
I  have  already  referred  to  the  Amend- 
ments of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid' 
Lothian,  which  are  opposed  to  Para- 
graphs 1 1  and  1 2  of  the  original  Beport. 
If  any  one  will  look  at  the  draft  Beport 
they  will  see,  I  think,  that  no  one  would 
object  to  Paragraph  12  if  Paragraph  IT 
is  held  to  be  true,  for  Paragraph  11 
says  that  the  Queen  has  never  had 
notice  that  she  was  expected  to  make 
provision  for  her  grandchildren.  If  she 
has  never  had  notice,  then  the  12th 
paragraph,  which  states  that  she  has  a 
claim,  would  recommend  itself  to  the 
sense  of  the  House.  The  sole  questioiii 
is  whether  the  Queen  had  notice  of  this, 
or  could  be  expected  to  know  that  this 
demand  was  to  be  made  upon  her.  The 
Amendment  proposed  by  the  right  hon; 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  in  lieu  of 
Paragraph  11,  affirms — 

<*  Your  Committee  cannot  find  in  an;^  Beto« 
lution  of  the  House  of  CommonB,  or  in  any 
declaration  on  behalf  of  a  Gk>Teniment 
by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  any  indication 
whether  the  practice  followed  in  the  oast  of 
grandchildren  of  George  III.  was  to  oontinae 
under  the  method  now  applied  to  the  OSvil  List, 
or  whether  any  and,  if  any,  what  obligation 
attached  to  the  Sovereign  with  refaronoe  to 
descendants  in  the  second  generationi  or  what 
claims  the  Sovereign  might  be  entitied  to  mako 
upon  the  national  resources." 

It  is  perfectly  evident  that  if  that  had 
been  carried  it  would  amount  to  this — 
that  the  Committee  would  gire  distinot 
expression  to  the  opinion  that  fh^ 
could  find  no  indication  of  any  notioa 
having  been  given  to  the  Sovereigni  ond 
way  or  the  other.  That  is  aoite-enoiigiE 
for  our  purpose.    If  tiiere  iiAs  bsM  no 
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to    afford    Bufficient  provision    for  the 
grandchildren  of  Her  Majesty.  I  admit  to 
the  full  that  the  case  of  the  Heir  Apparent 
to  the  Throne — the  Prince  of  Wales — 
is  a  somewhat  peculiar  one.     No  doubt 
he  has  had   a  much   longer  Heir  Ap- 
parency than  was  naturally   expected, 
and  we  all  rejoice  that  he  has,  and  he 
has  had    heavier  expenses   than  could 
have  been   expected,  and  now  he  has 
children  grown  up  who  marry,  and  are 
given    in    marriage,   and  the    income 
of  the  Prince  of  Wales  may  have  been, 
or  is  likely  to   be,    insufficient.      But 
I  do  not  see  that  we  should  isolate  one 
particular  member  of  the  Eojal  Family. 
We  must  take  the  whole  of  the  income, 
and  if  the  total  sum  paid  to  the  Hoyal 
Family  is  sufficient,  its  proper  distribu- 
tion is  a  question  for  family  arrange- 
ment and  not  for  the  nation.     It  might 
have  been  expedient  to  accept    some 
compromise  in  the    matter  before  the 
Committee,   especially    if   finality  had 
been  obtained ;  but  it  is  perfectly  clear, 
after  all  that  has  been  heard  from  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  Bench, 
that  the  Government  did  not  intend  to 
make  any  compromise  if  they  could  help 
it.     I  think  it  is  clear,  from  the  speech 
of  the   Under  Secretary  opposite,  that 
the   Government  intend  to  go  to   the 
country   and  say  that  they  have  done 
what  they  thought  best   both  for  the 
Crown  and  the  country,  and  that  they 
have  no  intention  of  giving  way  on  any 
point.    I,   for  one,  am   glad  that  the 
compromise  has  fallen  through.    I  think 
we  can  with  perfect  loyalty  and  courtesy 
to  the  Grown  say  that,  as  a  matter  of  ex- 
pediency as  well  as  of  justice,  there  has 
been   enough   money  paid  by  the  tax- 
payers to  maintain  the  dignity  of  the 
Crown   in  all  reasonable  respects,  and 
that  there   are  sufficient   sums  paid  or 
accumulated  to  provide  for  all  those  who 
have  claims  on  the  Queen.      I  therefore 
support  the  Amendment. 

♦Sib  R.  fowler  (London,  City): 
I  wish,  in  a  few  words,  to  express 
regret  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  not  adhered  to  their  original 
proposition  of  £40,000  a  year.  No 
doubt  they  have  good  reasons  for  the 
course  they  have  taken ;  but  it  seems  to 
me  to  be  a  great  pity  that  they  have 
given  way  on  the  point,  because,  as  far 
as  I  can  see,  it  would  not  have  made  any 
difference  in  the  character  of  the  opposi- 
tion to  the  Grant.    I  cannot  but  trunk 


that  their  present  proposal  is  marked  bj 
niggardly  economy. 

♦Sir  LYON  PLAYFAIR  (Leeds, 
South) :  I  wish  to  explain  why  it  it 
I  cannot  support  the  Amendment  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend.  An  hon.  Member 
has  spoken  of  obeying  the  mandate  of  a 
constituency.  I  have  no  mandate  from 
my  constituency.  In  the  elections  at 
Leeds  I  have  never  been  asked  for  any 
pledge  except  one,  and  that  pledge  was 
a  positive  one  to  follow  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  as  the  Leader 
of  the  Liberal  Party.  I  trust  to  the 
ability  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
undertake  great  reforms  even  in  the 
Constitution  of  the  country  and  in  the 
relations  of  one  part  of  the  kingdom  to 
the  United  Kingdom ;  and  I  have  not 
seen  any  reason  to  alter  my  judgment  of 
his  ability,  common  sense,  and  modera- 
tion in  regard  to  the  proposals  which 
are  now  before  the  House.  I  think 
that  there  is  a  strong  feelioe  abroad 
with  reference  to  these  Royal  Grants, 
but  I  believe  that  it  largely  arises  from 
the  obscure  way  in  which  the  question 
has  been  put  before  the  people.  The 
way  in  which  the  question  is  generallv 
placed  before  the  people  is  to  add  up  all 
the  items  of  Royal  expenditure,  and  not 
to  explain  how  much  or  how  little  is 
derived  from  the  pockets  of  the 
taxpayers,  and  how  much  is  derived 
from  other  sources.  There  are  two 
kinds  of  liabilities  or  expenditure 
which  taxation  furnish.  There  are  the 
liabilities  undertaken  when  the  Queen 
ascended  the  Throne,  and  there  are 
other  kinds  of  expenditure  which  it  is 
within  the  power  of  the  House  to  control 
through  the  Estimates,  such  as  expen- 
diture on  the  Palaces  and  the  Royal 
Yachts.  The  balance  sheet  showing  the 
liabilities  and  assets  is  a  very  simple 
There  are  two  sources  of  assets-— 


one. 


the  Grown  Lands,  which  are  Endowments 
for  the  support  of  Royalty,  and  the 
Revenues  of  the  Duchies  of  Lancaster 
and  Cornwall,  which  are  additional 
means  of  supporting  the  splendour  of 
the  Throne.  These  do  not  belong^  to 
the  Sovereign  in  his  personal  capacity, 
but  as  fiduciary  trusts  belonging  to 
the  nation  for  the  support  of  Royalty* 
But  these  assets  are  folded  aown, 
and  the  expenditure  is  given  as  if  the 
taxpayer  paid  the  whole.  On  ^X^^»^^ 
of  liabUities  there  are  £385,000  ^^\^\ 
CivU  List   and    £162,000   ^-^«     ^^^ 
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by  written  Minutes ;  bat  it  often  gave 
verbal    inetruotions,    and  in  this  case 
there  was  a  verbal  order  for  the  payment 
to  continue,  and  it  has  continued  ever 
Bince.    I  am  sorry  to  have  had  to  intro- 
duce this  small  matter,  but,  having  the 
official  information  I  had,  I  felt  bound  to 
do  so.  In  regard  to  the  general  question, 
I  repeat  that  I  think  the  proposal  before 
the    House    gives     practical     finality, 
although  it  is  to  be  regretted  that  the 
speeches  of  Ministers  are  not  so  clear 
on  that  point.     Indeed,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  made  me  hesitate  for 
a  moment  whether  I  should  vote  with 
the  Government.     I  think  he  was  mak- 
ing a  claim  which,  in  the  interests  of 
the  Crown,  I  deemed  to  be  very  unfor- 
tunate.    In  conclusion,  I  say  I  support 
the  compromiEO  very  wisely  made  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  accepted  in  its  spirit,  if  not 
in  letter,  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  (Boston)  :  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  do  not  agree  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  eat  down,  save 
in  his  support  of  the  proposition  of  the 
right  hoo.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian.  I  am  positively  of  the 
opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  London,  that  we  could  just 
as  easily  have  put  £40,000  a  year  as 
£36,000.  As  to  the  question  of  finality, 
there  is  no  finality  on  this  question.  It 
will  be  settled  by  a  great  number  of 
Members  of  Parliament  who  are  not 
here  at  present,  and  I  hope  that  a 
very  small  number  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  are  here  now  will  be 
present  on  the  next  occasion  when 
this  is  discussed — myself  included.  In 
my  opinion  it  will  be  a  very  long  time 
before  there  will  be  a  vacancy,  for  we 
all  know  our  blessed  Sovereign  has 
good  health.  [**  Order.*']  I  am  not 
aware  that  I  am  out  of  order.  If  I  am, 
you.  Sir,  as  you  have  done  before,  will 
very  soon  tell  me  of  it.  I  have  in  my 
house  a  portrait  of  Old  Parr,  painted 
when  he  was  at  the  age  of  152  years. 
He  lived  ten  years  afterwards.  I  hope 
from  the  bottom  of  my  heart  that  the 
Queen  will  live  as  long.  As  Chairman 
of  an  Assurance  Association  I  know 
that  the  value  of  female  life  is  greater 
than  the  value  of  male  life.  It  is  the 
prayer  of  this  nation  that  the  Queen 
may  reach  the  advanced  age  which  is 
now  more  general  than  formerly — even 
than  in  the  lime  of  Parr.    iLau^hter.'] 
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Controvert  that  if  you  can.      I  believe 
that  the  bulk  of  the  constituencies,  whioh 
small  or  great,  are  thoroug^hly  in  f hvohi 
of  doing  what  will   please  the  Queea 
and  the  Ministry  of  the  Queeo.      We 
ought   to    be    grateful    to   the   Hoyal 
Family  for  what  they  have  done.     We 
ought    to    be    grateful    for    the    pars 
example  which  is  set  by  the  Liadj  now 
at  the  head  of  the  nation,  and  it  ought 
to  be  our  most  intense  anxiety  to  do 
everything  we  possibly  can  to  show  not 
only  the  people  here,  but  the  people  of 
other  nations,  that  we  are  grateful  fof 
all  the  Sovereign  has  done.      The  way 
in  which  she  has  dealt  with  the  instita- 
tions  of  the  countiy,  in  which  she  has 
preserved  a  pure  Court,  and  has  takea 
care  that    the  religious  instincts  and 
opinions  of   the   people  shall   not  be 
interfered   with,   are    all    matters   for 
which  we   are     grateful.       Had    Her 
Majesty  gone  in  another  direction,   had 
she  introduced  a  Book  of  Sports,  or  any 
sports  contrary  to  the  religious  instincts 
and     convictions     of       the      people? 
\^Laugkter,']    That  is  not  a  matter  for 
laughter.     As  a  Conservative  I   would 
not  have  voted  for  a  Grant  to  anyone  cf 
the  Hoyal  Family ;  rather  would  I  have 
voted  for  a  Republic,  much  as  I  bate  it* 
Had  anything  been  done  that  was  con- 
trary to  the  instincts  and  religious  con« 
victions  of  this  nation  ?    In  votinff  for 
the  Kesolution  I  best  discharged  my 
duties  to  my  constituents  and  my  datj 
as  a  patriot.    I  go  thoroughly  against 
the  Amendment,  and  I  wish  the  propoasi 
had  been  for  £40,000  rather  than  alter- 
nated £36,000  a  year. 
«Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton): 
Sir,  we  have  had  a  good  many  speeches 
during  the  Debate  in  favour  of  these 
Royal  Grants       I  do  not  know  whether 
the  speech  we  have  just  heard  is  much 
worse  than  others  that  have  been  mads* 
The  hon.  Member,  among  the  reasons 
he  has  given  for  voting  for  the  Qraati 
says  that  he  has  in  his  own  home  a 
picture  of  Old  Parr,  and  also  that  Her 
Majesty  had  not   written    a  Book  of 
Sports.     Those    reasons    are    neither 
better  nor  worse    than   other  reasmis 
that     other     Members     have     given 
for  their  votes.     I    gather   firoai    the 
speech     of    the    right   hon.    Gentle* 
man  the  Member   for   Leeds   Chat  he 
intends  to  vote  for  the  Besolutton,  bat 
I   confess   his   reasons   were   entirely 
I  beyond  msi  so  recondite  indeed 
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they  tbat  I  must  leave  my  Scotch  friends 
behind  me  to  reply  to  them.  The 
rifirht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  also,  I  gather,  intends 
to  vote  for  the  Besolution.  He  summed 
up  bis  reasons  in  a  very  beautiful  peror- 
ation, and  my  only  regret,  it  is  an 
intellectual  re^et,  is  that  it  was  a 
plagiarism.  He  tells  us  Eadicals  that 
we  are  not  as  he  is.  I  admit  we 
are  not.  He  says  that  we  are  Nihih'sts, 
anxious  to  destroy  the  Monarchy,  and 
to  put  the  Constitution  into  the  melting- 
pot.  Sir,  that  is  a  plagiarism  from 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Bossendale,  made  at  the 
time  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  came 
forward  with  an  unauthorised  pro- 
gramme. I  stated,  on  my  Amendment 
to  the  Motion  that  the  Speaker  leave 
the  Chair,  that  I  might  be  in  some 
embarrassment  how  to  vote  in  re- 
gard to  the  Amendment  shadowed 
forth  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle.  I  supposed  at  the 
time  that  he  would  base  his  opposition 
to  the  Grants  upon  the  fact  of  their 
being  coupled  with  no  declaration  of 
finality.  Personally,  I  should  have  voted 
against  these  Grants  whether  or  not 
there  had  been  finality.''  But  I  am 
relieved  of  all  difficulty,  because  the 
Amendment  is  practically  a  general 
refusal  of  these  Grants,  coupled  with 
the  pious  regret  that  if  the  House 
does  agree  to  them  there  will  be  no 
finality  in  the  matter.  I  look  more  at 
the  substance  than  the  form,  and  I  feel 
that  I  should  be  personally  stultifying 
myself  if  I  voted  against  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  Amendment,  because 
it  is  a  repetition — and  a  g^d  thing  can- 
not be  too  often  repeated — of  my 
proposition.  If  other  hon.  Friends 
Dring  forward  similar  resolutions 
against  these  Grants,  I  can  assure 
them  most  sincerely  they  shall 
have  my  vote.  I  confess  I  never  did 
share  the  view  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
and  those  who  supported  him  in  Com- 
mittee as  to  the  importance  of  finality. 
We  have  the  statement  of  the  Queen's 
Ministers  that  the  Queen  will  not  aak 
for  any  more  of  these  Grants  during  her 
reign.  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  itis 
abNolutely  certain  after  t!ie  statement 
made  by  Hf  r  Majesty's  Ministers,  that 
there  will  be  no  demand  during  this 
reign  for  araata  to  this  lehildrend  tbe 


younger  children  of  the  Sovereign.  I 
think  and  believe  from  what  I  heard  in 
Committee,  and  from  the  statements  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  we 
may  take  that  for  granted.  Well,  in 
regard  to  claims  under  a  future  reigni 
I  am  glad  to  think  that  we  do  not 
establish  any  precedent  as  regards 
the  children  of  younger  children,  whilst 
we  note  that  the  Sovereign's  claim  to 
such  maintenance  is  waived.  My  opinion 
is  that  when  a  Sovereign  gives  up  a 
claim,  that  Sovereign's  successor  never 
can  make  it  with  any  success 
afterwards.  It  seems  to  me  that 
sufficient  for  the  reign  are  the  grand- 
children thereof.  I  do  not  trouble 
myself  with  what  may  occur  in  a  subse- 
quent  reig^.  The  whole  subject  of  the 
Civil  List  will  then  be  looked  into,  and  it 
will  be  decided  according  to  the  opin« 
ions  of  the  period.  I  hope  the  day  is 
far  distant  when  there  may  be  a  suc- 
cessor to  Her  Maj  esty .  In  regard  to  what 
will  then  happen,  all  we  know  for  certain 
is,  that  opinion  against  these  Grants 
is  advancing  with  giant  strides.  On  the 
occasion  of  the  Grant  to  the  Princess 
Beatrice,  some  Irish  hon.  Members  and 
only  13|£nglish,  Scotch,  and  Welsh  Mem- 
bers voted  with  me.  The  other  niffht, 
including  pairs,  above  130  voted  against 
the  present  Grants.  In  view  of 
this  progress  Grants  are  pretty  well 
doomed.  I  cannot  regret  the  course 
I  took  on  Thursday  night,  because 
it  established  the  fact  that,  although 
the  majority  of  this  House  is  prepared  to 
vote  in  favour  of  Grants  to  the  children 
of  the  Priuoe  of  Wales,  yet  two-thirds 
of  the  Liberal  Party  have  registered 
their  view  that  thev  are  opposea  to  any 
such  Grants,  and  this  will  be  remembered 
if  the  Liberal  Party  is  in  power 
when  there  is  a  change  of  Sovereign. 
I  want  the  House  to  look  at  the 
practical  common-sense  view  of  this 
matter.  We  have  heard  a  good 
deal  abouthereditary  revenues — whether 
they  have  or  have  not  been  surrendered. 
Ithink  that  the  question  is  comparatively 
unimportant.  The  right  hon.  Gentieman 
the  Member  for  Leeas  went  through  a 
series  of  figures  to  show  that  the  oountiy 
paid  hard^  anything  for  Boyalty  out 
of  taxation.  But  in  reality  the  tax- 
payers pay  all  the  same^  whether  tibe 
money  comes  out  of  these  heiedviiKrs 
revenues  of  the  State  or  oa^  ^  ^^ 
Treasury.     Admits   hoireter*    ^^  "^^ 


1635 


The  Royal 


1  COMMONS} 


OranU. 


1618 


there  is,  no  doubt,  a  vast  Toluntary  ex- 
penditure at  a  Presidential  election  ;  but 
all  this  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
question  before  us  now.  I  will  not 
follow  the  example  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman ;  what  I  desire  to  do  is  to 
consider  the  position  in  which  we  who 
are  asked  to  vote  for  these  Grants  are 
placed.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  the 
course  I  shall  adopt.  Since  I  have  been 
a  Member  of  this  House  I  never  gave  a 
vote  with  greater  satisfaction  than  that 
which  I  gave  on  Friday  night,  and  I 
shall  give  my  vote  to-night  with  the 
same  satisfaction,  because  I  think  the 
time  has  come  when  the  huge  cost  of 
the  Crown  ought  to  be  thoroughly  over- 
hauled and  brought  down  to  something 
like  a  practical  sum.  We  have  had  the 
Crown  Lands  set  up  as  against  the  sums 
appropriated  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund ;  but  in  all  the  arguments  that 
have  been  used,  it  ought  to  be  remem- 
bered that  if  the  country  took  over  the 
Crown  Lands,  it  also  took  over  the  cost 
of  management.  It  is  said  that  the 
position  we  are  taking  is  disrespectful 
to  the  Monarchy  ;  but  I  believe  that  the 
one  thing  that  will  make  the  Crown 
secure  and  the  Monarchy  respected  in 
this  country  is  not  the  splendour  of  the 
Throne,  but  the  calm  dignity  with  which 
the  Sovereign  fulfils  her  functions. 
When  you  talk  about  the  **  splendour  of 
the  Throne ''  and  use  arguments  in 
favour  of  keeping  up  all  the  offices 
which  surround  the  Throne,  there  are 
many  of  us  who  think  you  are  lowering 
rather  than  adding  to  its  digpiity. 
There  are  many  of  us  who  think  it  is 
not  the  barbaric  magniGcence  of  the 
Throne — for  that  is  what  it  really  comes 
to — but  the  conduct  of  the  individual 
who  occupies  the  Throne  that  consti- 
tutes its  real  dignity.  We  think — 
though  it  is  rank  heresy  to  say  so — 
that  Parliaments  which  ht^e  gone 
before  us  have  made  a  mistake  in  the 
sums  they  have  provided  for  the  chil- 
dren of  the  Sovereign,  and  that  the 
time  has  come  when,  having  provided 
for  the  direct  issue  of  the  Sovereign,  we 
ought  not  to  begin  voting  sums  of 
money  for  the  grandchildren.  We 
think  that  these  Grants  are  not  in  accor- 
dance with  the  Act  of  1837.  I 
thoroughly  agree  with  the  quotation 
from  the  speech  of  Mr.  Spring  Eice,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  1837, 
which  was  made  by  the  First  Lord  of 
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the  Treasury.    That  quotation  showed 
that  it  w^s  anticipated  that  the  Civfl 
List  would  supply  all  the  requirements 
of  the  Royal  Family,  and  before  making 
any  further  Grant,  we  are  entitled  to  i 
full  statement  of  what  the  savings  from 
the  Civil  List  have  been.     The  right, 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  has  favoured  us  with  hit 
opinion  as  to  what  the  savings  of  the 
Monarch  have  been,  and    has  put  the 
amount  at  £103,000,  which,    he  said, 
was  not  too  large.     I  think  it  quits 
large  enough   to  prevent   this   House 
being  asked  to  vote  more  Boyal  Grants. 
Perhaps  the  most  extraordinary  part  of 
the  peculiar  speech  of  the    ri^fht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham was  that  in  which  he  drew 
an  illustration  from  the  working  man 
asking  for  an  increase  of  wages,  and 
the  employer  asking  what  he  had  saved 
up.     I   think    the  analogy    was    most 
ludicrous,  and  I  think  it  unnecessary  to 
further  criticise  it,  as  the  House  must 
see  how  ridiculous  it  is.     A  great  deal 
has  been  said  with  regard  to  the  CSvil 
List  in  reigns  previous  to  the  present; 
but  I  do  not  think  it  possible  to  show 
anything    in     preceding    reigns    like 
that  which  we   have   now    before    us. 
When  a  Committee  sat  in  1837  and  had 
evidence  of  all  previous  Grants  placed 
before  them  and  fixed  what  they  con- 
sidered necessary  for  the  Crown,  I  think 
you  have  no  right  whatever  to  go  behind 
the  decision  of  that  Committee.     I  am 
pleased  to  see  that  in  those  days  the 
Members  who   were  looked  up  to  by 
the  Eadicals  of  those   days  did  take 
exception  to  the  amount  that  was  fixed, 
holding  that  the  sum  was  too  large  for  the 
wants  of  the   Crown.     It   is  said  we 
ought  to  be  ashamed  of  our  position  for 
carping  at  an  expenditure  which  is  really 
insignificant.  (**  Hear,  hear !")  An  hon. 
Member  says  *'  Hear,  hear !"    I  am  not 
ashamed,  for  one.    I  am  proud  of  the 
position  I  have  taken  up,  and  I  think 
I  should  not  have  been  doing  my  duly 
to  my  constituents  if  I  had  not  ti^en  up 
that  position.    It  will,   I  think,  be  a 
sorry  day  for  England  when  hon.  Meoi- 
hers  abandon  the  right  of  critidBing  the 
demands  made  upon  them  by  the  Go- 
vernment.   It  is  only  by  the  tight  hand 
which  has  been  kept  by  the  House  of 
Commons  on  the  purse  strings  of  the 
nation  that   the  liberties  of  Bnglaajd 
have  been  brought  to  where  (hvy  are  at 
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^he  present  time.    We  do  not  object  to 
being  charged  with  carping  when  we 
attempt  to  criticise  this  vote.    Erery 
time  anyone  moves  a  reduction  in  this 
House  and  goes  in  for  economy,  he  is 
immediately  told  by  some  Gentleman 
who  goes  into  figures  that  it  is  only  a 
fractional  sum  per  head  on  the  popula- 
tion, but  a  good  many  of  us  who  go  in 
for  economy  want  to  join  many  of  these 
fractional  sums  together  so  as  to  make 
up  a  large  sum.  Behind  these  fractional 
sums  there  is  the  question  of  a  great 
principle,  and  there  is  the  question  of 
how  far  you  are  going  to   allow   the 
charges  in  connection  with  the  Monarchy 
to  grow  in  this  country.     We  believe 
the  time  is  coming  when  much  may  be 
done  to  curtail  the  lavish  expenditure 
that  takes  place  in  high  places.    I  be- 
lieve that  the  stability  of  the  Monarchy 
rests  not  upon  the  grandeur  of  its  sur- 
roundings, but  upon  the  quiet  dignity 
with  which  it  is  kept  up.    Never  in  the 
last  quarter  of  a  century  have  we  had 
less  of  the  splendour  of  the  Throne,  and 
yet  never  has  a  Monarch  been  more 
respected  and  esteemed  than  the  present 
Monarch.     We  only  want  to  have  con- 
tinued that  which  has  been  going  on 
for  the  last  quarter  of  a  century.     We 
say  that  you  do  not  want  any  more 
Koyal  Grants,  but  that  economy  should 
be  maintained  in  the  Civil  List,  and  we 
believe  we  are  doing  better  work  for  the 
security  of  the  Throne  and  for  the  wel- 
fare of  the  masses  of  the  country  by 
the  position  we  are  taking  up,  which 
amounts  to  something  more  solid  than 
mere    tinsel    and    glory,     than     are 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in  supporting 
these  Grants. 

Me.  ISAACSON    (Tower    Hamlets, 

Stepney) :  We  have  listened  to  a  great 

many  speeches  from  hon.  Members  below 

the  Gangway  representing  the  working 
classes  in  the  East  End  of  London,  but 
I  do  not  think  that  any  hon.  Member  on 
this  side  of  the  House  who  represents 
them  has  yet  spoken.  As  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  do  not  think  there  is  any 
Member  of  this  House  who  is  more  in 
touch  with  his  constituency,  and  I  think 
I  may  say,  without  fear  of  contradiction, 
that  the  working  classes  of  London  do 
not  view  the  Koyal  Grants  with  that 
amount  of  displeasure  which  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  allege.  There  are 
some  important  points  which  have  not 
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been  mentioned.    It  should  be  remem- 
bered that  the  value  of  money  is  very 
different  now  from  what  it  was  in  1837, 
and  that  members  of  the  Boyal  Family 
cannot   do  with  their  income  as  much 
as  private    individuals.     They  cannot 
enter   into   trade    and   improve    their 
fortunes  in  ways  open  to  others.    Con- 
sidering that  it  is  a  Lady  who  is  at 
the  head  of  affairs,  some  of  the  observa- 
tions made  on  the  other  side  were  per- 
fectly cruel.     The  country  has  made  an 
excellent  bargain   with  respect  to  the 
Crown  property,  which  in  20  years  will 
bring   in    something   like    £4,000,000 
sterling,    and    if   Her    Majesty    had 
retained    that    property    she  probably 
would  not  have  had  to  came  to  this  House 
for  any  Grants  for  the  members  of  her 
family.    I  do  not  think  the  Government 
or  the  legal  advisers  of  the  Crown  have 
been  sufficiently  diligent  in  making  the 
country  know  that  the  contract  has  been 
so  favourable.  Up  to  this  very  July  they 
have  made  out  the  receipts  in  precisely 
the  same  way  as  if  the  property  was 
owned  by  the  Crown,  on  the  face  of  them 
appearing  the  words  *'  received  for  Her 
Majesty's  use."    We  know   very  well 
that  Her   Majesty    does  not  get  the^ 
money.    Under  these  circumstances  it  is 
very    unjust    to    cavil    at    the    small 
amounts  which  are  asked  for  the  Boyal 
Family.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Morley) 
said  he  should  like  members  of  the  Royal 
Family  to  go  into  profitable  occupations* 
I  do  not  know  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  like  the  young  ladies 
to  do.   I  think  one  young  lady  has  done 
exceedingly  well  in  marrying  a  young 
Scottish  Peer  who  is  in  business,  and 
whose    fortune    is    very    considerable. 
With  regard  to  the  male  members  of  the 
family,  one  has  adopted  the  profession 
of  a  soldier,  and  the  other  that  of  a 
sailor,  and  I  do  not  know  how  they  are 
to  go  into  more  profitable  occupations, 
unless  they  go  into  trade,  as  no  doubt 
they  will.     The  working  classes  of  the 
East  End  of  London  are  entirely  in 
favour  of  these  Grants  on  the  moderate 
scale  that  they  have  been  asked  for,  and 
I  believe  that  when  the  speeches  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  are  quoted  at  the  next 
election,  they  will  not  derive  any  capital 
from  them.      I  shall  vote  heartily  for 
the  Grants,  and  I  hope  that  otV^^^'^^^- 
here    for    London    will     foWo^    xa^ 
example. 

3  N  2 


a  639 


The  £oyal 


{OOMMONS} 


Otanii. 


1640 


*Sjr  W.  PLOWDEN  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, W.):  The  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  sat  down  informed  us  what  his 
knowledge  is  of  the  views  of  the  working 
men  in  the  Division  he  represents. 
Well,  I  am  able  to  inform  the  Committee 
what  are  the  views  of  the  working  men 
of  the  West  Division  of  Wolverhamp- 
ton, and  I  roust  say  that,  not  only  at 
this  moment,  when  there  has  been  a 
distinct  expression  of  opinion  from  thenn, 
but  also  on  previous  occasions,  they 
have  declared  by  large  majorities  their 
distinct  aversion  to  any  increase  of  the 
Royal  Grants.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  told  us  we  wanted  to  put 
the  Constitution  into  the  melting-pot — 
that  was  a  Birmingham  phrase,  I  pre- 
sume— and  that  we  actually  did  not  dare 
to  approach  our  constituents  and  tell 
them  the  real  facts  about  these  Eojal 
Grants.  Well,  I  can  say  that  I  have 
stated  over  and  over  again  to  my  con- 
stituents what  the  real  facts  of  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  Royal  Grants  art»,  as 
far  as  I  could  learn  them,  and  they 
have  adhered  to  their  original  deter- 
mination that  it  is  not  a  right  thing  to 
add  to  the  burdens  of  the  country  by  in- 
creasing the  Royal  Grants.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington  (Lord 
R.  Churchill)  said  that  those  who 
opposed  the  Grants  were  actuated  by  a 
desire  to  degrade  and  lowor  tbe 
Monarchy  in  public  estimation.  I  en- 
tirely dissent  from  such  a  statement. 
Many  of  us  are  warm  admirers  of  the 
Monarchy— I  speak  for  myself,  certainly 
— and  because  we  dissent  from  the  pro- 
posal to  make  an  increased  allowance 
for  Royal  expenditure,  we  ought  not, 
therefore,  to  be  considered  deficient  in 
respect  for  the  Crown,  or  as  desirous  of 
not  promoting  the  well-being  of  the 
Crown.  The  remarks  of  the  noble  Lord 
a^^pear  to  be  endorsed  by  the  Govern- 
ment, from  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
said.  I  wonder  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Paddington,  who  poses  as 
an  historical  inquirer,  should  have 
ventured  to  make  the  remarks  he  has 
made,  as  he  must  have  known  what  has 
been  the  whole  course  of  events  during 
the  past  century.  The  first  speech 
which  brought  Mr.  Pitt  into  notoriety 
was  one  made  by  him  under  the  tutelage 
of  that  great  orator  Mr.  Burke  in 
regard  to  the  Civil  List  20  years  after 


it  had  been  settled,  ia  the  reig^  of 
George  III.,  and  he  then  proposed  to 
do  away  with  some  of  those  great  ofBoes 
of  State  which  are  now  the  sabjecC 
of  discussion,  and  with  regard  to 
which  working  men  hold  such  strong 
opinions.  As  a  preface  to  that  Debate 
Mr.  Burke  had  read  out  a  Resolution, 
which  still  stands  on  the  Journals  of 
the  House,  and  which  runs  thus  : — 

<<  It  18  the  opinion  of  this  Committee  that  it 
is  competent  to  this  House  to  examine  into,  and 
to  correct,  abuses  in  the  expenditure  of  the 
Civil  List  Revenues,  as  well  as  in  every  other 
branch  of  the  Public  Revenue,  whenever  it 
shall  appear  expedient  to  the  wisdom  of  this 
House  so  to  do." 

This  Eesolution  still  stands  on  the 
Journals,  and  has  not  been  resoinded. 
It  shows  what  the  power  of  this  House 
is  in  regard  to  the  Civil  List.  Person- 
ally, I  should  be  extremely  pleased 
to  bo  able  to  consent  to  the  request 
made  to  us  by  the  Government.  Bat  I 
stand  here  as  the  Eepresentative  of 
my  constituents,  and  especially  in  the 
matter  of  taxation  I  feel  bound  to 
represent  their  views.  I  have  had  dis- 
tinct requisitions  from  my  constituents 
to  oppose  these  Grants,  and  I  belieTO 
that  both  my  right  hon .  Colleagues  (Ifr. 
H.  H.  Fowler  and  Mr.  0.  P.  Villiers) 
in  the  representation  of  Wolverhamp- 
ton have  received  similar  requisitions. 
It  is  not  that  the  working  men  objeot 
to  giving  to  the  Sovereign  what  is  really 
necessary  to  maintain  the  dignity  of  the 
Court,  but  they  think  suffioient  is 
granted  for  the  purpose  already  it  a 
proper  appropriation  be  made.  They 
say  also  that  if  the  present  Grants  are 
not  sufficient,  some  of  the  great  offices 
of  State,  where  large  sums  of  money 
are  paid  for  official  dutieSi  might 
very  well  be  discharged  without  any 
remuneration.  These  are  offices  which. 
men  truly  devoted  to  the  Sovereign 
would  gladly  fill  without  salary.  They 
take  the  case  of  the  Master  of  the 
Buckhounds,  and  they  say  to  me, 
^*Your  brother  is  a  master  of 
hounds,  and  does  not  get  any  remu- 
neration for  it.  Why  should  we  giTe 
any  remuneration  to  the  Master  of  the 
Buckhounds?"  It  seems  to  me  ihat 
the  argument  is  unanswerable.  I  feel 
quite  justified  in  acceding  to  the  wishes 
of  my  constituents  and  opposing  any 
one  of  these  Grants,  which  impoos 
additional  burdens  on    the   tazpajer. 
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♦Mr.  NORRIS  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Limehouse) :  It  seems  to  me  that  Oen- 
tlemen  opposite  arrogate  a  great  deal 
too  much  to  themselves  the  right  to 
pose  as  the  Representatives  of  the  work- 
ing men.  I  represent  a  constituency 
in  the  East  of  London,  which  is  cer- 
tainly loyal  to  the  country  and  to  the 
Crown.  I  believe  the  people  of  this 
country  reverence  and  respect  Royalty, 
not  only  on  patriotic  grounds,  but  also 
because  of  the  splendour  which  sur- 
rounds it.  Who  are  the  people  who 
attend  the  Royal  shows  and  surround 
the  Royal  carriages  but  the  people  of 
the  Metropolis,  who  are  too  glad  not 
only  to  see  the  splendour,  but  to  parti- 
cipate in  the  joys  and  sorrows  of  the 
Royal  Family,  as  on  Saturday  last. 
Although  I,  for  one,  deprecate  and 
object  very  strongly  indeed  to  Grants 
and  Annuities  to  any  of  the  collateral 
branches  of  the  Royal  Family,  I  think 
it  is  a  very  different  thing  indeed  when 
it  comes  to  the  direct  Heir  to  the  Throne 
of  England.  We  know  very  well  that 
Her  Majesty  has  very  graciously 
come  to  an  arrangement  whereby  the 
money  she  has  been  able  to  save  out  of 
her  income  will  be  devoted  to  the  main- 
tenance of  the  younger  members  of  the 
Royal  Family.  It  is  a  matter  of  sur- 
prise to  me  that  this  Grant  should  be 
questioned,  inasmuch  as  the  amount  is 
so  extremely  small  when  spread  over 
the  country.  I  have  calculated  that 
the  proposed  annuity  of  £36,000  a  year 
that  is  asked  for,  amounts  only  to  a 
farthing  per  head  of  the  whole  popula- 
tion, and  for  a  constituency  of  70,000 
persons  will  amount  to  about  £70.  I 
think  even  the  senior  Member  for 
Northampton  would  hardly  grudge  £1, 
aye,  perhaps,  he  would  give  a  £5  note 
towards  the  necessary  functions  of 
Royalty.  Have  not  Radical  Members 
opposite  done  enough  this  Session  in 
trying  to  overthrow  the  Government, 
and  in  obstructing  useful  measures,  that 
now  they  must  make  personal  attacks 
upon  the  Sovereign  and  her  Constitu- 
tional rights.  The  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
adds  lustre  to  his  grand  old  age,  and 
his  words  will  go  down  to  posterity  as 
some  of  tho  best  he  ever  uttered — noble 
words,  which  shows  that  though  he  de* 
sires  to  serve  the  people  he  desires  also 
to  serve  the  State.  I  think  we  ought, 
by  our  votes  to  day,  to  prove  our  loyalty 


to  the  State,  and  I,  for  one,  shall  go  into 
the  Lobbv  with  the  Government. 

Mr.  PICKER3GILL(B9thnal  Green, 
S.W.) :  The  two  last  spsakers  from  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  represent 
East  End  constituencies,  and  they  say 
they  think  that  in  voting  for  the  Grants 
they  are  properly  representing  the  feel- 
ings of  their  constituents.  My  experi- 
ence, however,  is  that  there  is  the 
strongest  possible  feeling  in  the  East 
End  of  London  against  the  Grant,  and 
hon.  Members  opposite  will,  perhaps, 
when  too  late  discover  their  mistake. 
I  should  like  to  refer  to  the  position 
taken  up  to-night  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  J.  Morley).  On  Friday  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was,  I  think,  somewhat 
scornful  towards  the  Amendment,  and 
towards  those  who  supported  the 
Amendment,  proposed  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northampton. 
He  will  not,  therefore,  have  any  right 
to  complain,  and  I  am  sure  he  will  not 
complain,  if  I  comment  with  some  free- 
dom on  his  position.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  told  us  that  a  great  deal 
of  the  fever  in  the  public  mind  would 
be  abated  if  the  Government  had 
thought  fit  to  make  a  more  frank  state- 
ment as  to  the  resources  of  the  Crown. 
Sj  far  good.  But  holding  these 
opinions  I  can  scarcely  see  how  with 
consistency  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
can  assent  to  the  final  paragraph  of 
the  Committee's  Report,  which  runs  as 
follows : — 

*'  Your  Committee  desire  to  state  that  it  has 
received  all  iaioriiiatioa  which  it  has  deemed 
necessary  for  the  object  of  the  Keference  made 
to  it." 

Oa  this  point  I  think  we  have  some 
title  to  complain  not  only  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself, 
but  of  every  other  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee who  voted  with  him.  They  all 
appear  to  have  expressed  in  this  House 
the  greatest  possible  regret  that  further 
information  has  not  been  afforded,  and 
yet  without  protest  they  assented  to 
this  paragraph,  which  will  be  quoted  in 
future  years,  giving  the  Government 
credit  for  having  supplied  ample  infor- 
mation. I  now  come  to  the  sesond 
point.  The  right  hoa.  Gentleman 
said :  — 

"  I  will  not  be  a  party  tosettio.*  ^\^«i^^*:^V. 
by  meeting  a  Message  from  tb.o   '^V^^^m^yi 
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words  which  indicate  that  it  ought  never  to  | 
have  been  sent.*' 

Well,  again,  I  say,  so  far  good.  But  is 
it  consistent  with  the  statement  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  within 
a  few  minutes  of  the  former  one,  to  the 
following  efifect :  — 

*^  I  thought  from  the  first  that  both  the 
claims  and  the  Grants  upon  which  the  claims 
were  rested  were  wrong." 

Now,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thought  that,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  did 
practically  amount  to  an  intimation  that 
the  Message  from  the  Crown  ought 
never  to  have  been  sent  down.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  takes  up  that 
position,  I,  for  one,  must  with  all 
respect  dissent  from  it.  The  Message 
comes  to  us  with  the  authority  and 
under  the  sanction  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  I  say  there  is  no  dis- 
respect to  the  Throne  in  saying  it  ought 
never  to  have  been  sent.  I  beg  to  make 
my  very  humble  protest  against  the  idea 
that  this  House  is  not  perfectly  free  to 
criticise  and  adopt  a  hostile  attitude 
towards  a  Message  from  the  Crown ;  and 
I  cannot  but  think  that  in  the  proposi- 
tion which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  laid 
down  he  spoke  rather  the  language  of  the 
courtier  than  the  language  we  have  been 
accustomed  to  hear  from  the  Badical 
Eepresentative  of  Newcastle- on-Tyne. 
I  come  now  to  the  third  proposition  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  said  he 
was  willing,  under  certain  conditions,  to 
give  a  moderate  amount,  and  he  also 
told  us  that  £36,000  was  not  a  moderate 
amount.  Yet  I  understand  that  if  the 
conditions  on  which  he  insisted  had 
been  granted,  he  would  have  assented 
to  the  grant  of  £36,000,  which  he  him- 
self had  declared  not  to  be  a  moderate 
amount.  Supposing  the  present  Amend- 
ment is  not  carried,  what  position  does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intend  to  take 
up  ?  As  we  know  that,  in  his  opinion, 
£36,000  is  not  a  moderate  amount,  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  he  intends 
to  propose  the  reduction  of  that  sum. 
If  not,  I  shall  be  glad  to  propose  a  re- 
duction so  as  to  give  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  an  opportunity  of  showing 
that  he  really  believes  that  £36,000  is 
an  immoderate  sum  to  ask  under  the 
circumstances  of  the  case.  I  should  like 
to  say  a  word  as  to  the  position  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington 
(Lord  E.  ChurchiU).  The  noble  Lord 
waxed  very  merry  over  the  legal  con- 
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tention  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton, and  when  the  name  of  Lord 
Brougham  was  suggested  in  support  of 
that  contention,  he  cavalierly  brushed  it 
aside  with  the   statement  that    at   the 
time  when  Lord  Brougham  laid  down 
his  doctrine  with  regard  to  the    Civil 
List  and  Crown  Lands,  he  would  have 
made  any  declaration  in  order  to  upset 
the  Government  of  Lord  Melbourne.     It 
does  not  require  very  much  coura^j^e  to 
kick  a  dead  lion.     But  I  think  that  in 
the  position  which  the  noble  Lord  occu- 
pies his  reference  to  Lord  Brougham 
was  not  only  unjust  and  ungenerous, 
but  impolitic  and  dangerous  for  himself 
in  the  highest  degree.     What  would  he 
say  if  we  were  to  apply  the  same  cen- 
sorious standard  to  nis    own   action  P 
What  would  he  say  if  we  from  these 
Benches  were  to   suggest  that    in  the 
action  he  has  taken   he  has  been  in- 
fluenced by  the  impression  which  has 
been  made  upon  his  mind  that  the  Tory 
democracy  does  not  turn  to  him  as  the 
rising  sun,  and  that  he  now  desires  to 
cringe  and  creep  back  to  the  Treasury 
Bench,  which  some  time  ago  he  aban- 
doned under  a  mistaken  conception  of 
his  own  importance   both  to  his  own 
Party  and  to  the  country  ?    I  desire  to 
say  just  one   word  more.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said  that  prior  to  the  time  of 
George  III.  the  Sovereigns  always  held 
the  Crown  Lands.    That  is  quite  true ; 
but  one  need  not  go  to  a  more  recondite 
authority  than  Blackstone  to  learn  that 
they  held  them  subject  to  heavy  bur- 
dens— subject  to  defraying  the  cost  of 
the  whole    Civil    Government  of    the 
country.      The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  has 
argued  that  the  Sovereign  is  the  owner 
of  the  Crown  Lands  in  precisely  the  same 
sense  as  a  Peer  is  the  owner  of  his  lauds. 
Now,  a  legal  question  arose  in  coaiiee- 
tion  with  the  estates  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster,  when  it  was  urged  that  they 
were  held  by  the  Sovereign  exactly  as 
a  Peer  of  the  realm  holds  his  estatOi 
and  the  decision  in  that  case  was  that 
the  lands  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
were  held  by  the  Sovereign,  not  in  his 
natural  person,  but  in  his  political  per« 
son.    If  that  principle  applies  in  regard 
to  the  lands  of  the  Duchy,  it  ap^ef 
d  fortiori  to  the  Crown  Lands  proper. 
The  House  and  the  country  have  not 
been  sufficiently  taken  into  oonfidenot 
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by  the  GovemmeDt  on  this  question,  and 
they  have  a  right  to  know  how  much  of 
the  £  100,000  which  has  been  paid  to 
the  Privy  Purse  has  been  actually 
expended,  and  how  much  has  been 
saved.  In  conclusion,  I  have  only  to 
say  that  whilst  I  do  not  think  the  posi- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  is  a  very  logical 
or  defensible  one,  I  shall  be  prepared  to 
Tote  for  his  Amendment  because  I 
should  be  prepared  to  vote  with  any- 
body against  these  Grants. 

♦Mb.    fen  wick   (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck)  :  I  ret^ret  that  some  of  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  with  whom  I  am  accus- 
tomed to  act  seem  unable  to  recognise 
and   appreciate   the   efforts   which   my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  New- 
castle made  in  the  Grants  Committee  to 
minimise  the  amount  of  the  Grant  that 
is  sought  by  the  Government,  and  also 
to  secure  from  the  Government  a  de- 
claration  that   there    should   be   some 
finality  in   the   sum   which   they   now 
require   for   the  support  of  the  Eoyal 
Family.     If  in  Committee  we  are  not  to 
be  permitted  the  fullest  liberty  of  critic- 
ism and  the  fullest  amount  of  freedom 
of  action   in    order  to    minimise    the 
demands  of  the  Government,  without 
seeming  to   compromise  with  our  prin- 
ciples, then  it  seems  to  me  that  that  is 
a  position   which  few    hon.    Membeis 
would      be      willing     to     accept.      I 
appreciate  most   fully  the  attitude    of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  in  Committee,  and 
I  am  glad  that  to-night  he  has  attacked 
what  I  consider  to  be  the  somewhat  fool- 
ish speech  of  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  on  Saturday.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  of  some  people  who, 
he  said,  are  unworthy  to  be  subjects  of 
the  Queen.     In  my  own  name,  and  in 
the  name  of  my  constituents,  I  protest 
strongly  against  any  further  Grant  to 
the  Members  of  the  Royal  Family,  and 
for  the  course  I  take  I  have  a  direct  man- 
date from  my  constituents.     I  have  had 
opportunities  of  taking  the  sense  of  my 
constituents,  and  only  very  recently  the 
Council  of  the  Northumberland  miners, 
representing  over  lb, 000  miners,  passed 
a  resolution  in  which  '*  they  protested 
against  further  grants  of  public  money 
being  voted  to  the  members  of  the  Boyal 
Family,  and  deeply  regretted  Mr.  Glad- 
stone's action  in  defending  and  support- 
ing the  proposals  of  the  Government "  on 
this  question.  The  question  was  very  fairly 


asked  by  my  hon.  Friend  and  Col- 
league, the  Member  for  Morpeth  (Mr. 
Burt),  ''Why  do  the  working  classes 
protest  against  any  additional  Grant  to 
the  Members  of  the  lloyal  Family?" 
The  answer  is  not  very  difficult  to  find. 
There  are  some  of  us  who  claim  to 
directly  represent  the  interests  of  labour 
in  this  House*  I  do  not  deny  that 
other  Members  have  also  a  claim  to 
speak  on  behalf  of  the  working  classesi 
because  working  men  are  to  be  found  in 
the  constituencies  of  every  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Member  of  the  House.  But  some 
of  us  who  are  more  intimately  asso- 
ciated with  the  working  classes  haye 
from  time  to  time  made  application  to 
the  Government  to  spend  money  in  the 
payment  of  factory,  workshop  and  mine 
inspectors,  and  ojr  applications  have 
been  met  by  the  Government  with  di« 
rect  refusal.  It  is  because  you  will 
not  recognise  the  claims  which  the 
working  dassea  have  upon  the  Treasury ; 
it  is  because  you  jvill  not  take  proper 
means  to  provide  for  their  safety,  that 
the  working  classes  are  so  strongly 
opposed — at  least  it  is  one  of  the 
reasons — to  an  increase  of  the  Eoyal 
Grants.  Much  has  been  said  as  to  what 
the  constituencies  are  thinking  on  this 
question.  I  have  here  a  short  extract 
taken  from  the  Tory  newspaper  of 
Newcastle — The  Weekly  Courant — which 
I  commend  to  the  serious  attention  of 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
Treasury  Bench.  It  is  a  leaderette. 
The  JVeekly  Courant  of  the  20th  instant 
said — 

'*  The  Government  and  the  House  of  Com- 
mons have  very  little  idea  uf  the  widespread 
feeling  which  exists  oven  among^st  very  loyal 
people  against  increasing  the  Koyal  Grants." 

This  I  think  fairly  represents  the  feel- 
ings of  a  large  proportion  of  the 
people  of  the  country.  Though  the 
question  of  savings  on  the  Civil  List  has 
been  referred  to  again  and  again,  it 
seems  to  me  necessary  that  we  should 
endeavour  to  enforce  the  fact  that  frank- 
ness as  to  the  savings  on  the  part  of  the 
representatives  of  the  Crown  would  have 
been  the  key  to  the  bolution  of  the 
problem.  If  you  had  taken  the  country 
and  the  House  of  Commons  into  your 
confidence  and  stated  frankly  what  is  the 
amount  of  the  savings  made  by  the 
Queen,  we  should  have  been  ii^  ^  \^«i.« 
tion  to  say  more  decidedly  the^^^  ^^  ^^^ 
at  present  whether  or  not  ti^o^^  ^  ^^.-^ 
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necessity  for  the  additional  Grant  that 
is  now  sought.     But  we  have  the  fact 
that  in  Glass  2,  3,  4,  and  6  of  the  Civil 
List  there  has  been  a  saviag  effected  of 
over  £824,000.      It  is  not  denied  that 
there  has  been    a  saving  on  Class  I, 
neither  is  it  denied  that  there  has  been 
a  saving  out  of   the    income    of    the 
Duchy  of    Lancaster.      Whether    the 
savings  are  as  large  as  was  stated  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr. 
Storey)  or  not,  while  the  facts  as  stated 
in  the  Heport  of  the  Committee  remain 
undisputed,  the  country  will  be  reluc- 
tant to  grant  any  additional  sum  to  the 
Boyal  Family.     I  agree  with  my  right 
hon.   Friend    the    Member  for    New- 
castle that  there  has  been  no  adequate 
case  presented  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons   why    any   additional   allowance 
should  be  made  to  the  Koyal  Family, 
and  until  you  state  frankly  what  the 
amount  of  the    savings  is  I   shall,  on 
eyeryoccasion,  go  into  the  Lobby  against 
any  such  proposition  at  this. 

Mr.  JOHN  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Bushcliffe) :  I  do  not  rise  with  the  object 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  for  India  said  he 
had  in  view  on  Thursday — namely,  to 
fill  up  the  time  of  the  House. 

The  under  SECRET  AEY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst, 
Chatham) :  I  did  not. 

Mr.  JOHN  E.  ELLIS  :  I  am  in  the  re- 
collection of  the  House,  and  I  have  re- 
ferred to  the  report  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech. 

Sir  J.  GORST :  I  said  nothing  of 
the  sort.  I  said  that  as  time  had  to  be 
filled  up  there  was  no  more  interesting 
subject  with  which  to  fill  it  up  than  the 
study  of  the  attitude  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Newcastle. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  JOHN  E.  ELLIS:  I  must  ac- 
cept the  explanation  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, but  I  understood  him  to  say  that 
he  rose  to  fill  up  the  time  of  the  House. 
I  am  one  of  those  who  perfectly  admit 
that  this  is  a  matter  that  deserves  to  be 
treated  and  dilated  in  a  grave  and 
earnest  way,  and  each  of  us  should  feel 
the  responsibility  that  is  upon  us  when 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  come  down  to 
the  House  with  a  proposal  of  this  kind. 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  have  listened 
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to  the  discussion  and  have  been  at 
ties  pe  rfectly  astounded  at  the  way 
in  which  the  name  of  the  Queen  has 
been  introduced  within  our  walls.  It  is 
an  ancient  and  constitutional  practice  of 
the  House,  and  very  well  known*  that 
the  name  of  the  Sovereign  should  not 
be  introduced  in  debate  for  the  sake  of 
influencing  our  votes  or  opinions.  Bai^ 
besides  hon.  Members  such  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Boston  (Mr.  Atkinson),  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Xerans) 
and  others,  we  have  had  even  Memhers 
of  the  rank  and  influence  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Padding^ton  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  offend- 
ing against  this  rule.  Now  in  this  connec- 
tion some  very  significant  language 
was  put  into  the  mouth  of  Her  Majesty 
upon  the  occasion  when  she  delivered 
her  first  Address  to  this  House.  On 
November  23,  1837,  the  foUowiog  Mes- 
sage  came  from  the  Grown — 

*'  I  place  uareservcdly  at  your  disposal  those 
Hei*editary  Hu venues  which  were  transferred  U> 
the  public  hy  my  immediate  predecessor,  and  I 
have  commanded  that  such  papers  as  miy  be 
necessary  for  the  full  examination  of  this  sab* 
jcct  shall  be  prepared  and  laid  before  you." 

And  then  follows  this  sentence — 

'*  desirous  that  the  expenditure,  in  this  <u  im 
every  other  department  of  the  Oovernmenff  should 
be  kept  within  due  limits.  1  feel  confident  that 
you  will  gladly  make  adequate  provision  for  the 
support  of  the  honour  and  dignity  of  the 
Crown." 

At  that  time  Lord  Melbourne  was  Prioie 
Minister,   and   no    man    was    more    a 
master  of  courtly  language  and  propriety 
of  expression,    and    he  permitted    th» 
Crown  to  use  these  words —  **  desirous 
that  in  this  as  in  every  other  depart* 
ment  of  Government,"  showing  that  the 
expenditure  of  the  Crown  was  a  depart- 
mt^nt  of  Government.  This  is  remarTcaUe 
language,  and,  at  all  events,  farremoTod- 
from  the  extraordinary  declaration  that' 
fell  from  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
and  which  has  been  commented  upon 
more  than  once  when  he  referred  to  the 
*'  sacred  institution  of  the  Throne."     It' 
may  have  been  that  the  expression  was 
due  simply  to  au  infelicitous  ohoioe  of 
words,  but  certainly  it  was  wholly  inap** 
propriate  to  the  subject  the  right  hinu- 
Gentleman  was   laying  before  us.       I 
notice,    too,    that  the  leading   journal 
this  morning,  in  reference  to  this  subjeot 
in  connection  with  the  Boyal  Marriage^ 
I  uses  this  language — 
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'<  There  appears  to  be  a  straoge  lack  of  judj?- 
ment  in  the  policy  which  Belects  a  time  when 
the  most  generous  emotions  of  the  nation  are 
thus  stirred  to  raise  a  pettifogging  controversy 
about  the  claim  of  the  Crown  to  have  a  pro- 
Tision  made  for  the  children  of  the  Prince  of 
Wales." 

Now  I  protest  against  this  sort  of  lan- 

fuage.  It  is  not  only  our  most  un- 
oubted  right,  but  our  duty  to  criticise 
closely  and  unsparingly  any  proposal 
that  Members  may  make  to  increase  the 
burden  upon  the  people.  I  can  only  look 
on  this  sort  of  language  as  part  of  that 
flunkey  ism  of  which  ^o  have  far  too 
much  evidence  in  this  great  City  of 
London.  I  only  wish  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  before  using 
his  curious  expression  had  referred  to 
what  took  place  in  debate  on  December 
18,  1^21,  and  he  would  have  found  some 
very  interesting  references  to  the  un- 
doubted privileges  of  the  House  in  these 
matters.  I  maintain  that  as  a  matter  of 
Constitutional  usage,  the  Crown  is  only 
known  within  these  walls  as  an  Estate 
of  the  Realm,  and  all  mention  of  Her 
Majesty's  name  is  wholly  unparlia- 
mentary and  unwarranted.  Passing 
from  this  I  wish  to  endorse  most  strongly 
the  complaints  raised  from  these 
Benches  as  to  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  matter.  In  the  first  place 
it  was  admitted  by  the  Prime  Minister 
when  it  was  pointed  out  that  precedents 
had  been  absolutely  disregarded,  it  was 
admitted  by  the  Prime  Minister  that 
someone  had  blundered,  and  I  venture 
to  think  that  somebody  has  been 
blundering  all  through,  both  iu  the  way 
this  proposal  has  been  presented  to  the 
House,  and  to  the  Committee,  in  with- 
holding information  from  the  House 
necessary  for  us  to  come  to  a  conclusion 
on  this  matter.  Long  before  the  ap- 
pointment of  this  Committee,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  was 
pledged  up  to  the  hilt  to  grant  a  Com- 
mittee, and  I  for  one  extremely  regret 
that  he  did  not  fulfil  his  promise  before 
this  outburst  of  feeling  arose  in  the 
country,  when  we  could  by  means  of  a 
strong  Committee  impartially  chosen 
have  examined  the  whole  matter  care- 
fully and  quietly.  In  1887  we 
had  a  deliberate  promise  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  appoint  such  a  Com- 
mittee. Three  times  in  1888  he 
repeated  his  promise,  and  said  the 
subject  was  engaging  the  sehous  atten- 


tion of  the  Government.  In  February 
this  year  he  said — ''  It  is  our  intention 
to  appoint  the  Committee  " ;  in  March 
he  alluded  to  the  subject  in  a  similar 
manner,  and  in  April  again,  when  he 
excused  himself  for  delay,  and  added 
that  there  was  no  immediate  intention 
of  asking  the  House  for  any  Grant. 
But  passing  from  the  blunder  of  want 
of  fulfilment  of  the  many  pledges  given, 
I  think  the  greatest  blunder  of  all  is 
that  which  has  been  several  times  alluded 
to,  the  withholding  of  information  from 
us.  It  is  quite  true  that,  owing  to  ex- 
traordinary generosity  and  magnani- 
mity manifested  all  through  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  there  appears  at  the  bot- 
tom of  the  Beport  of  the  Committee  a 
statement  that  the  Committee  were 
satisfied  that  the  Ministers  had  given 
such  information  as  was  necessary,  and 
I  cannot  myself  help  expressing  some* 
little  surprise  that  this  should  have  been 
conceded,  as  I  assume  it  was,  unani-- 
mously.  I  believe  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
did  make  a  protest,  but  I  am  not  aware 
that  any  of  his  hon.  Friends  did  so. 
But  it  does  seem  to  me,  looking  at  the 
Reports  of  the  Committees  of  1830  and 
1837,  that  the  Government  have  not 
been  so  candid  as  were  the  Government 
in  those  years  in  laying  full  information 
before  us.  I  put  a  question  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  about  a  fortnight  ago 
in  reference  to  this  matter,  and  I  ven-> 
tured  to  suggest  that,  seeing  the  un- 
authorised, inaccurate,  and  most  mis- 
chievous reports  the  Times  was  giving 
day  by  day  of  the  proceedings  in  the 
Committee,  it  would  be  well  that  the 
House  should  have  a  full  and  correct 
record  of  the  proceedings.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  his  reply  took  a 
rather  unfair  advantage  of  me  by  saying  - 
it  was  unusual  to  lay  before  the  House 
the  proceedings  of  the  Committee,  show- 
ing how  Members  spoke  this  way  or 
that.  But  I  did  not  wish  to  have  the 
conversations  of  the  Committee,  I 
only  desired  that  a  full  and 
correct  account  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  Committee  should  be  laid  before  the 
House.  My  complaint  is  supported  by 
an  expression  used  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Paddington,  who  on 
Friday  spoke  of  the  ''mea^x^  ^^^w«v\» 
of  the  proceeedings  of  th.^  Q^\si\si\\.\«% 
with  which  we  have  beexx     ^>^^5ci5^^'' 
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Eveti  tbfi  boD.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Sussex  (Sir  W.  Barttelot)  endorBing 
the  propoaition  of  tbe  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  tbe  Member  for  Newcaatle,  sug- 
gested that  the  confidential  cammunica- 
tions  made  in  Committee  had  better  be 
made  known  to  the  House  and  to  the 
public.  It  does  seem  to  me  that  if  all 
this  mystery  had  not  been  maiataiiied, 
most  of  the  exaggeration  that  has  arisen 
would  aot  have  arisen.  Tht8  mystery  ia 
bad  in  itself,  and  absolutely  untenable. 
They  are  no  true  friends  of  the  Crovn, 
and,  consequently,  of  the  nation,  who 
make  such  a  great  mystery  about  these 
money  matters.  I  believe  that  a  great 
deal  of  the  exaggerated  ideas  about  the 
subject  would  have  been  avoided  had 
the  simple  facts  been  known.  It  is 
absolutely  necessary  that  we  may  form 
sxi  accurate  judgment  that  we  should 
have  facts  before  us.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tbe  Member  for  Hid  Lothian 
on  tbe  4th  July  laid  down  tbis 
maxim — 

"  When  the  Committee  is  appoialed  it  appears 
to  me  any  individual  Member  on  tbe  Uammittea 
will  be  at  perfect  liberty  to  say — ■  I  will  nut 
consent  to  gire  additional  sums  of  public  money 
toi  the  Bupjiort  of  mi^mbers  ol'the  Rovu!  Family 
uttlil  I  have  bad  aumu  knowledge  Oi  what  are 
the  mennB  already  at  the  diBjioaal  oi  the  Itoyal 
Family,  of  course  eiduding  the  Head  of  the 
Boyal  Family,  the  Sovereign  hersol'.'  " 

Now,  that,  I  say,  covers  all  our  demands 
on  this  subject.  The  noble  Lr>rd  tbe 
Member  for  Faddington  favoured  us 
tbe  other  nigbt  with  the  story  of 
the  Sandringham  estate,  but  all  that 
the  facts  amounted  to  was  tliis, 
that  His  Boyal  Highness  having  in- 
vested tbe  income  provided  for  him  iu 
tbis  estate,  recognised  the  maxim  of 
Drummond  that  "  property  has  its  duties 
as  well  as  its  rights."  I  could  not 
help  tbioking  while  the  noble  Lord  wa^ 
giving  us  tbis  long  story  that  tbis 
masim  was  one  he  might  commend  to  the 
notice  of  some  of  tbe  clients  of  tbe  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  Tbe  noble  Lord 
gave  UB  a  letter  written  some  years  ago 
by  the  Private  Secretary  of  Hia  Eoyd. 
Highness  as  to  the  stntemenC  about  a 
million  invested,  and  there  again  is  a 
proof  how  necessary  it  is  in  the^je  matters 
tbat  we  ehculd  have  the  actual  facts  em- 
bedded in  Farliamentary  documeuts. 
On  Friday  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer  uaed  this  extraordinary  lan- 
guage— 
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which  the  Government  of  the  day  ickaowledged 
might  fairly  have  been  put  on  Parliament,  bnt 
which  Her  Majesty  was  aniious  to  dischargv 
from  the  i'rivy  Purse." 

Why  should  we  not  have  bad  the  actual 
data  before  us  ?  I  say  the  worst  friends 
of  the  Grown  are  those  who  come  dowa 
to  the  House  and  make  these  mora  or 
less  hypothetical  etatementa  wit  bout 
justifying  their  asseitions  by  actual 
Parliamentary  documents  circulated  ia 
tbe  ordinary  way  amongst  Members.  I 
listened  with  great  attention  to  the 
speech  of  the  junior  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugb),  and  I 
could  not  quite  follow  bim,  aa  he  seemed 
at  one  time  to  think  that  the  savingia  ia 
the  Civil  List  might  be  used  by  the 
Crown. 

*Mk.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  alleged  that 
there  was  no  right  to  issue  them  unlest 
they  were  needed  in  aid. 

Ma.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  I  believe  tbe 
bon.  Member  went  further  than  bis 
Colleague,  but  the  facta  before 
the  House  are  these  —  tbat  the 
annual  income  from  saviugs  from 
all  classes  of  tbe  Civil  List,  together 
with  the  increment  of  revenue  from  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster,  amounts  to  far  more 
than  the  sum  now  asked  for  for  tbe 
Friuca  of  Wales's  family,  That  is 
sufficient  for  me,  bearing  in  miad  the 
fact  that  the  children  of  the  Queen  are 
all  provided  for.  I  fail  to  see  that  auT 
casd  has  been  made  out  for  tbe  impoei- 
tion  of  these  additional  burdens  on  ths 
taxpayers  of  the  couutry.  A  good  deal 
has  been  said  on  the  puiat  of  giving 
notice  to  hon.  Members,  and  I  am  sorrj 
tbe  right  hon.  Centleman  the  Firat  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  is  nut  at  tbis  moment  in 
his  place.  He  quoted  to  us  an  important 
speech  on  tbis  subjuct,  made  in  1843, 
when  a  Craut  was  being  propoasd  for 
tbe  Princess  Augusta,  lie  did  not, 
however,  read  to  tlie  House  all  tbat  was 
contained  iu  that  speech.  Hir  Jttobort 
Peel,  on  the  12tb  June,  1)143,  in  pro- 
posing the  Urant,  said  :  — 

"  1  find  that  the  general  rule  adapted  and 
sanctioned  )iy  the  House  of  Commoni  iatwpaot 
of  provision  mado  for  I'riuctiaaei  of  Uwiuijal 
Family  has  been  Lo  auume  that  lbs  paraat  ol 
thePrinceu— wbethecolthe  reif  oing  Borsnig^ 


1653 


Th$  Royal 


{July  29,  1889} 


Oranti. 


1654 


or  any  member  of  the  reigning  family — should 
undertake  during  the  lifetime  of  that  parent 
out  of  the  provision  made  for  him  either  from 
the  Civil  List  granted  to  the  Sovereign  or  from 
the  Consolidated  Fund  granted  to  the  Royal 
Family  by  Parliament  to  make  provision  for 
the  Princess." 

That  is  a  etatement  of  a  very  wide 
character,  and  I  am  unable  to  see  how 
the  present  case  is  exempted  from  it.  It 
says  that  the  rule  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons is  that  provision  shall  be  made  by 
the  reigning  Sovereign  or  any  persons 
to  whom  Grants  have  been  made  for 
their  daughters  during  their  lifetime.  I 
should  like  to  have  some  light  thrown 
upon  that  from  the  Treasury  Bench — to 
know  what  view  the  Government  take 
with  regard  to  it.  On  Friday  it  was  my 
misfortune  to  be  unable  to  agree  with 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton, as  his  Amendment  seemed  to 
me  to  imply  an  assent  to  which  I  did 
not  wish  to  commit  myself  and  to  make  a 
proposal  which  I  held  to  be  quite  im- 
practicable. And  my  objection  was  not 
limited  to  the  form  of  the  Hesolution, 
but  I  took  objection  to  the  procedure. 
Having  appointed  a  Committee,  we 
were  bound  to  give  its  Heport  due  con- 
sideration, and  not  to  pass  it  by  in 
the  manner  which  that  Motion  would 
have  done.  On  the  other  hand,  I 
attach  great  importance  to  the  question 
of  finality  in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  and 
think  that  if  we  give  any  additional 
Grants  to  the  Hoyal  Family  we  should 
at  least  have  in  return  an  absolute  and 
unconditional  withdrawal  which  we 
have  not  yet  received  from  any  further 
claim  to  Grants  of  this  kind.  It  has 
been  said  that  the  position  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  is  neither 
logical  nor  consistent.  I  do  not  agree 
with  that  assertion.  But  whether  it  is 
true  or  untrue,  the  Government  are  not 
entitled  to  press  such  an  objection  after 
the  course  they  have  pursued  in  this 
matter.  For  my  own  part  I  shall 
aupport  the  Motion  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  because  I  do  not  think  any  case 
has  been  made  out  for  additional 
Grants,  seeing  that  there  is  reason  to 
believe  there  are  ample  funds  in  the 
hands  of  the  Crown  to  meet  any  claims 
upon  it;  and  because  we  have  no 
security  against  a  future  renewal  of 
claims  of  tbe  same  kind  as  those  which 
are  now  put  forward. 
♦Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) : 
I  suppose  it  may  be  taicen  for  granted 


that,  coming  from  an  Aberdeenshire 
constituency  as  I  do,  there  is  no 
suspicion  as  to  my  loyalty.  We  have 
been  long  accustomed  to  the  presence 
of  Her  Majesty  as  a  resident  in  that 
county,  and  I  can  assure  the  House  that 
the  universal  feeling  of  the  inhabitants 
is  that  there  is  no  Monarch  in  the  world 
more  beloved  than  our  Queen.  But 
though  I  hold  that  opinion,  I  am  one 
of  those  who  regret  that  Her  Majesty^s 
name  has  been  brought  into  this  discus- 
sion as  it  has  been.  We  were  told  by 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  the 
whole  responsibility  rested  on  the 
Government,  and  my  complaint  is  that 
the  Government  have  for  the  last  two 
years  been  constantly  asked  to  report  on 
the  Hoyal  Grants — to  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee to  consider  them.  But  during 
the  whole  of  those  two  years  no  Com- 
mittee has  been  appointed,  and  no 
consideration  has  been  given  to  the 
subject,  and  now  the  name  of  Her 
Majesty  is  introduced  in  support  of  the 
\  application  of  the  Government  in  what 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  most  unwarrant- 
able manner.  I  think  I  am  not  mis- 
representing them  when  I  say  that  the 
people  in  the  North  of  Scotland  do  not 
object  to  the  granting  of  all  that  is 
necessary  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
Monarchy ;  but  they  feel  that  the  sum 
which  the  taxpayers  are  called  upon  to 
subscribe  is  far  beyond  what  is  neces- 
sary. And  I  am  sure  that  this  feeling 
is  almost  universal  on  the  subject.  We 
are  not  prepared  to  vote  any  further 
sum  of  money  without  first  considering 
the  maintenance  of  those  parasites  who 
live  upon  the  Civil  Grants,  and  do  no 
service  to  the  State  whatever.  We 
feel  that  the  Monarchy  is  not  dependent 
on  those  who  surround  the  Thone  with- 
out contributing  to  the  service  of  the 
State  ;  and,  feeling  this,  we  are  not  pre- 
pared to  vote  any  further  Grant  until 
we  have  the  Civil  List  put  into  such  a 
condition  that,  in  maintaining  the  great- 
ness of  the  Crown,  we  shall  also  be  con- 
tributing to  the  service  of  the  country. 
I  have  no  intention  to  go  into  any  criti- 
cism of  precedent.  I  care  nothing  for 
precedents  of  50  years  ago.  During  the 
last  50  years  the  electorate  has  been 
entirely  changed ;  still  I  believe  that 
three-quarters,  if  not  nine-tenths,  of  the 
working  classes  are  resolv^^XA  xsialvcLlaiu 
the  Monarchy,  althougVk  ^«^  «^tft  xlo 
.prepared  to  keep  a  lax^^  ^>axB^vjt 
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year    from    the   Duchy   of     Cornwall, 
£50,000  to  the  Prince  and  Princess  of 
Wales     by     way     of     Parliamentary 
Qrant,  and  about  £2,000  for  Military 
allowances.     Then  there  is  the  rental 
of  Sandringham,   the  rental  of  which 
will  be   £5,000  or  £6,000   a  year;  so 
that,  in  adding  these  sums  together,  I 
make  the  income  of  the  Prince  of  Wales 
to  be  about    £120,000   and  two    free 
houses.    My  impression  is,  that  in  these 
hard  times,  when  living  is  comparatively 
cheap,    and    the    value    of    money    is 
enhanced,   that   the  Prince    of  Wales 
ought    to    be    able    to    maintain    his 
family  on   £120,000   a  year  and   two 
free  houses.     I  do  not  want  to  make 
invidious  comparisons  between  poor  men 
and  the  Prince  of  Wales,  but  I  would 
point  out  that  many  high  public  officials 
on  the  hundredth  part  of  that  sum — 
namely,  £1,200   a  year  and   one   free 
house,    maintain,    educate,    and   make 
provision  for  their  families.     We  are 
told  that  the  children  of  his  Royal  High- 
ness are  growing  up,  that  they  are  going 
out  into  the  world,  and  that  some  extra 
allowance  ought  to  be  made  on  that 
ground.     But  that  is  the  experience  of 
small  men  as  well  as  great ;  that  we  are 
obliged  to   set  apart  a  portion  of  our 
incomes  to  meet  the  greater  requirements 
of  our  families.     It  is  not  too  much  to 
ask  a  man  to  put  aside  a  quarter  of  his 
income  to  provide  for  his  family  and 

?lace  them  in  the  world  ;  and  if  the 
^rince  of  Wales  devoted  £30,000  to 
those  purposes  he  would  still  have 
£90,000  for  his  own  maintenance.  No 
figures  have  been  laid  before  the  Com- 
mittee to  prove  that  the  present  income 
of  the  Prince  of  Wales  is  insufficient, 
and  I  venture  to  submit  that  the  onus 
prohandi  of  proving  that  rests  with  those 
who  are  making  these  proposals  to  the 
House.  It  has  been  said  that  His  Boyal 
Highness  the  Prince  of  Wales  is  put  to 
great  expense  on  account  of  the  duties 
that  he  performs  on  behalf  of  Her 
Majesty.  If  that  is  the  case,  it  is  not 
a  matter  that  concerns  this  House,  but 
rather  for  family  arrangement.  But 
in  my  opinion  the  expense  His  Eoyal 
Highness  is  put  to  in  respect  of  those 
duties  has  been  grossly  exaggerated. 
That  His  Boyal  Highness  performs  his 
functions  in  a  most  exemplary  manner 
is  universally  admitted,  but  the  per- 
formance of  those  functions  is  a  part  of 
his  duties  for  which  he  is  paid.    It  is 

Sir  0.  Campi$fl 


the  duty  for  which  Princes  are  k0pi» 
not  fthe  function  of  the  Sovereigii- 
We  have  been  told  that  his  duties  have 
been  greatly  increased  in  eonsequeaoe 
of  the  retired  life  which  was  led  by  Her 
Majesty.  I  do  not  believe  that  is 
really  so.  His  Boyal  Highness  enter- 
tains the  people  he  likes,  whereas  it  is 
the  function  of  Sovereigns  to  entertain 
those  people  whom  they  do  not  like^ 
that  is  to  do  duty  entertainment!. 
We  ought  not  to  dip  our  hands  into  the 
taxpayers'  pockets  because  the  Prinee 
of  Wales  likes  to  entertain  his  own 
friends,  and  does  entertain  them.  la 
the  interests  of  the  taxpayers  I  shsU 
vote  against  this  proposal. 

*SirGEORGETBEVELYAN  (Bridge- 
ton,  Glasgow) :  I  think  that  everybody 
who   heard  the   few  words  that  have 
fallen  from  the  President  of  the  Boaird 
of  Trade  must  feel  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  spoken  like  a  g^entleman, 
and  that  he  has  made  an  explanation, 
under  very  trying  circumstances  indeed 
to  himself,  in  a  manner  that  certainly 
should  give  every  satisfaction  to    the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House.     But  in 
the  imputations  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  repeated  and  enforced* 
in   perfectly  Parliamentary    language, 
there  are  charges  which  I  think  it  ri^t 
to  do  my  best  to  rebut.    I  wish,  in  the 
beginning,  to  state  in  a  few  words  my 
belief  that  nobody  on  the  Oppositioa 
side  of  the  House  is  inflaencea  by  the 
motives  which  have  been  widely  attri« 
buted  to    them,   chiefly  in   the  news- 
papers— namely,  that  they  have  a  feeling 
against  the  Hoyal  Grants  because  Her 
Majesty  has  not  for  a  number  of  yean 
sufficiently  kept  up  the  splendour  of  the 
Court.     Now,  Sir,  in  the  first  place,  I 
do  not  believe  that  the  allegation  that 
Her  Majesty  has  not  kept  up  the  splen- 
dour of  the  Court  is  true.    1  am  not  a 
a  very  good  judge  of  such  thinffs,  but  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  Court  has  bsem 
kept  up  in  a  manner  most  splendid  and 
worthy  of    the  country.    In  the  first 
place,  from  whatever  sources  the  sarings 
of  Her  Majesty  may  have  come,  thej 
have  not  been  made  at  the  expense  of 
the  splendour  of  the  Court,  ana  in  the 
next  place,  the  people  respect  her  Ma- 
jesty for  living  a  quiet,  domesUo  life  in 
the  intervals  of  splendid  representation. 
Therefore  the  action  of  thoae  who  are 
opposing  these  Grants  is  in  no  way  to 
be  attributed  to  such  motives  or  raflse 
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tioQS.  Mj  time  is  short,  and  therefore 
I  wish  to  come  straight  to  the  principle 
upon  which  those  who  opposed  these 
Grants  are  acting.  We  contend  that 
the  payments  made  to  Royalty  should 
be  made  upon  the  true  principle  that, 
from  the  very  highest  downward^,  pay- 
ments from  the  nation  to  the  office- 
holder should  be  made  direct  to  the 
holder,  and  that  we  have  no  concern 
with  any  one  but  the  holder  of  the 
office.  One  of  our  Monarchs — a  high 
prerogative  Monarch*  if  ever  there  was 
one—described  himself  as  a  great  servant 
of  the  Commonwealth — the  highest  and 
noblest  title  which  a  King  can  have. 
Now,  Sir,  I  hold  that  ample  provision 
should  be  made  by  means  of  payments 
out  of  the  Exchequer  to  enable  the 
servants  of  the  Commonwealth  from 
the  highest  to  the  lowest  to  discharge 
the  duties  they  are  called  upon  to  per- 
form. In  my  opinion,  this  House  has 
no  business  to  inquire  into  the  amount 
of  the  Queen's  savings,  nor  to  follow 
them  when  they  have  been  made.  We 
have  just  as  much  right  to  follow  the 
savings,  if  I  may  use  the  simile  with- 
out disrespect — of  the  humblest  clerk 
in  the  Public  Service.  But  we  are 
bound  to  consider  the  amount  of 
the  public  emoluments  which  are 
attached  to  the  Throne.  The  Civil  List 
amounts  to  £385,000  a  year ;  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster,  £50,000;  Grants 
to  members  of  the  Royal  Family, 
£150,000;  income  from  the  Duchy  of 
Cornwall,  £60,000.  Now  the  total 
sums,  therefore,  which  are  devoted  to 
the  maintenance  of  the  Boyal  Family 
amount  to  £645,000  a  year  without 
counting  other  items  in  the  Estimates — 
that  is  to  say  04  or  65  times  as  much  as 
the  highest  salary  in  the  country — that 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor.  But  then  hon. 
Gentlemen  say  that  so  much  official  and 
necessary  expenditure  has  to  be  met  out 
of  this  enormous  sum  of  money.  That 
is  the  case  with  the  Crown,  but  it  is  the 
case  in  all  other  important  places. 
Judges  and  Bishops  have  to  spend  a 
great  deal  of  money  on  official  repre- 
sentation. I  remember  very  well 
Lord  John  Bussell  giving  evidence 
before  a  Parliamentary  Committee, 
and  he  testified  that  a  Prime  Minister 
gained  nothing  whatever  in  the  long 
run  from  his  income  of  Prime  Minis* 
ter. 


I 


Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolverhampi 
ton,  E.) :  He  said  the  balance  came 
out  on  the  wrong  side. 
♦Sib  GEORGE  TRE  VELYAN :  Yes,  on 
the  wrong  side;  and  then  hon.  Gentlemen 
forget  that  this  £645,000  is  a  net  sum. 
You  may  talk  of  its  being  necessary  to 
give  the  Royal  Family  very  large 
emoluments,  but  just  conceive  how  rich 
a  nobleman  must  be  who  has  a  net 
annual  income  of  £645,000.  Why,  it 
is  not  too  much  to  say  he  would  receive 
the  whole  agricultural  rent  of  some  of 
the  very  richest  counties  in  England. 
In  the  case  of  a  nobleman  it  is  not  all 
gain.  He  has  to  maintain  his  farms, 
to  keep  up  his  houses  in  town  and 
country,  but  in  this  case  the  houses  are 
not  only  provided  for  Royalty,  but 
actually  maintained  by  the  country. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  said  all  we  had 
to  do  was  with  that  part  of  the  Royal 
income  that  is  within  the  Royal  control ; 
but  I  should  like  to  know  how  much  of 
a  man's  private  income  is  out  of  his 
control.  Mention  has  been  made  of  the 
great  number  of  pensions  and  super- 
annuations which  the  Royal  Family 
have  to  maintain.  Everyone  knows 
that  in  the  g^eat  landed  estates  there 
are  very  heavy  pension  allowances  in- 
deed; but  in  the  case  of  the  Royal 
Family  the  superannuation  allowanoes 
are  specially  provided  for.  They  oome 
out  of  the  specially  allotted  portions  of  the 
Civil  List.  Here  we  have  the  pensions, 
wages  for  servants,  household  expenses, 
the  maintenance  and  repair  of  houses 
— everything  provided.  It  is  very 
difficult,  indeed,  to  know  what  it  is 
that  remains  to  fallen  the  £125.000  a 
year.  The  maintenance  of  her  children 
does  not  fall  upon  Her  Majesty.  It  is  en- 
tirely a  question  of  the  grandchildren  ; 
and  whether  we  take  the  £125,009  a 
year  of  net  income,  or  the  £645,000  a 
year  of  gross  income,  in  either  case  the 
country  has  done  nobly  and  worthily 
by  the  Royal  Family.  My  right  hon» 
Friend  the  Member  for  Leeds  speaks 
of  the  Duchies  and  the  Crown  Lands 
as  private  property  of  the  Crown. 
They  are  not  private  property.  They 
are  public  funas,  allotted  to  the  payment 
of  a  particular  high  functionary.  You 
might  as  well  say  that  we  could  not 
regulate  the  scdary  of  a  Jud^e  who  wsa 
paid  out  of  Court  fees.     '^^\%  ^^mont 
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raises  the  verj  serious  question 
whether  Parliament  has  a  right 
to  deal  with  endowments,  because 
if  we  are  not  to  discuss  Kojal  incomes 
because  they  are  specially  allotted,  then 
surely  the  House  of  Commons  is  alto- 
gether in  the  wrong  when  it  touches 
University  and  the  other  endowments. 
But  it  is  said  not  only  have  children,  but 
grandchildren  have  been  provided  for. 
These  provisions  for  grandchildren  came 
down  from  other  days  from  which  we 
refuse  to  take  precedents.  We  have 
been  referred  back  to  the  days  of 
George  II.  In  the  days  of  George  II. 
it  was  not  only  the  Monarch  who  pro- 
vided for  his  grandchildren,  every 
Prime  Minister,  every  Lord  Chancellor, 
every  Lord  Chief  Justice  provided  most 
splendidly  for  their  children  at  the 
public  expense.  Sir  Eobert  Walpole, 
in  addition  to  a  great  deal  else,  gave  his 
three  sons  the  CoUectorship  of  Customs, 
the  Auditorship  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
the  CoUectorship  of  Pells,  and  Horace 
Walpole,  in  a  well-known  passage,  said  : 
— **  My  jfortune  is  a  noble  fortune  for  a 
third  son,  and  much  beyond  what  I  ex- 
pected or  deserved."  And  yet  he  only 
got  £5,000  from  his  father.  All  the 
rest  he  got  from  the  nation,  and  he 
regarded  it  as  an  integral  part  of 
his  paternal  inheritance.  People 
were  so  much  accustomed  in  those  days 
to  provide  for  their  families  that  they 
actually  put  down  everything  they  got 
from  the  nation  as  part  of  the  inherit- 
ance from  their  parents.  I  am  not  going 
to  trouble  the  House  with  extracts  to 
prove  what  can  so  easily  be  proved — that 
we  now  have  in  our  Public  Service,  and 
in  the  Law  Courts,  the  highest 
standard  of  public  spirit,  and  that  great 
men  now  consider  that  they  must  pro- 
vide for  their  families  out  of  their  means 
and  not  by  any  special  Grant  from  the 
country.  And  what  is  right  in  the  Public 
Service  of  the  country  should  begin  at 
the  top.  We  ought  to  give  the  Grown 
^mple  dignity  and  ample  income,  but 
the  grandchildren  should  be  supported 
by  the  Crown.  The  Government,  as  we 
know,  take  another  view.  With  regard 
to  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle, 
for  my  part  I  consider  his  position  as 
one  that  is  admirably  defensible.  It 
is  impossible  for  me  to  endorse  such  a 
sentence  as  this — 

y  In  view  of  the  facts  above  stated  your  Com- 
mittco  are  of  opinion  that  the  Queen  would 
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have  a  claim  on  the  liberality  of  Parliament 
should  Her  Majesty  think  fit  to  apply  for  mcK 
Grants,  as,  in  accordance  with  precedent,  may 
become  requisite  for  the  sappo  rt  of  the  JEUml 

Family.*' 

We  are  told  that  that    declaration  of 
Parliament    is     neutralised     by     Her 
Majesty's    expressed  intention    not  to 
press    the    claim    for   Grants   for    the 
children  of  her  daughters  and  younger 
sons,  but  though  it  might    not  stand 
good  for  Her  Majesty  it  stands  good  for 
us.     We  are  called  upon  to  endorse  this 
very  serious  declaration,  and  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  said  that  the 
Government  adhere  to  its  full    words. 
When  a  Chancellor  of  the  Cxcheqner 
makes  such  a  declaration  it  is  an  invita- 
tion to  draw  upon  the  Treasury  which 
in  future  days  will  not  be  resisted.     Do 
you  think  such  a  declaration  can  safely 
be  made  ?   My  right  hon.  Friend,  taking 
the  words  in  their  exact  sense,  is  per- 
fectly right  when  he  says  that  he  would 
not  consent  to  any  such  declaration.  In 
my  opinion,  in  the  amount  of  income  which 
Parliament  gives  to  the  younger  mem- 
bers cf  the  Eoyal  Family,  we  sanction  a 
scale  of  expenditure  which   is  unwar* 
rantably  high.     Eighteen  years  ago,  as 
one  of   a  minority  of  11,   I  protested 
against  this  grant  in  the  case  of  the  Dake 
of   Oonnaught.     Princes   get  £25, 000, 
and  it  is   not  in    the  interests  of  the 
country  as  a  result  that  it  should  bo 
covered    with  miniature    Courts.     The 
members  of  the  Royal  Family  who  have 
no  official  duties   to  perform  have  no 
need  to  have  a  number  of  ladies  and 
gentlemen  about  them.    The  example 
set  at  home  is  followed  in  the  Colonial 
and  Indian  Establishments  of  Gh>Ternora, 
and  the  result  is  that  there  are  far  too 
many  aides-de-camp  and  military  secre- 
taries    who    do    no     good    whatever 
in  proportion  to  the  salaries  and  allow- 
ances which  they  draw.    For  my  part^ 
I  entirely  agree  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Morpeth,   and  I  was  glad  to  hear 
him  quote  the  lines  he  did,  which  are 
not  out  of    place    on   a    Money    BilL 
In    this    age    of    large    expenditure, 
idleness,  and  snobbishness  there  is  need 
for  the  example  of  a  highly-cultured, 
gentlemanly  life,  and  if  such  a  life  can- 
not be  led  for  less  than  £25,000  a  year 
it  is  a  bad  and  sad  business.    I  will 
give  a  specimen  of  the  sort  of  depth  of 
fallacy  into  which  even  able  men  may 
have  been  led  by  Parliament  inaSa^wg 
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upon  snccessiye  occasions  in  voting  these 
Ghrants.  The  Spictator^  which  is  sup- 
posed to  be  the  most  intellectual  and 
high-flown  paper  in  the  country,  observes 
that  our  Princes  are  poor,  not  only  by 
comparison  with  milhonaires,  but  by 
the  side  of  well-to-do  gentlemen,  and 
that  the  nation  must  provide  the  neces- 
sary allowances,  which  have  already 
been  cut  down  to  the  lowest  point  of 
expenditure,  for  what  English  society 
regards  as  a  dignified  position.  \_M%n%9- 
Urial  Cheeri.']  Those  cheers,  which 
are  uttered  by  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, are  the  expression  of  what  we 
think  to  be  so  unfortunate  an  opinion 
that  we  are  delighted  to  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  by  our  vote  that 
we  do  not  agree  with  it.  We  will  never 
endorse  the  opinion  that  it  is  necessary 
to  have  a  net  income  of  £25,000  a  year 
to  maintain  a  dignified  existence.  It  is 
very  important  in  this  Debate  that  we 
should  avoid  personal  taunts,  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  has  made  a  violent 


in  it,  if  a  great  deal  of  law,  or  what  was 
called  law,  had  not  been  stated  by  two 
hon.  Members.  I  begin  to  take  a  some- 
what special  interest  in  the  constituency 
of  Northampton.  It  must,  indeed,  be  a 
very  remarkable  constituency.  I  know 
a  borough  in  Lancashire  in  which  there 
are  many  people  who  think  that  one 
lawyer  is  not  a  sufficient  representative 
for  the  constituency ;  but  at  Northamp- 
ton they  seem  to  revel  in  two  lawyers, 
or,  at  least,  two  amateur  lawyers,  who, 
with  the  fate  belonging  to  amateurs 
generally,  fail  in  completely  accomplish- 
ing what  they  attempt  to  do.  It  is 
because  I  know  the  £prce  of  the  state- 
ments made  by  both  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers— the  leaders  of  the  Party  which  is 
now  fighting  against  these  Grants— that 
I  am  about  to  take  part  in  this  Debate. 
The  hon.  Gentlemen  in  question  may 
make  most  erroneous  statements  when 
addressing  popular  assemblies  without 
being  liable  to  correction ;  but  I  think  it 
would  be  a  matter  of  regret  if  they 
were  allowed  in  this  House  to  make 


way.  In  the  days  when  those  taunts 
were  directed  against  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  I  thought  them  very  sorry 
sort  of  trash,  and  I  think  the  same  now. 
In  this  case  it  is  no  question  of  truck- 
ling to  the  people  or  of  insulting  the 
Throne.  It  is  a  question  of  laying  down 
first  the  true  principles  on  which  the 
necessary  payments  should  be  made  to 
the  holders  of  official  positions  however 
higa,  and  to  them  alone ;  and,  secondly, 
that  these  payments  shall  be  quite 
ample,  but  not  more  than  ample ;  and 
it  is  because  in  these  proposals  now 
before  the  House  both  tnose  principles 
are  violated  that  I  voted  on  Friday  in 
the  minority ;  and  that  I  earnestly  hope 
that  that  vote  will  be  repeated,  increased, 
and  emphasized  by  the  Committee 
to-night. 
♦Sib  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Lancashire) : 
Knowing,  as  I  do,  the  value  of  time 
at  the  present  moment  in  regard  to  the 
arrangements  for  this  Debate,  I  do  not 
propose  to  follow  my  right  hon.  Friend 
in  those  very  general  observations  he  has 
thought  it  right  to  make,  and  which  I 
may  suggest  would  be  equally  applicable 
when  my  right  hon.  Friend  addressed 
any  public  audience  on  any  other  political 
subject  in  the  country.  I  should  not 
have  been  disposed  to  break  the  charm 
of  this  discussion,  resulting  from  the 
fact  that  no  lawyer  has  taken  any  part 
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attack  upon  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang-   statements  on  matters  of  law  without 


foundation,   and    if    no    one    in    this 
House   were  to  say  that  he  dissented 
from  those    statements.     Such  silence 
would  give  an  acquiescence  which,  I 
think,  ought  not  to  be  allowed.    First,, 
I  will  deal  with  the  junior  Member  for 
Northampton,  and  with  one  statement- 
only,  for  I  have  no  time  to  deal  with 
the  others.     I  must  refer  to  the  hon. 
Member's  opinion  upon  a  legal  subject 
with  a  certain  amount  of  respect.     I  re- 
collect the  late  Sir  George  Jessel  giving 
this  advice  to  a  young  legal  friend  of 
mine : — **  If  ever  you  have  to  give  a 
legal  opinion  it  had  better  be  short,  and, 
if  possible,  accurate,  but  always  let  it 
be  positive."     The  junior  Member  for 
Northampton    has  apparently  thought 
but  little  of  the  second  of  these  injunc- 
tions, but  he  certainly  has  obeyed  the 
third  canon  of  Sir  George  Jessel's  views, 
for  he  was  as  positive  as  anybody  could 
be  when  he  asserted  that  the  possession 
of    the    Hereditary    Eevenues  of   the 
Crown  resulted  from  a  mere  slip    of 
the    draftsman,     and    that    otherwise 
th^re  would  have  been  no  possibility 
of     the      occupier    of      the      Throne 
after    the    time    of    James    II.    ever 
having  any  Crown  Lands  to  surrender. 
The    hon.     Member     aj^'A,    ^^^\i^n. 
William    III.    arrivoA.    Via^  HoWwxd 
what  could  that  DuL^cAvnsSkXiVw^  ^i^^ 
to  surrender  ?"     Th©  l3.oTx^^^>i^^  «^^*Q 
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says,  in  a  pamphlet  he  has  written,  that  after  Goyernment.  He  stated,  and 
when  our  Sovereign  surrendered  her  stated  accurately,  that  there  had  been 
Crown  Landa  she  had  nothing  to  give  a  surplus  in  different  classps,  especially 
up,  and  that  this  is  a  fraud  upon  the   in  Classes  2  and  3,  of  the  OiWl  List,  and 


public.  Surely  that  statement  answers 
itself.  When  William  III.  became 
King  of  this  Healm,  he,  by  virtue  of 


that  there  was  no  right  to  apply  that 
surplus  in  aid  of  the  Privy  Purse.  I 
object  to  this  statement  bein^  made  by 


occupying  the  Throne,  became  entitled  j  those  who  liave  such  an  influence  in 
to  all  that  his  Predecessor  possessed. ,  the  country.  My  hon.  Friend  most 
As  I  prefer  nr)t  to  enter  upon  a  legal :  allow  rae  to  say  that  he  was  entirely  in- 
argument,  I  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  accurate.  In  the  Civil  Seryioe  Act  of 
an  authority  any  layman  can  understand,  William  IV.,  which  is  precifiely  similar 
I  mean  the  15th  chapter  of  Macaulay*s  ^  to  that  of  Victoria,  the  same  words 
Ilisfory  of  hjigltnd.  William  III.  ■  were  employed  which  allowed  a  surplus 
granted  ^ve-sixths  of  the  County  of '  to  be  transferred  from  one  class  to 
Denbigh  away  to  Bentiuck.  This  grant  I  another.  During  that  reign  there  was 
was  stoutly  opposed  on  the  ground  of ;  a  transfer  of  £22,000  from  Class  2  and 


policy  by  a  sturdy  Welsh  Member,  Mr. 
Price,  andothers,  and  the  Kingeventually 
recalled  that  particular  Grant,  but  at  the 
same  time  li )  granted  the  Welbeck 
Manors  in  rsottingbamshire  and  Lin- 
colnshire to  Bentiuck,  and  not  the  least 
objection  to  this  was  raised  in  a  Parlia- 
ment which  was  full  of  great  Whig  and 
Eepublicau  lawyers.  The  holding  of 
the  land  was  so  far  personal  that 
the  Sovereign  could  at  this  time  grant 
it  away  to  a  personal  favourite  or 
for  public  services,  and  the  title 
was  absolutely  good  as  against  the 
nation.  [An  hon.  Member:  No,  no.] 
Well,  then,  lot  the  hon.  Member  bring 
an  action  of  ejectment  ngainat  the  Duke 
of  Portland.  But  I  will  not  go  further 
into  this  matter.  I  only  touch  on  it. 
When  the  Queen  came  to  Parliament 
in  the  first  year  of  her  reign,  she 
said : — 

"  I  placo  unreservedly  at  jour  disposal  those 
Hereditary  Revenues  which  wore  transferred  to 
the  public  b}"  my  immediate  predecessor,  and  I 
have  commanded  that  such  Papers  as  are 
ncccEsary  for  a  full  examination  of  the  subject 
shall  bo  prepared  and  laid  before  you.*' 

Parliament    dealt   with    Iler    Majesty 
on  the    terms  that    she    gave  up    her 


Class  3  to  the  Privy  Purse.      At   the 
beginning  of  the  present  reii^n  a  Gbm- 
mittee  sat  with  many  economists  upon 
if.    [CVjMo/**Oh,  oh!"J  In  November, 
1837,   a  Committee  sat.  ineludiojg  Mr. 
Hume,  Mr.  Ilawes,    Sir  R.  Peel  ^Opp^ 
8  it  ion  laughter\  and  others.     A  laugh  is 
raised  at  the  economical  policy  of  Sir 
H.    Peel.      Let    hon.    Members    read 
that  Report.     Sir  Robert  Peel  showed 
himself  a  careful  guardian  of  economy, 
and  this  Committee  acquiesced   in   the 
view  I  have  expressed,  and  repeated  the 
words  of  the  same    Statute,    and    the 
Advisers  of  the  Crown,  and  lawyers  and 
laymen,  have  constantly  and  con tinnously 
acted  upon  that  view,  accepting  it  as 
correct.     These  attempted  attacks  upon 
the  interests    of    the    Crown,    or    the 
conduct    or    wisdom   of    the  Advisers 
of    the    Crown    in   past  times,   ought 
to    be    swept    away,    and    we    ought 
to    approach     this     question    on    its 
merits.      With  respect  to  the   Amend- 
ment before  the  House,  I  was  astonished 
to    hear    my    right    hon.    Friend   the 
Member    for    Newcastle,     followed    as 
he  was  by  thd  hon.  Member  for  Leices- 
tershire, complain  that  the  GFovemment 
have  not  afforded  to  the  House,  or  to 


Hereditary  Revenues.   Nobody  said  that    the    Committee,    sufficient  information 
her    statement    was    incoireet,   and    it '  upon  the  matter  now  before  the  Honse. 


would  be  a  breach  of  faith  for  Parlia 
ment  now  to  say — as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  does— that  the  Crown 
possesses  no  hereditary  lands  to  sur- 
render. I  pass  on  now  to  the  second 
distinguished  lawyer,  the  senior  Member 
for  Northampton,  who  has  also  told  us 
his  views  of  the  construction  of  an  Act 
of  Parliament.  The  hon.  Member  said 
there  had  been  an  impropriety  practised 
by  those  who  represented  the  Treasury 
year  after  year  and  during  Government 

Sir  If.  James 


Well,  but  it  was  referred  to  a  Committee 
of  Inquiry,  and  if  there  was  not  infor- 
mation, information  ought  to  have  been 
given  to  the  Committee.  But  the  riffht 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  has 
placed  on  record  that  the  Oommittee 
received  all  the  information  which  was 
material. 

Mr.  J.  MORLET :  My  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  entirely  misunderrtood 
what  I  said.  I  did  not  coinplain,  bat 
suggested  to  the  right  hon.  GrenttemaA 
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that  he  might  as  well  have  communi- 
cated to  the  House  the  information 
which  had  been  communicated  to  the 
Committee.  I  made  do  complaint  of 
want  of  information  afforded  to  the 
Committee. 

♦Sir  H.  JAMES  :  The  Committee  had 
before  it  that  which  caused  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  to  be  grateful  and  to  say  that 
the  fullest  information  had  been  given. 
I  should  have  thought  that  in  the  nu- 
merous Appendices  the  information  was 
tolerably  complete,  even  according  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton. 

♦Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  said  that  I 
perfectly  understood  ihat  Her  Majesty 
had  a  right  to  state  to  the  Committee 
what  her  private  fortune  was  without 
the  statement  being  made  public.  At 
the  same  time,  I  think  it  would  be  to 
the  advantage  of  Her  Majesty  if  it  were 
made  public.  But  I  went  further,  and 
say  that  if  the  figures  laid  before  us  were 
correct,  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Sunderland  was  entirely  wrong  in 
his  statement,  and  it  was  because  I  felt 
myself  in  honour  bound  to  assist  my 
hon.  Friend  that  I  alluded  to  the 
matter. 

♦Sir  H.  JAMES:  The  Committee 
exactly  followed  the  precedent  of  the 
Committee  of  1837.  It  refused,  with 
the  acquiescence  of  every  Member,  to 
lay  the  private  transactions  of  the 
Sovereign  before  the  public.  The  truth 
is,  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  has  attempted  to  take  up 
an  intermediate  position — he  is  between 
two  millstones.  One  is  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  whose  weight,  it  will 
be  admitted,  is  considerable  ;  and  the 
other  millstone  is  the  hard  and  some- 
what obdurate  substance  represented  by 
the  hun.  Member  for  Northampton.  But 
that  is  not  all.  Not  only  is  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  between  these  two  millstones, 
but  who  is  working  the  machinery  ? 
There  is  somebody  acting  as  the  miller, 
and  it  is  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  who  is  working 
the  machinery.  And  what  can  be  the 
result  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  when  he 
finds  himself  between  two  such  conflict- 
ing bodies  so  directed  ?  I  cannot  say 
what  will  be  the  result  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend.  But  I  can  im- 
agine my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Derby  making  his  re*  appearance, 
after  going  throueh  tiie  mill,  ground 
to  powder.    I  thiu,  thereforei  that  in 


future  my  right  hon.  Friends  should  deal 
more  carefully  with  intermediate  parties 
than  they  have  been  in  the  habit  of 
doing.  But  has  not  the  whole  proceed- 
ings of  the  evening  been  almost  laugh- 
able? Has  there  not  been  a  most 
useless  consumption  of  public  time? 
There  has  been  skirmishing,  and 
nothing  but  skirmishing,  to-night. 
As  a  rule,  skirmishing  precedes  the 
battle;  but  now  we  are  skirmishing 
after  the  battle,  and  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  skirmished  on  behalfof  those 
against  whom  he  voted  on  Friday  night. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  has  given  no 
sufficient  excuse  or  explanation  of  his 
position,  and  I  am  compelled  to  trace 
its  existence  to  the  fact  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  gave  his  vote  on  Friday 
to  satisfy  the  entirety  of  his  con- 
science, and  will  vote  to-night  to  satisfy 
a  portion  of  his  constituents.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  replied  to- 
night to  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle. 

♦Mr.   LABOUCHERE:   I  supported 
him. 

♦Sir  H.  JAMES :  Yes,  supported  him 
by  a  vote,  and  that  is  what  I  am  com- 
menting on.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  are  supporting 
one  another  by  votes,  but  destroying 
each  other  by  arguments.  When  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown  gives  a  pledge 
on  the  part  of  the  Sovereign,  I  feel 
perfectly  secure  that  that  pledge  will 
be  fulfilled.  Therefore, the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  said  this  evening  that 
he  was  perfectly  satisfied  that  during 
the  present  reign  no  such  demands  will 
be  made  as  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle  says  may  be  made.  So  also 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  says 
we  are  perfectly  safe  with  regard  to  the 
future,  because  the  future  can  take 
care  of  itself.  If  that  view  be  correct, 
what  is  it  that  the  right  hon.  Member 
is  fighting  for?  He  says  that  he  is 
asking  for  finality.  Finalty  when? 
During  the  present  reign  ?  That  is 
assured.  Beyond  this  reign  we  have 
no  right  to  look  for  it.  We  cannot 
secure  finality  by  a  vote  of  this  Parlia- 
ment in  respect  of  a  Civil  List  which 
will  be  voted  by  another  Parliament, 
and  we  ought  not  to  attempt  it.  We  are 
safe  as  regards  the  present  reign  on 
account  of  the  pledse^  sg^^qcl.  V^Yiy, 
then,  should  not  the  fu\.>xt^  Vak^  iaa»  oi 
itself?  Democracy,  ajcffv^^^^  ^  ^ 
Gentlemen,  is  mazohui^  ^\.«&L  ^«^ 
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®are  of  itself  in  the  future.  If  we  attempt 
^0  secure  finality  with  respect  to  a  future 
'eigOfWe  shall  be  dealinp^  with  conditions 
of  which  we  know  nothing — conditions 
which    will    not     be     controlled.      In 
dealing  with  George  IV.  and  William 
IV.,  ^   we      v^BYe     those      Sovereigns 
certain     Civil     Lists,     knowing    there 
would,    in     all     probability,     be     no 
children.     But    we   cannot    deal    with 
Sovereigns  advanced  in  life,  and  with 
a     Sovereign     of     18    with    a    future 
which    can    only    be     conjectured  in 
the    same   manner.     In    the    interests 
of  economy  we  ought  to  act  differently. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  say  that  for  the  chil- 
dren of  the  younger  sons  of  the  Sovereign 
there  should  be  no  provision.  From  that 
I  dissent,  and  I  think  every  Member  of 
the  House   ought   to   dissent  from  it, 
because  the  children  of  younger  children 
include    the    heir-presumptive    to   the 
Throne.     Therefore   if    we    make    the 
Civil  List  by  a  rigid  rule,  if  we  deal 
with  it  in    advance,    we   shall    do    so 
with  the  conviction  either  that  it  will 
bo  almost  unconstitutional  with  respect 
to    the    Eoyal    Family,    or    injurious 
to  the  public  interests.     I  fancy  there 
are  a  great  many  Members  who  agree  in 
substance  with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  but  yet   are 
going  to  vote,  not  because  they  believe 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wrong,    but 
because  thry   want  to  please  their  con- 
stituents.    I  am  not  going  to  traverse 
the  rights  of  those  who  say  they  are 
true  Bepublieans ;  I  am  not  going  to 
make  an  attack   upon    them.     I  differ 
from  my    right  hon.  Friend  when  he 
spoke  of   the  tinsel   and  cotton-velvet 
of     the     Monarchy.      I    know    of   no 
quality     which     can      exact      homage 
from    the    nation    except  really     high 
qualities   of  character.     I   believe  the 
allegiance     of     the     people     to     the 
Monarchy  is  now  an  allegiance  rendered 
freely  to  th^se  who  play  their  part  well 
and    discharge    the    duties   which  the 
Constitution  devolves  upon  them  ;   and 
because  I  believe  this,  and  for  the  rea- 
son I  have  given  for  objecting  to  the 
Amendment,  I  shall  vote  against  it. 

Sir  W.  HARCOUET  (Derby) :  My 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Sir 
H.  James)  says  we  are  skirmishing; 
and  in  one  sense  that  is  true,  because 
although  no  doubt  we  are  the 
people  who  vote  the  money,  the 
great  battle  on  questions  of  this  matter 
will  be  fought  among  and  decided  by 

Sir  H.  Jamei 


the  people  themselves.     He  has  spoken 
.with  sublime  contempt  of  that  class  of 
'  people  who  are  termed  oonstituents,  and 
'  he  has  taunted  Gentlemen  on  this  side 
j  of   the  House  for    votings     aocording 
,  to  the  wishes  of  their  constituents ;  and 
yet,  at  the  same  time,  we  are  told  that  the 
opinions  expressed  on  this  side  of  the 
House  are  not  the  opinions  of  the  people. 
I  do  not  know  how  those  two  Btatementi 
are  to  be  reconciled.  I  acknowledge  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  GentTeinan, 
in   dealing  with  those  with   whom  he 
formerly  acted,  spoke  in  a  kindly  and 
good  humoured  spirit,  and  I  wish  I  could 
say  that  of  all  who  have  spoken.     These 
Debates,  although  they,  no  doubt,  raiee 
sharp  differences  of  opinion, have  hither- 
to been  characterised  by  a  happj  ab« 
sence  of  bitter  Party  spirit.     But  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Chamberlain)  introduced  that 
spirit  in  its  most  acrid  and  bitterest  form 
to-night.  He  talks  of  the  cant  of  the  new 
Eadiculism.  I  will  borrow  a  well-known 
saying  of  Lord  John  Russell,  when  he 
said  there  was  something  more  sickening 
than  the  cant  of  new  Kadicalism,  and 
that  was  the  recant  of  old  Radicalism. 
He  talked  of  the  people  with  a  great 
''  P."     Well,  but  he  has  betaken  him- 
self  now  to  greater  people    than    he 
formerly  associated  with.  He  has  spoken 
with  spite  and  condemnation  of  those 
who  stir  up  animosities  and  jealousies 
among  classes.  [Chesrs.l  Yes,  but  this 
lecture  comes  to  us    from    the    great  ■ 
preacher  on  the  text  which  speaks  of 
*'  those  who  toil  not,  neither  do  they 
spin."     He  says  that  he  interprets  the 
true  opinions  of  the  people,  and  that 
men  like   my  hon.   Friend   the    Mem- 
ber for    Morpeth    (Mr.    Burt)    know 
nothing  about  the  people,  and  they  are 
only  Nihilists.     According  to  him  we 
are  Nihilists  on  this  Bench.     I  wonder 
that   my  right  hon.   Friend  chooses  a 
seat  in  such  a  very  inflammable  and 
dangerous  quarter  of  the  House.     Whj 
does  he  prefer  to  sit  amongst  Nihilists  ? 
I  confess  that  I  am  almost  alarmed  for 
his  personal  safety,  and  I  would  almosf 
entreat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  to    supply   him  with' 
police  protection,  if  it  were  onlj  to  de- 
fend him  f  I'om  that  dark  and  dangerous 
character  the  hon.  Member  for  Islingtoa 
(Mr.  R.  Chamberlain),  who  TOted  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  the 
other  night* a  NihiUst  with  whom  my 
right  hon.    Friend   stands   ia    eloaer' 
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relations  than  he  does  with  us.  Well, 
we  have  had  a  severe  lecture  from  my 
right  hon.  Friend ;  but  as  he  stood  at 
this  box  lecturing  us  on  loyalty  to  our 
Leader,  I  could  not  help  thinking  that 
it  was  a  Dissentient  Liberal  reproving 
sin.  I  confess  myself  that  I  am  sorry 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  should  have 
introduced  this  tone  into  the  Debate, 
which  seems  to  be  almost  unworthy  of 
the  dignity  and  magnitude  of  the  sub- 
ject we  are  discussing.  I  do  not  think 
that  any  advantage  is  to  be  derived  from 
terming  hon.  Gentlemen  who  hold  one 
opinion  by  the  name  of  disloyal  any 
more  than  if  we  were  to  call  you  who 
hold  a  different  opinion  parasites  and 
sycophants.  I  do  not  believe  that  either 
designation  is  true.  I  believe  that 
Gentlemen  in  this  House  can  take 
different  views  on  this  as  on  other 
subjects  perfectly  conscientiously, 
and  with  the  honest  belief  that  they 
are  acting  for  the  best  interests  of 
the  country.  Therefore,  I  was  glad  to 
hear  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
disclaim  the  sentences  which  had  been 
attributed  to  him.  I  think  it  would  be 
extremely  unlike  what  we  know  of  his 
character,  if  he  attributed  unworthy 
motives  to  persons  because  they  enter- 
tain opinions  different  from  his  own.  I 
would  rather  follow  the  example  of  my 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Rossen- 
dale,  who  endeavoured  the  other  night 
to  examine  what  was  the  origin  of  the 
vote  we  are  asked  to  give  on  this 
occasion,  how  the  Committee  came  to 
be  appointed,  and  what  is  the  cause  of 
the  situation  which  has  led  to  the  con- 
flict of  opinion  between  the  two  sides 
of  the  House.  Well,  the  last  Grant 
which  was  asked  for  was  for  the  Princess 
Beatrice :  and  on  that  occasion  a  Com- 
mittee was  promised.  Now,  why  was 
a  Committee  promised  on  that  occasion  ? 
It  was  because  it  was  felt  that  the 
class  oi  children  had  then  been  ex- 
hausted, that  a  Grant  had  been  made  to 
the  last  child,  and  that  the  next  Grant 
which  would  be  asked  for  would  come 
within  a  different  category,  that  of  the 
grand  children.  That  shows  that  at  that 
time  the  House  considered  that  grand- 
children rtood  in  a  different  category, 
and  that  their  claims  ought  to  be  sub- 
jected to  a  fuller  examination.  I  am 
not  quite  sure  that  the  appointment  of 
the  Committee  was  a  wise  thing,  or  the 
original  promise  of  it  either,  unless  it 
was  to  enter  into  the  whole  question  of 


opening  the  Civil  List.  You  might 
have  opened  the  Civil  List  if  you  had 
chosen;  indeed,  the  Civil  List  was 
opened.  We  have  heard  very  fallacious 
and  servile  language  used  with  regard 
to  what  are  called  compacts.  But  in  the 
reign  of  George  III.,  after  he  had  been 
reigning  20  years,  the  Civil  List  was  re- 
opened, reviewed,  and  reformed  alto- 
getherin  the  great  measure  of  Mr.  Burke. 
But,  in  my  opinion,  there  is  no  occasion 
and  no  justification  for  opening  the 
whole  question  of  the  Civil  List  now. 
In  those  days  there  had  been  great 
abuses.  But  there  never  was  a  reign 
which  less  called  for  and  less  justified 
an  examination  or  a  criticism  of  the 
Civil  List  than  the  present  reign.  There 
never  was  a  Sovereign  who  more  Con- 
stitutionally observed  the  duties  of  the 
great  office  which  she  holds.  I  do  not 
for  a  moment  admit  that  Parliament  has 
not  a  perfect  right,  if  it  chooses,  to 
open  and  examine  the  Civil  List ;  but 
the  Committee  was  very  far  more 
limited  in  its  object.  When  this  new 
chapter  was  opened  by  the  Committee 
we  had  to  consider  what  course  ought 
to  be  taken  with  reference  to  the  more 
remote  descendants  than  the  children. 
Here  I  venture  to  say,  without  any  Party 
spirit,  was  the  first  error  which  the 
Government  committed.  They  brought 
down  the  Message  from  the  Crown  with 
the  ordinary  old  forms  for  two  grand- 
children as  a  matter  of  course,  without 
any  Committee,  and  without  considering 
the  question.  Then  the  Committee  was 
pressed  upon  them  in  the  House,  and 
they  assented  to  it.  Then  they  produced 
before  theCommittee  certain  Resolutions 
of  which  they  have  endeavoured  to  mini- 
mise  the  effect.  It  is  said  that  they 
were  not  proposed  by  the  Government, 
who  merely  suggested  their  views.  How- 
ever, these  Resolutions  are  in  the  Report 
as  the  Resolutions  to  be  proposed  by  the 
Chairman.  What  were  ttiey  ?  They 
were  a  declaration  of  the  personal  right 
of  all  grandchildren  to  provision  from 
the  State,  subject  only  to  the  exception 
that  provision  would  not  be  asked  for 
in  the  case  of  children  of  the  daughters 
of  the  Queen.  It  has  been  said  that 
we  are  not  following  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  I 
venture  to  think  that  we  have  followed 
him  a  great  deal  mor^  iVisji  V.\io%e  w\io 
are  going  to  vote  f ot  ^\^  ^EA^oVutvon ; 
because  when  the  Oo'H^txixcL^nl  made 
their  declaration  ia    € Arv^"^"^  ^t  V^Vie  t\«;Ut 
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accepted  the  Amend  tnent.  Were  these 
passages  in  the  Eeport  mere  brutum 
fulmm  that  we  could  pass  by  as  if  they 
were  nothing  at  all  ?  They  were  nothing 
of  the  kind.  The  whole  object  of  Minis- 
ters from  the  very  first  has  been  to 
assert  on  behalf  of  the  Crown  the  duty 
— that  is  the  word  used  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer— of  Parliament  to 
provide  for  the  grandchildren  generally. 
It  is  waived  it  is  true  in  the  present 
reign  in  respect  to  the  children  of  the 
younger  sons  and  daughters,  but  a 
waiver  is  not  a  principle,  it  is  an  excep- 
tion to  a  principle.  The  principle  j'ou 
desire  to  establish  is  the  right  that  exists 
and  the  duty  of  Parliament  to  fulfil  that 
right  as  regards  the  grandchildren.  My 
right,  hon.  Friend,  whose  aid  is  lent  to 
the  Government,  said  the  other  night, 

''In  my  opinion  tho  question  of  the  grand- 
children of  the  reigning  Sovereign,  other  than 
the  children  of  the  Heir  Apparent,  is  settled,  I 
think,  for  all  time.  This  claim  has  as  completely 
disappeared  from  the  region  of  what  may  he 
termed  practical  politics  as  if  it  hadhoen  with- 
drawn hya  deed  on  parchment  stamped  and 
sealed." 

Do  the  Government  agree  in  that  ?  I^ 
they  do  not,  then  they  are  receiving  the 
aid  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  upon  false 
pretences,  because  he  has  stated  that 
these  are  the  conditions  of  his  support. 
But  we  have  received  no  assurance  of 
the  kind  from  the  Government.  Even 
as  regards  the  present  reign  they  have 
never  made  any  statement  that  no  such 
claim  shall  be  brought  forward.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  says  it  is 
waived  for  the  present.  I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  a  bad  thing  with  regard  to 
this  Eesolution  to  test  the  opinion  of  the 
Government  upon  that  subject  by  seeing 
whether  they  will  admit  an  addition  to 
the  iResolution  when  it  is  passed,  to  the 
efi^ect  that  no  further  Grants  to  members 
of  tho  Koyal  Family  shall  be  made 
during  the  present  reign.  Will  they 
accept  such  an  addition  ?  If  they  refuse 
it  why  do  they  refuse  it  ?  The  matter 
might  be  brought,  by  proposing  such  an 
addition  as  I  suggest,  to  a  very  simple 
issue.  But  what  to  my  mind  is  far  more 
material  is  the  difficulties  and  dangers 
which  you  are  providing  for  the  next 
generation.  You  have  no  business  to 
appoint  a  Committee  and  then  lay  down 
the  principle  which  we  think  very  dan- 
gerous— that  it  is  the  duty  of  Parliament 
to  provide  for  the  grandchildren 
generally.  I  have  read  to  the  Committee 
what  my  right  hon.  Friend  said  on  the 

Bir  jr.  ffareouft 


subject  ;    but    what      did     the    noUa 
Lord  the  Member  for  Hossendale  saj  ? 
There  is  no  man  more  likely  or  fitter  to 
have  a  potential  voice  in  the   settlement 
of  the  next  Civil  List   than  the  noUa 
Lord.       What  did  he   tell  us?      The 
noble  Lord  said  the  first  thing  that  wiU 
have  to  be  done  is  to  provide  a  fund  out 
of  the    public  money  in  some  form  or 
other,  not  for  the  children  only,  not  for 
the  grandchildren    only,    but   for  the 
descendants.    That  is   what  you  have 
got  from  your  Committee.      That  is  the 
only  principle  enshrined  in  the  Bepoit 
of  your  Committee.     That   is    what  is 
going  to  be  carried  against  the  opinion 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  by  those  who  claim  and 
boast  of  his  support.     The  other  declar- 
ation,    already      referred    to     by    the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,     is  still 
more  important,  for  he  is  a  Minister  of 
the   Crown.     The  declarations   of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  are  weighty  declarations,  bat 
he  is  not  a  Minister  of  the  Grown.     I 
wish  he  were.    Then  his  would  be  a 
binding  declaration.      But  you  take  his 
declaration  and    do   not    mean   to  be 
bound  by  it.     What  is  the  deolaration 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer? 
He  says  :  — 

<*If  Her  Majesty  had  chosen  to  make  a 
demand  on  the  liherality  of  Parliameat,  it 
would  be  the  duty  of  Pdrliament  to  meet  the 
claim." 

That  is  the  principle  he  lays  down. 
What  claim  ?  The  claim  for  the  grand- 
children. Her  Majesty  waives  it,  but 
this  declaration  makes  the  claim  g^od, 
in  favour  ot  her  successor,  as  far 
as  '  oil  can  make  it  good  be* 
caus  Tc  waiver  for  life  can  bind  a 
successor,  and  Her  Majesty's  suooesBor 
may  say,  '*  My  predecessor  was  plaoed 
in  circumstances  that  do  not  spply  to 
me.  It  was  very  natural  and  right  that 
Her  Majesty  should  waive  the  claim, 
but  that  is  no  reason  why  I  should 
waive  a  claim  which  Parliament  by  its 
Committee  has  declared  to  be  a  just 
claim." 

♦The  chancellor  or  thb  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  GoscHKir,  8t 
George's,  Hanover  Square) :  I  am  sure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
wish  to  misrepresent  me  in  a  matter  of 
such  importance.  He  will,  thereforSi 
permit  me  to  say  that  I  oonoeived  the 
duty  of  Parliament  to  whiohl  idlnded  to 
have  arisen  in  oonsequenoe  of  the  absenoa 
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of  previous  notice,  as  set  ont  in  the 
Beport.  But  in  the  Report  this  notice 
is  now  given  with  regard  to  future 
Sovereigns.  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  forgive  me  for  inter- 
ruptiDg,  but  the  point  is  of  supreme 
importance. 

Sir    W.    HARCOURT:    Notice    is 
given  to  the  future   Sovereign?    Yes, 
indeed,    there    is.     But  what    notice  ? 
That  his  claim  is  a  good  claim.     That 
if  he  makes  the  claim   Parliament  is 
bound  to  fulBl  it.     I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  allud- 
ing to  another    paragraph   in  the  Re- 
port, where  it  is  said,  '^Arrangements 
should  be  made  under  which  no  future 
claims  of   the  kind   can    arise."     Yes, 
but  that  has  been  interpreted  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Rossendale 
to  mean  such  a  provision  for  the  future 
Sovereign  as  will  enable  him  to  provide 
for  the  grandchildren.     That  is  the  in- 
terpretation   placed    on    this    sentence 
in  the  Report.     Then  what  do  we  find  ? 
We  find,  first  of  all,  these  declarations  of 
precedents,  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  says  are 
no  precedents.     We  find  this  allegation 
of  notice,  which  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid   Lothian  altogether  disavows, 
and  no  man  can  speak  with  greater  ex- 
perience or   authority.     Then  we   find 
this  declaration    of    the  right   of   the 
grandchildren  inserted  in  the  Report, 
and  this  my  right  hon.  Friend  disclaims 
and  endeavours  to  strike  out  altogether. 
Now,  it  has  been  asked  why  we  did  not 
vote  for  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton's Amendment  the  other  night? 
I  would  have  voted  for  his  Amendment 
in  Committee ;  it  is  immaterial  to  me 
by  whom  it  is  moved  if  circumstances 
justify  the  refusal  of  the  Grant.     I  did 
not  think  it  would  be  a  usual  or  desir- 
able course,  when  a  Message  had  come 
from  the  Throne  and  a  Committee  had 
been  appointed,  that  we  should  decline  to 
go  into  Committee  and  see  the  Resolu  • 
tion,  because  we  ought  to  know  what  the 
Resolution    was.     I    am    speaking    of 
matters  of  form — it  is  only  matter  of 
form  whether,  speaking  for  myself,  I 
should  vote  against  the  Grants  on  Friday 
or  to-night.     I  am  going  to  vote  against 
the    Grant    to-night,   because,  in    my 
opinion,  that  Grant  is  attached  to  de- 
clarations of  principle  which  are  per- 
fectly unsound— declarations  which,  as 
far  as  they  can  go,  endeavour  to  bind 
those  who  come  after  us  to  liabilities  to 


which  they  ought  not  to  be  made  sub  * 
ject.  The  declaration  of  the  universal 
right  of  the  grandchildren  is  not  in  any 
degree  set  aside  by  the  waiver  of  the 
present  Monarch.  If  you  had  agreed 
to  the  Amendments  of  my  right  hon* 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  LothiaD, 
and  had  struck  those  paragraphs  out  of 
the  Report,  and  had  been  willing  not  to 
endeavour  to  commit  Parliament  at  the 
next  settlement  of  the  Civil  List  to 
principles  that  ought  not  to  bind  it, 
the  position  might  have  been  different. 
As  it  is,  the  Government  have  deter- 
mined, in  spite  of  the  protests  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  to 
persist  in  keeping  alive  those  claims  and 
endeavouring  to  embody  them  in  their 
Report ;  and  I  see  no  means  by  which 
we  can  protest  against  those  principles 
which  we  are  not  prepared  to  adopt  ex- 
cept by  voting  against  the  Resolutions 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  pro- 
pose. 

♦The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster):  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  endeavoured,  as  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle  has  sought  to 
do,  to  give  reasons  to  the  House  and  to 
explain  the  peculiar  position  taken  up 
by  them  on  Friday  with  regard  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  and  their  position  to-night 
with  respect  to  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle,  which  is  substantially  iden- 
tical with  that  moved  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  and  voted  against 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  Friday. 
When  I  come  to  examine  the  terms  of 
the  Amendment  I  should  say  for  myself 
that  of  the  two  Amendments  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  is  the 
more  courteous,  as  suggesting  to  Her 
Majesty  a  means  by  which  her  demands 
might  be  met,  while  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  is  a  simple  ne${:ative  and 
amounts  to  this — that  the  House  con- 
siders that  the  demand  should  not  have 
been  made.  The  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  declined 
to  consider  the  claims  of  the  Crown  in 
Committee,  but  the  Resolution  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  is  a 
simple  and  direct  negative.  Yet  on 
Friaay  the  right  hon.  GerLtUmA.Til\i.o\i^t 
it  necessary  to  go  into  tX\A\js^Vj  ^^oiiiB^ 
the  Amendment  becaAi^A^  ^^  ^QM%;\it  \t 
was  disooorteoas,  bat  -feo-^^V^Ukw  ^ 
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directly  opposite  course.    So  much  time 
has  already  been  occupied  in  this  matter 
that  I  feel  bound  to  compress  my  obser- 
vations   within    the    narrowest    limits 
possible.     The  great  objection  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  is  that 
the  Government  are  asking  the  House 
to  assent  to  the  principles  which  are 
contained  in  the  Eeport.     We  in  Com- 
mittee carried  out  the  duties  which  were 
imposed    upon   us  by   the   Beference. 
We  followed  out  the  lines  suggested  in 
the  discussion  raised  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  in  1885.     We 
felt  it  was  our  duty   to  see  that  the 
principle  on  which  the  Grants  to  the 
members  of  the  Eoyal  Family  should  be 
made  should  be  considered  by  the  Com- 
mittee ;   to  ascertain   what  precedents 
there  had  been,    what    the    universal 
coarse  of  Parliament    had  been,   and 
what  the  practice  of  Ministers  had  been 
in   advising  Parliament,    and  to  bring 
that  information  to  the  knowledge  of 
the  Committee.     There  is  no  statement 
contained   in  that  Eeport  which  is  at 
variance  with  the  facts  brought  to  the 
knowledge     of    the    Committee ;   and 
although  the  right  hon.   Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  did  not  accept  the  con- 
clusions which  we  drew  from  those  facts, 
it  is  perfectly  notorious  from  the  views 
that  he  urged  that  he   did  not   desire 
the  Committee  to  come  to  a  conclusion 
adverse  to  those  facts.     He  urged  upon 
the  Committee  that  we  should  express 
no  opinion  either  one  way  or  the  other 
with    reference  to    the   rights   of    the 
Crown.     We  have  stated  that  we  have 
been    authorised  to    declare  that  Her 
Majesty  does  not  propose  to  press  this 
claim  on  behalf  of  the  children  of  her 
daughters  or  of  her  younger  sons ;  and 
the  House  is  now  asked  to  consider  a 
provision  for  the  children  of  the  Prince 
of  Wales  alone,  who,  it  is  almost  uni- 
versally admitted,  ought  to  be  provided 
for.     Hon.  Members    and    right    hon. 
Members  who  served  on  that  Committee 
regarded  them  as  fit  subjects  for  a  pro- 
vision to  be  granted  by  Parliament,  and 
we  think,  under  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  that  they  ought  to  be  provided  for 
by  Parliament.     But  we  decline  to  come 
to  an  abstract  Resolution  adverse  to  the 
right  of  the  Crown  to  ask  Parliament  to 
make    future    provision    for     the    de- 
scendants of  the  Queen.     We  decline  to 
make  any  bargain  of  that  kind.     We 
believe  the  country  would  not  require 
any  each  bargain,  in  view  of  the  declara- 

Mr.  W.  B,  Smith 


tion  made  by  Her  Majesty.     What  we 

have  said  on  the  present  occasion  is  what 

every  other  Minister  has  said  in  dealing 

with  this  question  for  the  last  52  years. 

No  single  Minister  who  has  held  office 

from  this  side  or  the  other  side  of  the 

House  has  at  any  time  sug^gested  that 

the  Civil  List  was  an  allowance  to  the 

Sovereign  or   the  Prince  of   Wales  to 

enable  them  to  make  provision  for  their 

children.    A  great  deal  has  been  said 

about  the   desire  of  hon.  Members  to 

maintain  the  honour  and  dignity  of  the 

Crown,  and  the  necessity  for  placing  it 

in  a  position  to  discharge  the  duties  of 

that  great  office.    A  great  deal  has  been 

said  of  the  manner  in  which  those  duties 

have  been  discharged  by  the  Sovereign, 

and  the  way  in  which   the  Prince  of 

Wales  has  discharged  the  duties  of  his 

exalted  position,  but  with  this  we  have 

nothing  to  do.     There  is  or  there  is  not 

an   understanding  with  the  Sovereign 

and  the  Prince  of  Wales  that  they  shaJl 

provide  for  their  family.    I  allege  that 

all  that  has  gone  before  has  confirmed 

the  view  that  we  have  expressed  that 

there   is    no    understanding  with    the 

Crown  or  the  Prince  of  Wales  that  they 

shall  make  that  provision.    The  right 

hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 

says  we  cannot  bind  Parliament  as  to 

the  rights  of  the  Crown.    Equally  so  we 

cannot  bind  Parliament  as  to  the  Civil 

List.    These  are  considerations  which  I 

venture  to  urge  upon  the  House.    We 

decline  to  accept  any  interpretation  of 

our  words  in  the  Beport,  or  any  gloss 

that  may  be  put  upon  them  by   hon. 

and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  or 

on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  which 

is  at  variance  with  the  plain  meanine  of 

the  paragraphs  to  which  referenoe  has 

been  made.    We  have  placed  before  the 

Houie   the  deliberate  opinions  of  the 

Government,  which  have  been  set  out 

in  the  Eeport  now  before  the  Committee, 

and  we  rely  on  its  judgment  to  sustain 

the  view  we  have  formed. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  355  ; 
Noes  134.— (Div.  List,  No.  261.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Hesolution  to  be  reported  to«morroir. 


REGULATION    OF     RAILWAYS    BILL 

(No.  333.) 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

*TnE  PRESIDENT  op  thb  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicxs  Bbaov) 
(Bristol,  W.)  :  I 


have  to  ask  the  House 
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^o  assent  to  the  Second  Beading  of  this 
Bill,  in  order  that  it  may  be  committed 
pro  formd  and  reprinted  with  Amend- 
ments, by  which  it  is  proposed  to  omit 
the  couplinfl:  clauses. 

Mr.  storey  (Sunderland):  The 
Bill  will  not  be  worth  having  if  the 
coupling  clauses  are  omitted ;  and, 
therefore,  on  behalf  of  those  hon. 
Members  who  take  an  interest  in  the 
matter,  I  object  to  the  course  proposed. 
♦Sib  M.  hicks  BEACH:  At  any 
rate,  no  one  can  object  to  my  moving 
that  the  Order  be  withdrawn  and  the 
Bill  discharged  in  order  that  I  may  in- 
troduce another  Bill, 

Question, '*  That  the  Order  be  dis- 
charged, and  the  Bill  withdrawn," — 
{Sir  Jd,  Htcke  Beach,) — put,  and  agreed 
to. 

POOR  LAW  BILL.    (No.  338.) 

Order  for  Third  heading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  re-committed  in  respect  of  an 
Amendment  to  Clause  1  and  to  Clause 
6,  and  in  respect  of  three  new  clauses  ; 
considered  in  Committee,  and  reported ; 
as  amended,  considered;  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

CANADA  (ONTARIO  BOUNDARY)    BILL 
[LORDS],     (No.  346). 

Bead  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  to-morrow. 

MARRIAGES   (BASUTOLAND,    &c.)  BILL 
[LORDS].     (No.  862). 

Bead  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  to-morrow. 


TRUST  COMPANIES  BILL. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolverhamp- 
ton,  E.) :  I  would  ask  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  whether  the 
Orders  for  Trust  Companies  Bill  and 
a  Private  Bill  lower  down  on  the  Paper 
might  not  be  discharged,  as  the  Bills 
raise  an  important  question  which  it 
would  be  almost  impossible  to  deal  in 
the  small  remaining  period  of  the 
Session.  The  Bills  might  be  carefully 
threshed  out  in  a  Select  Committee,  and 
I  would  ask  the  Government  to  con- 
sider the  desirability  of  discharging  the 
Order? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
RiCHAKO  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) : 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
postpone  the  Question  until  to-morrow. 


I  will  look  through  the  Bills.  It  is  just 
possible  there  may  be  one  or  two 
clauses  which  might  be  passed.  In  all 
probability,  the  Orders  will  have  to  be 
discharged. 

INTERMEDIATE  EDUCATION  (WALES) 
BILL  (No.  849.) 

As  amended,  considered. 

On  Clause  IS, 
♦Mb.  STUART  RENDEL  (Mont- 
gomeryshire) :  I  should  like  to  have  the 
word  *'  efficiency "  substituted  for  the 
word  "  merit "  in  the  clause.  *'  Merit" 
has  a  technical  sense  in  conjunction 
with  the  system  of  payment  by  residts 
in  elementary  schools.  '^Efficiency'' 
is  a  wider  word,  and  avoids  risk  of 
misunderstanding. 

♦The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COMMITTEE  of  COUNCIL  (Sir  W. 
Hakt  Dyke,  Dartford) :  I  see  no  objec- 
tion to  that,  as  the  word  it  is  proposed 
to  substitute  for  **  merit"  is  of  wider 
application  and  does  not  possess  the 
same  rather  technical  significance. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Lanca- 
shire,  N.E.,  Darwen) :  I  do  not  think 
this  is  a  desirable  alteration,  as,  if 
'* merit"  were  substituted,  it  would  be 
possible  for  all  sorts  of  matters  to  be 
taken  into  consideration.  This  Amend- 
ment takes  us  by  surprise,  and  we  have 
not  had  time  to  consider  it ;  but  if  is  a 
good  one,  no  doubt  it  may  be  inserted 
on  another  occasion.  I  hope  it  will  not 
be  pressed  now. 

♦Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merioneth- 
shire) :  I  think  the  noble  Lord  hardly 
understands  the  object  of  the  proposed 
change.  Under  the  existing  system  of 
working  the  Elementary  Education  Act 
there  prevails  the  method  of  payment  by 
result.  Now  I  am  sure  the  Government 
do  not  desire  to  saddle  intermediate 
education  in  Wales  with  this  system, 
and  I  think  it  very  desirable  that  the 
alteration  should  be  made  so  as  to 
enable  the  Inspectors  to  take  note  not 
merely  of  actual  result,  but  of  such  ques- 
tions as  the  sanitary  condition  of  the 
schools,  their  equipment,  fees,  and 
courses  of  instruction. 

Amendment  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6,  lio.^ 
8,  after  the  word  *'  endowments,"  to  i 
sert  the  words — 

**  Nothing  in  this  Ac^  ^CCL^fi^^onA.  any  p»' 
ceedings  under  the  E^y^^^^^  ^OclqcAb  A.ol^ 
relation  to  any  scheixx^*  ^^  ^^^"^  ^  ^«*^ ' 
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been  prepered,  pubUihad,  and  circulated  before 
theDOmmencement  of  this  Act,  in  puraaance  of 
ieetions  thirtj-two  and  thirty-three  of  '  The 
EDdowed  Schooli  Act,  isee,'  and  «ucb  ichemB 
may  be  proceeded  with,  submitted  for  Hpproral, 
knd  come  into  operation  aa  it  thia  Act  bad  not 
paaacd."— (^jr  irUliawi  Hart  Dyke.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted. " 

Mr.  WABMINQTON  (Monmouth, 
W.J :  I  ahould  like  some  explanatioa  of 
this  Amendmeot.  Considerable  merit 
vaa  taken  by  the  Qovemroent  for  in- 
cluding MoDmoutb  in  this  Bill,  and  I 
should  like  to  knov  why  this  Amend- 
ment is  proposed. 

Mb.  T.  C.  BAEINQ  (London)-.  I 
object  to  further  progress.  Not  a  single 
Amendment  baa  been  printed  on  the 
Paper,  and  we  are  legislating  absolutely 
in  the  dark. 

Objection  being  taken  to  furthi 


«are  to  have  the  Amendments  printed. 
Debate  to  be  reBumed  to-morrow. 

SETTLED  LAND  ACT8  AMENDMENT 

HILL  (No.  276). 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  to-morrow. 

BUILDINUS  (METROPOLIS)  BILL. 
(No.  2-tO.) 

ME.WHITMORE  (Chelsea):  In  mov- 
ing that  tbe  Order  for  the  Second 
Heading  of  this  Dill  bo  discharged,  I 
venture,  in  the  presenoe  of  the  Deputy 
Chairman  of  the  London  County  Council, 
to  express  a  hope  that  that  body  devote 
some  attention  to  the  excessive  height 
of  buildings  io  London,  so  that  next 
Session  it  may  either  itself  initiate 
legislation  or  further  legislation  to  check 
evils  over  which  it  has  now  no  control. 

Order  for  Second  Keadingread,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  {CONTINU- 

ATION  SCHOOLS)  BILL   (No.  171). 
r^  Order  for  Second  Baading  read,  and 
discharged. 
Bill  withdrawn. 

Motion  made,  "That  the  House  do 
now  ki^'oum." 


THE  SELECT  COMMITTBE  ON  TB! 
IRTBH  SOCIETIES*  ESTATES. 
Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  I 
sorry  to  have  to  complain  of  the  conni 
being  pursued  in  reference  to  the  Select 
Committee  on  tbe  Irish  Societiea'  Estates 
I  wish  now  to  ask,  with  reference  tt 
this  Committee,  what  is  to  be  done  lij 
the  Qovemment  ?  Hon.  Hemben  wan 
asked  to  postpone  their  Motions  for  thi 
discharge  of  Members  from  the  Com- 
mittee in  order  that  the  eugfrestion  d 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  might  be  curied 
out  and  the  Committee  discharged. 
!  But  the  Members  of  one  Party  still 
I  continue  to  act  on  the  Committee,  which 
beld  a  meeting  on  Friday.  At  Question 
Time  I  put  a  Question  to  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  who  referred  me  tothe 
Chief  Secretary,  who  in  turn  asked  me 
to  wait  till  after  midnight.  When  ths 
.  Order  of  the  Day  oame  on  after  mid- 
night, an  hon.  Uember,  who  would  not 
have  acted  on  his  own  initiative,  ob- 
jected to  progress  being  made,  and  the 
Qovernment  made  no  appeal  to  him.k 
The  Committee  have  gammoned  another 
meeting  for  this  day,  and  I  wish  to 
know  what  practical  step  the  Gotsib- 
meat  intend  to  take,  as  the  present  pro- 
cedure is  unworthy  the  digni^  of 
Parliament. 

The  chief  8E0RBTART  n» 
IRELAND  (Ur.  A.  J.  Baltoub,  Ifan- 
Chester,  E.)  :  I  quite  accept  the  viMT 
of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman,  whldl 
is  in  accordance  with  the  vieir  I 
have  expressed  to  the  Honse,  that  a 
Committee  entirely  composed  of  one 
side  of  the  Hous>3,  however  impartial 
may  be  its  proceedings,  cannot  eommand 
that  general  assent  which  would  make 
its  Report  of  any  permanent  value  aa  a 
guide  to  the  Souse.  I  do  not  antioipata 
that  any  Report  is  likely  to  be  mads  bj 
this  Committee  of  the  nature  which  has 
been  indicated,  nor  do  I  gather  that  tho 
sittings  are  likely  to  continue.  I  thiak 
it  would  be  better  to  wut  a  da^  or 
two  and  see  what  proceeding's  an 
taken. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  hope  the  hint  ol 
the  right  boa.   Qentleman  will  be  snffl- 
cient. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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SMALL  DEBTS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL, 
(So,  177.) 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

POOR  LAW  BILL. 

Read  1*;  to  be  printed;  and  to  be 
read  2*  on  Friday  next :  (The  Viscount 
Torrington).     (No.  195.) 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  (TONNAGE) 
BILL.    (No.  174.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  General  Bills,  with  Amend- 
ments :  The  Report  thereof  received  : 
Bill  re-committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  Thursday  next,  and  to 
be  printed  as  amended.     (No.  196.) 

THE  CRIMINAL  LAW  :    TERMS  OF 
PENAL   SERVITUDE. 

QUESTIONS — OBSERVATIONS. 

♦Lord  NORTON :  My  Lords,  in  rising 
to  ask  the  Lord  Chancellor  whether  the 
Government  have  any  intention  to  deal 
next  Session  with  the  subject  of  the 
length  of  terms  of  penal  servitude 
under  the  existing  law,  I  may  state 
that  I  have  had  a  notice  on  the  Paper 
some  time  to  move  for  a  revision  of  the 
Acts  relating  to  penal  servitude,  with  a 
view  to  the  resumption  of  the  minimum 
term  of  three  years.  Hearing  that  a 
Bill  to  that  effect  was  in  preparation  at 
the  Home  Office  I  have  aelayed  bring- 
ing forward  this  notice,  but  now  that 
the  Session  is  drawing  to  a  close  I  wish 
to  ask  the  Lord  Chancellor,  on  behalf 

VOL.  OCOXXXVin.  l  third  mbum.!' 


of  the  Government,  whether  any  such 
measure  is  intended  for  next  Session  ? 
I  had  myself  a  hand  in  the  aholition  of 
transportation,  and  served  on  the  subse- 
quent Committees  which  substituted  the 
punishment  of  penal  servitude  for  trans- 
portation, having  resulted  in  the  Acts 
of  1854  and  1857.    A  great  mistake  was 
made  in  measuring  the  terms  of  the  new 
punishment  by  those  of  the  old.    In 
1863    a    Commission    led    to    further 
lengtheniDg  those  terms,  under  a  panic 
caused  by  an  increase  of  crime,  which 
it  was   supposed  that  longer  terms  of 
penal   servitude  would    check.    But  a 
Commission  in   1878  repealed  one   of 
these  longer  terms,  and  reported  that, 
in  their   opinion,  penal  servitude  was 
sufficiently  deterrent,  but  that  it  failed 
to    reform,   and    they  suggested    that 
three  years'  imprisonment  might  use- 
fully   replace    the    five    years'  penal 
servitude.       They,      however,     shrank 
from     recommending     Parliament    to 
make    repeated    changes,     and    only 
proposed  better   classification    against 
contamination   in    public    works,    and 
giving    further    trial    to    the   existing 
system.      I    protested    from    the    first 
against  measuring  penal  servitude  terms 
by  the  former  terms  of  transportation. 
The  two  modes  of  treatment  bore  no 
relation  or  similarity    to    each    other. 
Tentative  changes  had    confessed  the 
mistake,  while  all  changes  themselves 
have  a  bad  effect  on  punishments.     The 
highest  and  best  opinion  on  the  subject 
is  that  of  Sir  Edmund  Du  Cane.     No 
man    is  better    qualified    to    give    an 
opinion  upon  the  subject.      He  was  not 
deterred  from  suggesting  the  change 
which  he  saw  was  called  for,  of  shortea— 
ing  penal  servitude  sentences,  by  tb».^ 
happy  fact  of  the  rec^T^  ^YcmnuVion  o'^ 
crime.     He  knew  th.aA»  Vsix^  ^\xnAa\xmon*^ 
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had  not  caused  that  diminution  of  crime, 
but  that  reformatories,  industrial  schools, 
discharged  prisoners'  aid,  and  education 
had  been  the  causes  of  that  result.  Now, 
my  Lords,  the  question  is — whether 
these  penal  servitude  sentences  are  not 
too  long,  and  I  would  ask  your  Lord- 
ships to  allow  me  to  read  a  few  lines 
from  a  publication  of  Sir  Edmund  Du 
Cane's  on  the  subject.  In  a  volume 
entitled  Punishment  and  Prevention  of 
Crime,  1885,  he  says: — 

"  The  amount  of  punishment  should  be  the 
least  possible  to  oflfoct  its  object.     The  assigning 

Seriods  to  penal  sei«itude,  derived  from  the 
ays  of  transportation,  and  excluding  inter- 
mediate periods  of  years,  is  difficult  to  justify, 
and  may  soon  defeat  the  mai*i  object.  .  .  . 
There  is  much  evidence  to  prove  that  after  six 
or  seven  years  the  deterrent  eflfect  on  the 
prisoner  diminishes,  and  is  therefore  likely  to 
be  less  on  those  who  hear  his  account  after 
discharge  than  if  he  had  come  out  before  getting 
used  to  it." 

I  have  since  received  a  letter  from  Sir 
Edmund  Du  Cane,  strongly  taking  the 
view  that  the  minimum  term  of  three 
years'  penal  servitude  should  be  re- 
sumed, adjusting  it  to  the  next 
preceding  term  of  imprisonment,  so 
that  there  should  be  a  continually  as- 
cending scale  of  punishment,  the  two 
kinds  being  treated  as  stages  of  the 
same  category,  tRe  latter  ending  in  em- 
ployment on  public  works.  That  is  Sir 
Edmund  Du  Cane's  view,  and  I  think 
it  will  be  conceded  that  his  opinion 
has  very  great  weight.  He  advocates 
a  complete  ascending  scale  of  punish- 
ment and  the  resumption  of  the  minimum 
term  of  three  years,  to  follow  an  adjusted 
term  of  imprisonment  preceding  it.  He 
says  in  that  part  of  his  pamphlet  from 
which  I  have  just  read  : — 

"The  shorter  the  term  of  punishment  so 
that  it  effects  its  object  the  better — if  it  effects 
its  main  purpose,  that  of  deterrence." 

Sir  Edmund  Du  Cane  is  surely  wise  in 
thinking  that  +he  shorter  punishments 
are  the  better  if  they  secure  their  object. 
The  chief  object  of  punishment  is  to  doter 
from  the  repetition  of  crime.  As  to  refor- 
mation of  cliaracter,  that  should  be 
carefully  kept  in  view  incidentally,  but  it 
is  not  the  primary  object  of  i)unishmeut, 
and  prison  is  the  worse  place  for 
education.  Sir  E.  Du  Cane's  book  was 
criticised  in  the  public  press  as 
not  takiug  account  of  a  third  object  in 
punishment — the  keeping  of  dangerous 
characters  out  of  the  way.     This,  how- 

Lord  Norton 


ever,  I  consider  to   be   a  xnoet  ahoit- 
sighted  and  unprincipled  conBideratkn 
in  dealing  with  eriminalo.     It  io  not  the 
right    object    of    panishment    to    get 
dangerous  characters  out  of  sight.  We 
have  responsibilities  both  to  them  and  to 
the  country  which  we  must  recognin. 
The  principal  object  beinff  to  deter  inn 
repetition  of  crime,  it  follows  that  th» 
shorter  the  process  in    gaining  it  the 
better.    The  longer  terms  not  only  £ul 
to  secure,  or  even  impede,  the  objecti 
but  they  waste  thousands  of  able-bodied 
men  in  useless  durance,    while    their 
wives  and  children  are  kept  at  puUie 
expense    in    workhouses.       There    ii^ 
moreover,    a    fatal    weakness   in  loii|^ 
punishments.     There  is  an  uncertaintr 
about  their   practical  meaning   whi^ 
tends  to  destroy  their  effect.     Licenses 
on  leave  and  mitigations  are  inseparable. 
No  sentence  of  penal  servitude  is  oarried 
out  to  the  full  as  it  is  passed.  In  that wajr 
therefore,  its  effect  is  dimmished,  both 
as  a  deterrent  to  the  evil-doers  them- 
selves,    and  as  a    warning   to   others* 
What  is  wanted  is  a  revision  of  sen- 
tences both  of  imprisonment  and  penal 
servitude.     There  is  nothing   now  be- 
tween two  years'  imprisonment  and  five 
years'  penal  servitude.     The  matter  is 
one  of  great  importance,  because  penal 
servitude,  if  dealt  out  carelessly,  and  on 
wrong  principles,  must  cause  very  great 
public    mischief.      I    hope    the     Lord 
Chancellor  will  be  able  to  say  that  the 
Government    intend    to    deal  with  the 
subject  as  early  as  possible. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR:  My 
Lords,  I  am  afraid  I  am  not  able  to  give 
as  satisfactory  an  answer  to  the  noUe 
Lord  as  I  could  have  wished.  I  do 
happen  to  know  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Home  Secretary  has  had 
certain  proposals  submitted  to  him,  but 
he  has  not  yet  brought  them  before  his 
colleagues,  and  I  should  be  very  relno- 
taut  to  anticipate  any  consequenoe 
which  might  ensue.  The  view  of  the 
Government  on  the  matter  must,  there* 
fore,  rest  in  the  future.  I  do  not  deny 
the  importance  of  the  subject,  but  at 
present  I  am  not  able  tosay  the  Govern- 
ment has  any  intention  such  as  the 
noble  Lord  has  indicated. 

COOPER'S  HILL  COLLEGE. 

liUESTIOX — OhSBRVATIOSrS. 

Lord  NOKTHBROOK:  My  Lords, 
I  desire  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
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India  if  it  is  proposed  to  offer  a  certain  supply  the  number  of  officers  required 

number  of  commissions  in  the  Kojal  for  those  two  services,  I  have  no  doubt 

Engineers  and  the  Royal  Artillery  to  the  War  Office  would  again  apply  to 

students  at  the  Royal  Engineering  Ool-  Cooper's  Hill  College.    The  noble  Earl 

lege  at  Cooper's  Hill.  is  no  doubt  aware  that  the  question  of 

The     UNDER     SECRETARY     of  difficulty  at  present  is  the  age,  as  pupils 

STATE    for    war    (Lord    Hakbis):  entered    Cooper's    Hill    College    older 

Perhaps    the    noble    Earl  will    allow  than  cadets  entered  the  Royal  Military 

me  to  reply   to    the  question.      It  is  Academy, 
the      intention     of      Her      Majesty's 

Ck)vernment    to    offer    13  commissions  AFFAIRS  IN  ZULULAND— TREATMENT 
H     there      were      that      number      of  OF  TUE  CHIEF  USIBEPU. 

cadets  available  and  qualified.     At  pre-  qubstion— observations. 

sent  the  matter  is  being  discussed  be-        -,      ^  xTTXTi-icsmrkXT  ir   t     j 

tweea  the  War  OflBce  tnd  the  India  .^"^^""^^iF^^^^^^'-I^l^^' 

Q£c„  I  nave  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for  *^®  Colonies  if  it  is  the  case  that  Ae 

INDIA  (Viscount  Cross)  :  I  onlydesire  ''^'".^\  *1  ^!l°8    ou-T^r   u   °""^®' 

to  supplement  my  noble  Friend's  answer  against  the  Zulu  Chief   Usibepu  was 

by  pmnting  out  that  the  training  for  the  dismissed  after  a  hearing  of    several 

yt^will  begin  in  September  next,  and  ''^^^f'  •^^'  ^t  »?'  ^JJ^*  .  ^i  J^**'! 

1  hope    the     commissions  which    are  ?' otherwise,  is  the  Chief  still  detained 

offered  wUl  be  an  inducement  to  gentle-  J?  custody,  and  what  power  has  the 

men  who  want  to  enter  the  Army  to  go  ^^e"»0'  <>'  2;'''^\»''f.  *°  1^*^®  ^^%  «"» 

to  that  most    exceUent    institution    at  """l^t^  ^  "^""^f  I'ke.  my  Lords,  to 

Cooper's  Hill.      It    is    an    institution  ^a^  what  was  said  on  the  subject  in 

which  I  have  had  a  great  deal  to  do  another  place  on  the  11th  July,  by  the 

with  and  have  examined  very  thoroughly,  ^'i^"    Secretary    of    State     lor    the 

and  I  have  satisaed  myself  that  a  more  Colonies  m  answer  to  a  question :- 
excellent  education  is  not  to  be  got  any-        ''  l^^e  Secretary  of  Stato  has  as  yet  only 

where.     I    think   the  greatest  possible  received  an  informal  Report  of  the  proceeding* 

credit  is  due  to  Sir  Alexander  Taylor  ':^^,^t^::T^l'"^,^::^^T^^^l 

and  all  the  members  of  his  statt,  who  ofbeing  accessory  to  the  murder  at  Umsuby- 

have  worked  so  heartily  together  in  pro-  wana.    The  Magistrate,  after  an  investigation 

ducing  such  a  very  excellent  result.     I  extending  over  several  weeks,  dismissed  the 

am  glad  the  noble  Earl  has  asked  this  ^^^f^   '^«  Government  is  not  altogether 

^-1:^-.    '^       j^     i.u   i.  Ai.*  •       £  satisfied  with  the  action  ot  the  Mainstrate  in 

question,  in  order  that  this  opemng  for  dismissing  the  charge ;  and  it  is  understood  that 

young     men     may    be      made     publicly  the  case  has  been  referred  back  to  the  Resident 

known,  and   also  the  offer  of  the  War  Commissioner  for  his  further  consideration  as 

Office  which  I   hope  will   be   continued.  ^^^®*  Magistrate.     In   the  meantime,  it  is  un- 

LORD     SANDHURST:      May    I     be  derstood  that  Usibepu  remains  at  Eshowe." 

allowed  to   ask   whether   the   offer  of  It  appears  to  me,  my  Lords,  that  this 

Commissions  will  be  continued  ?  man  stands  in  danger  of  an  inquiry  a 

*Viscox:nt  cross  :  I  certainly  hope  second  time  for  the  offence  of  which  he 

that  the  offer  of  Commissions   will  be  was  pronounced  innocent  by  the  Magis- 

continued  from  year  to  year.     We  have  trate  who,  at  great  length,  investigated 

had  rather  more  applications  for  India  the  case.     I  desire  to  ask  what  power 

than  we  want.    Generally,  there  is  some  there  is  to  have  the  case  reheard  ? 

little  room  in  the  College,  and  it  makes  *Lord  KNUTSFORD  :  My  Lords,   I 

a  difference    in  regard  to  the  College  have  not  yet  received  official  information 

whether  it  is  full  or  not.  as  to  the  proceedings  against  Usibepu 

*The  Earl  of  MORLEY:  I  should  before  the  Magistrate.  The  proceed- 
like  to  know  whether  this  proposal  will  ings  were  of  a  preliminary  chfiuracter, 
diminish  the  number  of  cadets  at  Wool-  and,  after  an  investigation  of  some 
wich  ?  weeks,  the  charge  was  dismissed.     Bat 

Lord  HARRIS  :  I  may  say  that  there  proceedings  of  that  kind  are  not  of  ^^^^ 

is  certainly  no  intention  of  reducing  the  same  character  as  a  proceeding  in  ^^^^^^^^ 

number  of  cadets  in  the  Royal  Military  Court,  where  an  acc^\\.\»l  ^\.eAi^a  oa     ^ 

Academy  at  Woolwich.     If  the  Royal  acquittal  for  ever,  oaA^^  "ni^Ti  ^'^'^^ 

Military  Academy,   being    full,  cannot  be  charged  a  secoxiXV.  '^vci^.   'l^v^  V 
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case  was  then  very  properly  submitted 
by  the  Governor  to  the  Attorney  General, 
Sir  Michael  Gallwey,  a  gentleman  of 
great  experience  and  ability ;  and,  as  I 
understand,  the  case  has,  upon  his  ad- 
vice, been  referred  back  to  the  Resident 
Commissioner  for  his  further  considera- 
tion in  his  capacity  of  Chief  Magistrate. 
I  expect  to  receive  further  information 
very  shortly.    Usibepu  is  not,  strictly 
speaking,  retained  in  custody;  but,  in 
accordance  with  native  law,  he  is  not 
allowed  to  return  to  his  location  without 
the  permission  of  the  Resident  Commis- 
sioner, and  that  permission  has  not  been 
given.    The  dismissal  by  the  Magistrate 
of  the  charge  does  not,  as  I  am  advised, 
preclude  the  institution  of  fresh  pro- 
ceedings.    The  noble  Lord  has  asked 
under  what  law  these  further  proceed- 
ings can  take  place.    I  should  think  the 
course  which  the  Governor  was  advised 
to  take  would  fall  under  his  powers  as 
supreme  Chief  of  Zululand,  even  if  not 
under  the  powers  vested  in  him  by  the 
Royal  Commission.     I  may  also  refer  to 
a  Natal  Ordinance,   No.    18  of    1845, 
which,   by  the  Proclamation  of  1887, 
has  been  declared  to  be  law  in  Znluland. 
By  the  5l8t  section  of  that  Ordinance, 
after  a  party  accused    has    been   dis- 
charged by  a  Magistrate  on  a  prelimi- 
nary proceeding,  the  Crown  Prosecutor 
may  apply  for  a  warrant  to  re-apprehend 
the  party  accused,  in  order  to  stand  his 
trial.     I  think  that  is  an  answer  to  the 
question  which  the    noble    Lord    has 
asked. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  SCOTLAND  BILL. 

QUESTIONS. —  OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPEEDOWN  :  My 
Lords,  before  the  House  adjourns  I 
wish  to  ask  a  question  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  of 
which  I  have  given  him  private  notice. 
The  question  is  with  reference  to  the 
Local  Government  of  Scotland  Bill, 
which  your  Lordships  will  on  Thursday 
be  asked  to  read  a  second  time.  My 
Lords,  I  wish  for  information  on  two 
points.  It  appears  by  the  Bill  that  the 
number  of  Councillors  for  each  county 
IS  to  be  fixed  by  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  and  I  wish  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  whether  he  will  lay  on  the  Table 
a  Paper,  stating  the  number  of  County 
Councillors  he  proposes  to  appoint  for 
each  county  ?    There  is  another  matter 
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which  I  think  it  is  still  more  iinportaiit 
we  should  have  information  about,  aod 
that  is  with  regard  to  the  number  of 
service  voters,  as  I  beliere  that  the 
number  of  service  voters  will  greatlj 
exceed  the  number  of  any  other  class  <n 
voters.  It  is  very  desirable  your  Lord- 
ships should  have  information  on  thii 
point  when  you  discuss  the  Bill. 

The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN :   My 
Lords,  in  answer  to  the  first  qnestion 
which  the  noble  Earl  has  put,  the  num- 
ber of    County    Councillors    for    ead 
county  provided  by  the  Bill  to  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  Secretary  for  ScotUnd 
has  been  settled,  and  a  printed  Paper 
giving  the  number  has  been  oiroulatsd. 
I  have  given  directions  that  the  Papen 
showing  those  numbers  shall  be  avail* 
able  in  the  Paper  Office.     If  the  nobis 
Earl  thinks  it  desirable  that  the  Papeis 
should  be  circulated    with    the   othff 
Parliamentary    Papers    I   see    no  ob- 
jection to    that    course    being    takes. 
With  regard  to  the  second  question  of 
the  noble  Earl,  as  to  the  service  TOters,  I 
am  afraid  I  cannot  give  sOv  definite  an 
answer.     Such  information  as  is  asked 
for  would  take  considerable  time  to  pre- 
pare, and  might  also  entail  considerable 
expense.    I  am  therefore  not  prepared 
to  give  a  distinct  answer  at  onoe,  but  I 
will,  if  possible,  accede  to  the  request 
of  the  noble  Earl. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPEEDOWN :  Of 
course  I  do  not  wish  to  ask  for  anything 
that  will  entail  great  expense,  but  u 
anything  even  approximately  full  can 
be  given  us  it  would  be  valuable. 

The  Marquess  OF  LOTHIAN :  Does 
the  noble  Earl  desire  the  information  to 
be  g^ven  in  the  form  of  Betums  ? 

The  Earl  of  CAMPEEDOWN :  I 
shall  be  glad  to  get  it  in  any  form  that 
may  be  thought  desirable, 

AUDIT  (ARMY  AND  NAVY  ACOOX7NT8) 
BILL.    (No.  164.) 

House  in  Committee  faccording  to 
order) ;  Bill  reported  wiuiout  Amend- 
ment ;  and  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday 

next. 

House  adjourned  at  Fivo  o'dook^  to 
Thursday  next,  a  quartar  jpssfc 
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THE    DIVISION    ON   THE  QUEEN'S 
MESSAGE. 

Sib  F.  MAPPIN  (York,  W.E., 
Hallamshire) :  I  wish  to  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  my  name  appears  in  the 
Division  List  issued  with  the  votes  to- 
day as  having  voted  both  with  the 
•*  Ayes"  and  the  ''Noes."  I  voted  with 
the  "  Noes." 

Mb.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  (Bir- 
mingham, S.):  The  name  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  also 
appears  in  both  Lists,  while  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Islington  (Mr.  £. 
Chamberlain)  does  not  appear  in  either. 
The  name  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  should  have  appeared 
in  the  *'  Aye  "  List,  and  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Islington  in  the 
*' No  "List. 

*Mb.   speaker  :    The    Clerks  will 
make  the  necessary  corrections. 

Q  UE8T1  0N8. 


:o: 


VACCINATION  IN  WALES. 
Mb.   ALFRED  THOMAS  (Glamor- 
gan,  E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
he  is  aware  that  there   are  no  educa- 
tional vaccination  stations  in  any  part 
of  Wales,  and  that  general  practitioners, 
residing   within    the   principality,  who 
desire  to  attain  certificates  of  compe- 
tency in  the  art  of  vaccination,  have  to 
travel  long  distances  in  order  to  obtain 
them ;  and,  whether  he  will  take  steps 
to  remedy  this  grievance,   and    order 
that  Cardiff  should  become  the  educa- 
tional vaccination  centre  for  South  Wales 
and  Monmouthshire  ? 
♦The  PRESIDENT  of  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritohib, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):    I  can 
only  repeat  the  answer  which  I  gave  to 
a  similar  question  put  to  me  by  the  hon. 
Member    for    South    Glamorgan    (Mr. 
Arthur  Williams)  on  July  27  last  year, 
that  there  is  in  Wales  no  vaooination 
station  at  which  certificates  of  qualifica- 
tion in  vaccination  can  be  obtained^  and 


the  Local  Government  Board  are  not 
aware  that  any  serious  inconvenienoe 
has  been  occasioned  thereby.  The 
College  of  Physicians,  the  College  of 
Surgeons,  and  the  Society  of  Apothe* 
caries  now  require  such  a  certificate  for 
every  candidate  for  their  diploma  or 
licence,  and  hence  most  medical  men 
now  obtain  their  certificates  before 
entering  on  practice.  It  is  not  usual  to 
appoint  examiners  to  grant  these  oertifi* 
cates  in  towns  in  which  there  is  no 
school  of  medicine.  If  a  medical  school 
should  be  established  in  Wales,  I  should 
be  prepared  to  consider  the  question  of 
appointing  a  person  who  could  give 
these  certificates  in  Wales. 

JUVENILE  OFFENDERS.— CASE  OP 
GEORGE  HAYWARD. 

Mb.  fuller  (Wilts,  Westbury)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  the  case  of 
George  Hay  ward,  a  boy  of  14  years  of 
age,  who  was  convicted  at  the  Petty 
Sessions  in  Warminster,  on  the  6th 
July,  for  stealing  a  strap  value  one 
shilling,  and  was  sentenced  to  10  days' 
imprisonment  prior  to  five  years'  deten* 
tion  in  the  Wilts  Reformatory ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  previous  charge 
against  the  character  of  the  boy  was  &r 
an  offence  committed  when  only  seven 
years  of  age,  and  that  since  that  time 
his  general  conduct  has  been  good ; 
and,  whether  he  will  take  steps  to 
mitigate  the  sentence,  in  consideratioa 
of  the  fact  that  the  strap  appears  to 
have  been  thrown  away,  with  no  intent 
of  stealing  the  same  but  probably  for  a 
practical  joke  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  poa 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.)  :  Yee, 
Sir ;  my  attention  was  called  to  this  case 
more  than  a  week  ago  by  my  hon» 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  and  in  consequence  of 
his  intervention  I  have  made  inquiries 
into  the  facts,  which  are  as  stated  in  the 
first  and  second  paragraphs  of  the 
question.  I  have  found  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  the  taking  of  the  strap  wa&^ 
a  practical  joke,  but  on  the  whole  " 
have  oome  to  the  conclusion  that 
case  is  not  one  for  a  T^^l^txsisAAT'j  ec\u>^ 
I  will,  therefore,  ad.V\»!^  *Ctidi«m\&«a.oi»- 
that  part  of  the  BeTi.\i«fiiSA« 


THE  HOTAL  SIAIL  STEAU  PACKET 
COHPANT. 
Mb.  O'KKEFFE  (Limerick):  Ibe^to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
it  the  ships  of  the  Boyal  Mail  Steam 
Packet  Oompany,  carrying  mails  and 
pawengera  from  this  country  to  the 
West  Indies,  are  totally  unprovided 
vith  hospital  accommodation ;  if  ships 
of  the  same  company  carrying  pas- 
sengere  and  emigrantH  to  Brazil  and  the 
Biver  Plate  are  similarly  unprovided 
laT,  though  carrying  from  400  to  600 
Spanish  and  Portugueae  emigrants, 
with  whom  English  and  Irish  pas- 
sengers come  daily  and  hourly  in  con- 
tact, and  calling  at  Rio  de  Janeiro  in  the 
height  of  the  yellow  fever  season  ;  whe- 
ther, in  the  even*  of  an  epidemic  break- 
ing out,  the  unoccupied  passengers* 
rooms  are  temporarily  converted  into 
hospitals,  and  if,  failing  this  means  of 
isolation,  the  only  resource  left  is  by 
hanging  blankets,  soaked  in  a  solution 
of  carbolic  acid,  round  the  patient ;  if 
this  was  the  existing  state  of  thingi 
when  two  men  recently  died  of  yellow 
fever  on  board  the  JVita,  at  the  Mother- 
bank  Quarantine  Station,  Southampton ; 
and,  if  it  is  in  the  power  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  enforce  regulations  for  securing 
health  on  board  passenger  steamers  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOAED  or 
TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  The  ships  of  the  Royal 
Mail  Steam  Packet  Company  carrying 
passengers  to  the  West  Indies  and 
South  America  from  this  country  do 
not  carry  from  the  United  Kingdom 
more  than  SO  passengers  as  defined  by 
the  Passenger  Acts.  Thej  are,  there- 
fore, not  passenger  ships  under  thoae 
Acts,  and  no  other  ships  are  required  by 
law  to  provide  hospital  accommodation. 
The  Spanish  and  Portuguese  passengers 
referred  to  are  embarked  abroad,  and 
do  not  make  the  ships  passenger  ships 
under  the  Passenger  Acts.  Spaoe  is 
always  provided  on  board  the  snips  of 
the  Boyal  Mail  Steam  Packet  Company, 
which  can  be  turned  into  hospitals  in 
the  event  of  an  epidemic  breaking  out. 
The  cabin  where  an  infectious  patient  is 
lying  is  always  surrounded  by  blankets 
steeped  in  a  solution  of  carbolic  acid  or 
other  powerful  disinfectant.  In  the 
oasee  referred  to  on  board  the  Xtva  the 
patients  were  removed  to  cabins  sur- 
rounded in  this  manner.     The  Board  of 
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Trade  has  no  power  to  enforce  reguli- 
tions  for  seoonng  health  oa  boud  pit- 
senger  ateamera  unless  they  are  ■!■ 
paeaenger   ehips  nnder    the   FaSMUgv 

Acta. 

IRELAND-LIGHT  HAILWAT  FOB 

COUNTT  BOVnSt 
Mb.  MULHOLLAND  (Loiidondany, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Seetetnj 
to  the  Lora  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whe- 
ther his  attention  haa  been  direeted  la 
a  public  meeting  recentl J  held  in  Fcnte- 
ferry,  County  Down,  in  eupport  of  t 
light  railway  from  Newtownarda  to 
Portaf  erry ;  and  whether,  having  regail 
lo  the  desirability  of  assisting  the  dt- 
velopment  of  the  important  fisheriot  at 
Ballyhalbert  and  Portavogie,  and  tott* 
^eat  want  of  railway  aooommodatian  in 
the  district,  he  will  recommend  that  tin* 
line  should  participate  in  the  benefits  of 
the  Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill? 

The  chief  SECRETAHY  fob  IBB- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bauqitb,  Manohsstv, 
E.):  In"  answer  to  my  hon.  Friend  I 
bare  to  say  that  copies  of  the  Resolnlioiil 
passed  at  the  meeting  mentioned  wsn 
received  by  me  and  duly  acknowledgsd 
I  pointed  out  in  my  reply  that  as  tiiM 
Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill  is  f^eneral 
in  its  terms  and  does  not  deal  with  aa^ 
particular  line.  Its  application  to  parti- 
cular districts  which  may  be  decided  to 
come  under  its  provisions  will  be  matter 
for  consideration  after  the  Bill  beoomM 
law.  Ajid  the  hon.  Member  will  see  I 
can  hardly  add  anything  to  this  in  rej^ 
to  his  question. 

FOitTBTEWART   FISHINO  HARBOUB. 
Mb.  MULHOLLANB  (Londondany, 

N.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Sectetaiy 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whs- 
tber  his  attention  has  been  osUad  to 
the  dangerous  condition  of  the  Foi^ 
Stewart  Fishing  Harbour,  and  to  the 
numerous  accidents  which  have  oooomd 
to  the  fishermen  while  endeavoaring  to 
enter  it  in  stormy  weather;  and,  who* 
ther  he  will  direct  s  portion  of  tfao 
available  balance  of  the  Sea  FiiherisS 
(Ireland)  Fund  to  be  expended  npoa 
the  necessary  alterations  F 

Mu.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  asid  th«t  h« 
had  not  yet  had  time  to  make  ii 


THE  LAND  OOUMISSION. 
Ma.  M-CABTAN  (Down,  8.)  :  I  bc« 
to  aak  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  huA 
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liieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  Mr. 
Hume  Babington,  of  Armagh,  has  been 
appointed  by  the  Land  Commission  as 
•court  Taluer,  to  inspect  the  holdings 
in  some  cases  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Downpatrick,  in  which 
^appeals  from  the  Sub-Commission 
have  been  heard  and  the  decisions 
not  yet  given ;  whether  he  is  aware 
i;hat  Mr.  Babing^n  is  a  land  agent  in 
•the  County  of  Armagh,  and  that  he 
iias  frequently  appeared  before  the 
Sub-Commissions  in  County  Derry  and 
County  Antrim  as  valuer  for  the  land- 
lord, when  his  valuation  as  to  rent  was 
invariably  considered  very  excessive; 
and,  whether,  considering  that  every 
^dteration  made  by  the  Chief  Commis- 
sion at  their  last  sitting  at  Down- 
Eatrick  was  to  increase  the  rents  fixed 
y  the  Sub-Commission,  and  the  num- 
her  of  indignation  meetings  since  held 
by  the  farmers  to  protest  against  these 
iterations,  some  court  valuer,  who  has 
not  been  employed  by  the  landlords  of 
the  district,  will  be  appointed  to  inspect 
these  holdings  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  The  Land 
Commissioners  say  that  they  cannot 
undertake  to  discuss  matters  connected 
with  the  adjudication  of  cases  now 
pending  before  them. 

DOCK  AT  BOMBAY. 

Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  whether  the  Lords  Com- 
missioners of  the  Admiralty  have 
refased  to  carry  out  the  arrangement 
4u*rived  at  with  the  Government  of 
India  last  year  for  the  construction  of  a 
«uitable  dock  at  Bombay,  as  admitted 
to  be  necessary  for  Her  Majesty's  ships 
on  the  Indian  station  ;  whether,  seeing 
that  the  Government  of  India  are 
willing  to  pay  a  moiety  of  the  expense 
of  construction,  their  Lordship  will  still 
persist  in  delaying  the  completion  of 
this  work ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  explain 
the  grounds  for  this  change  of  policy  ; 
and,  if,  on  the  other  hand,  their  Lord- 
49hips  still  desire  that  the  said  dock 
fihould  be  completed,  will  he  state 
whether  the  delay  is  caused  by  the 
refusal  of  the  Treasury  to  grant  the 
necessary  fuDds  for  its  completion. 

The  first  LORD  of  th*  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  HamUton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing) :  The  arrangement  proposed  as 
to  the  construction  of  the  Bombay  Dook 


was  that  the  Indian  Government  were  to 
build  the  dook  and  the  Admiralty  to  bear 
a  moiety  of  the  cost.  This  division  of 
cost  raised  financial  consideration  in 
which  the  Treasury  necessarily  had  a 
leading  voice.  The  delay  which  has 
occurred  in  settling  the  question  arises 
from  the  inability  of  the  Treasury  to 
treat  this  as  an  isolated  question  of 
finance,  but  rather  as  one  which  carries 
with  it  necessarily  a  review  of  the 
general  contribution  which  India  makes 
towards  the  maintenaroe  of  an  Imperial 
Navy. 

Admiral  FIELD:  Will  the  noble 
Lord  say  whether  there  is  any  dry  dock 
available  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  No ;  there  is 
not. 

Admiral  FIELD:  Then  what  will 
be  done  with  a  ship  that  meets  with 
disaster  ? 

The  question  was  not  answered. 

IRELAND— MR.  GILL  AND  MR.  COX. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS  (Gla- 
morgan, 8.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  what  has  been  the  result  of  the 
inquiry  into  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  unreliable  evidence  was  put 
forward  by  Police  Constable  Robinson 
on  the  trial  of  Mr.  Gill  and  Mr.  Cox  at 
Drogheda  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  understand 
that  in  the  opinion  of  the  Magistrates 
the  evidence  was  not  sufficient  to  justify 
a  conviction.  I  gather  that  in  the 
opinion  of  the  same  Magistrates  there 
was  no  ground  for  taking  action  against 
the  constable.  I  will  consider  whether 
it  will  be  proper  to  make  a  direct  in- 
quiry of  the  Magistrates  on  the  matter^ 

Mr.  a.  WILLIAMS :  Do  I  under- 
stand that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
make  a  direct  inquiry  of  the  presiding 
Magistrate  as  to  the  nature  of  the 
evidence  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  A  report  has 
been  received  from  the  Magistrates,  the 
substance  of  which  I  have  given.  I  will 
consider  how  far  it  may  be  proper  to 
make  further  inquiry. 

Mr.  a.  WILLIAMS:  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  on  the  Vote  for  the^^i^s^ 
Constabulary  I  will  draw  attea.^^^*^ 
the  way  in  which  the  policem 
dence  was  tendex^  \a%\a^  axi* 
quently  rejected. 
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bave    felt    it   neoessaiy    to    write    the 
letter. 

gm  J.  SWINBURNE:  Does  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  maintain  the 
position  that  no  indet>endent  inquiry 
IS  necessary,  in  the  face  of  the  fact  that 
we  hare  one  of  the  jury  asBerting,  "  I 
maintain  that  the  jury  was  packed." 
*Me.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

DK.  TANNER. 
Me.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  aak  the 
'Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  I  lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  Dr.  Tanner,  M.P., 
was  yesterday,  at  Tipperary,  sentenced 
by  Ur.  Yesey  Fitzgerald  and  Mr.  Briea 
to  imprisonment  with  hard  labour  for 
a  month,  upon  conviction  for  an  assault 
not  involying  violence ;  whether  the 
Magistrates  refused  to  increase  the  sen- 
tence in  order  to  allow  of  an  appeal ; 
"whether  the  Press  were  excluded  from 
the  Court ;  and,  if  so,  why ;  whether 
the  Magistrates  further  sentenced  Dr. 
Tanner  to  three  months'  imprisonment 
for  alleged  contempt  of  Court ;  and, 
whether  they  had  legal  power  to  inflict 
imprisonment  for  a  longer  period  than 
one  week  in  respect  of  contempt  of 
■Court? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTTE :  I  have  not 
been  able  to  obtain  a  reply  to  the  third 
paragraph  of  the  question,  though  I 
sent  a  telegram  yesterday.  It  is  true 
that  the  hon.  Member  referred  to  has 
been  sentenced  to  imprisonment  w 
hard  labour  for  deliberately  spitti 
at  a  County  Inspector.  He  was  not 
-sentenced  to  three  months'  imprison- 
ment for  contempt  of  Court,  but  was 
ordered  to  find  sureties,  or,  in  default, 
to  go  to  prison  for  three  months.  So 
far  as  1  am  aware,  the  action  of  the 
Magistrates  was  perfectly  legal. 

Mr.  sexton  :  With  regard  to  the 
£rst  paragraph  of  the  question,  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
whether  be  is  aware  that  Dr.  Tanner 
-repudiated  tbe  charge  made  against 
>biiQ,  and  said  that  it  gave  him  more 
pain  than  20  years'  imprisonment;  and 
whether  under  the  circumstances  he 
approves  the  action  of  the  Magistrates 
oln  refusing  my  hon.  Friend  an 
opportunityfto  have  the  facts  re-beard. 
I  would  askjfurther,  whether  the  Magis- 
trates bad  power  to  require  bail  for 
■contempt  of  Court  or  to  inflict  more  than 
A  week's  imprisonment  ? 
Mr.  A.  J.  Bdfow 


Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOnS :  It  ia  not  aj 
laty  to  review  the  decdsion  of  die  Oont 
As  regards  tbe  first  queatioii,  I  an  lit 
aware  wbethe.-  the  charge  was  tese  at 
nntme.  Dr.  Tanner  deolArad  that  ho  VM 
not  guilty  of  the  offence  with  whiah  k 
was  charged,  but  brougfht  no  evidna 
bo  prove  that  fJact.  In  regonl  to  tti 
second  question,  I  may  point  ont  tint 
what  was  done  was  to  bind  the  1hi> 
Member  orer  for  his  good  bBhanoiiiv 
and  in  default  of  finding  aoretaea  bi 
was  to  be  imprisoned  for  three  mcn^*. 

Me.  SEXTON:  What  I  aik  k 
whether  the  Magistratea  had  only  pom 
to  inflict  a  week^  imprisoament  for  0(» 
tempt  of  Court,  and  hod  no  power  to 
require  bail  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  not  abb 
to  say  whether  Dr.  Tanner's  ofbam 
was  contempt  of  Court  and  nothing  eln> 
If  the  action  of  the  Magistratea  WH 
illegal,  there  is  more  than  one  way  itf 
dealing  with  it.  It  is  not  for  me  to 
review  the  decision  of  the  Court. 

Ma.  JOHNSTON:  Did  not  the  hoe. 
Member  tell  the  Ghairmaa  that  ha 
looked  upon  him  as  a  criminal  hiniMlfF 

No  answer  was  given. 

Me.  SEXTON:  I  wiU  repeat  Am 
legal  question  on  Thursday. 

TOWN  OOUNCILLOBS  ELEOTION  (8U0T- 
LAND)BILL. 
Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  if  ha  ie 
aware  that  the  Town  Councillors  Seo- 
tion  (Scotland)  Bill  is  still  beisg  peiK^ 
tently  opposed  by  the  hon.  Uenibar  tn 
North  Camberwell  (Mr.  J.  B.  Edly); 
and  whether,  in  the  ctroumstaaoe^  u» 
Oovemment  is  able  to  give  any  hope  that 
the  Bill  can  be  proceeded  wi^  tl^  See- 
sion? 
♦The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Bobertson,  Bute) :  I  am  aware  that 
the  Motion  for  the  Second  Beading  of 
this  Bill  has  been  repeatedly  objeotedtO 
when  made  after  12  o'clock.  I  renat 
that  the  hon.  Qentleman  has  &il«a  to 
obtain  an  opportunity  for  adTOiUltaf 
this  measure ;  but  at  this  period  of  the 
Session,  it  is,  I  fear,  impossible  to  hops 
that  it  can  be  proceeded  with. 

IRELAND.— STEAM  TRAWUHO. 

Mr.       MUEPHY      (Dublin,      St. 

Patrick's):    I    beg    to    ask  the  Ohti< 

Becretary  to    the   Lord  Lientanent  of 
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Ireland  whether  any  Heport  has  been 
made  by  the  Inspectors  of  Irish  Fisheries 
•on  the  subject  of  steam  trawling  in  Ire- 
land ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  give 
Members  an  opportunity  of  considering 
it  before  proceeding  further  with  the 
49team  Trawling  (Ireland)  Bill? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  The  Inspectora 
of  Irish  Fisheries  do  not  appear  to  have 
made  any  specific  Report  on  the  subject 
of  steam  trawling.  It  is  true  that  they 
haye  on  occasions  made  incidental  refer- 
•ences  to  it.  But  these  references  do  not 
bear  on  the  scope  of  the  Bill  now  before 
the  House. 


Salofies. 
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THE  ULSTER  AND  TYRONE    NAVIGA- 
TION ACT. 

Mb.  JORDAN  (Clare,  W.):  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether,  in  accordance  with  the  provi- 
sions of  **  The  Ulster  and  Tyrone  Navi- 
gation Act,  1888,''  the  agreement  of 
transfer  has  been  ratified ;  whether  the 
dompany  has  commenced  to  repair  the 
Ulster  and  Tyrone  Canals ;  and,  if  so, 
to  what  extent ;  whether  the  Treasury 
has  yet  paid  over  to  the  Company  any 
money ;  and  whether  the  Treasury  has 
negotiated  or  is  in  process  of  negotia- 
ting a  loan  to  the  Cou-pany  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  L.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  : 
My  answer  to  all  the  questions  of  the 
hon.  Member  is  in  the  affirmative  except 
the  last. 

DERRY  GAOL. 

Mb.  MAC  NEILL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
■aware  that  Mr.  Conybeare,  and  other 
prisoners  in  Derry  Qaol,  complained  on 
•Saturday  evening  last  that  their  eyes 
were  weakened  and  influenced  by  the 
glare  of  the  whitewash  on  the  walls  of 
their  cells ;  and  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  cases  of  Messrs.  Wilfred  Blunt 
and  Cox,  M.P.,  whose  sight  has  been 
impaired  by  imprisonment  under  similar 
^rcumstances,  he  will  be  prepared  to 
direct  the  colls  of  these  prisoners  to  be 
covered  with  a  wash  of  blue  or  pink 
instead  of  the  ordinary  whitewash  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  telegraphed 
yesterday  when  a  similar  question   was 

fut,  but  I  have  not  yet  received  a  Report, 
t  will  require  local  reference. 
Sib  W.  foster  (Derby,  Ilkeston) : 
Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  received 


the  information  which  he  promised  to 
obtain  as  to  the  state  of  the  health  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Camborne  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Yes,  I  have 
received  information  which,  I  think, 
does  not  bear  out  the  fears  expressed 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite ;  but  I  will 
have  the  matter  carefully  watched. 


FATHER  M'FADDEN. 

Mb.  MAO  NEILL  :  I  be^  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  is 
the  fact  that  Father  MTadden  and 
the  other  persons  against  whom  various 
charges  in  reference  to  District  In* 
specter  Martin's  death  on  the  Srd  Feb- 
ruary have  been  brought  by  the  Govern- 
ment, will  not  be  tried  till  the  16th 
October ;  whether  they  will  be  tried  at 
Maryborough,  where,  at  the  last  Assizes, 
the  Crown  prosecutors  were  accused  of 
packing  juries  to  secure  convictions; 
and,  whether,  having  regard  to  the  fact 
that  these  trials  will  take  place  at  a 
time  when  Parliament  will  not  be  sit- 
ting, he  will  be  prepared  to  give  the 
House  an  assurance  that  the  juries  will 
not  be  exclusively  composed  of  persons 
dififering  in  religious  belief  and  political 
sympathies  from  the  accused  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  understand 
that  it  is  the  case  that  with  the  consent 
of  the  counsel  for  the  accused,  the  trial 
of  the  persons  referred  to  has  been  post- 

Eoned  till  the  17th  of  October.  As  I 
ave  already  stated,  no  juror  has  been, 
or  will  be,  ordered  to  stand  by  on  the 
ground  of  religious  belief. 

Mb.  sexton  :  May  I  ask  whether, 
considering  the  great  length  of  time 
that  has  elapsed  since  the  case  was  first 
commenced,  and  that  many  of  the 
prisoners  are  poor,  the  right  hon.  Qtea" 
tleman  will  consider  whether  bail  can- 
not be  extended  to  them  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  will  make 
inquiries  on  the  matter,  but  certainly  I 
cannot  give  an  answer  offhand.  I 
should  imagine  no  change  can  be  made, 
but  I  will  inquire. 

MEDICAL  OFFICERS*  SALARIES. 
Mb.  WARDLE  (Derbyshire,  S.):   I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  Local  S«^- 
tary  Authorities  having  been  reoou. 
moiety  of  the  salaries  of  their 
officers  up  to  29XXi  ^^'^^<dYii\)eT,  1^ 
intends  that  tVi.Q  \si^\A\.^  ol  auoh 
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for  tlio  hnlf-Yonr  ondinfi:  ^^th  March, 
1889,  in  to  ho  p»iid  hy  County  Councils 
out  of  tho  I'xoUoquor  contribution, 
whioh  rontrihution  \nw  beon  conaidered 
n»  ronunonriii^  from  Ut  April,  1889, 
only,  and  i^ntiniatod  by  tho  County 
CounoiU  aH  an  at(8ot  available  for  the 
ournuit  yoar  V 

•Mh.  KlTrUIK:  This  is  a  question 
whirh  baN  boon  put  to  mo  sovoral  times. 
Tho  last  timo  was  tho  8th  of  tho  present 
month  ami  by  tlio  hon.  Momber  for 
HwansoatMr.  nillwvnV  itwas  answered 
by  my  lion.  Kri<«nd  tho  Secretary  to  the 
LotMil  (b)vornmtMit  Hoard.  I  must  refer 
tho  hon.  Monihor  to  the  reply  then 
given. 

L(U\\Ii  (JOVKKNMKNT— 
TIIK  KXlMlKQrKR  TONTRIBUTION. 
Mr.  WARDLK:  [  bog  to  ask  the 
rn>Hidont  of  tho  Local  Government 
]3oard  whon  Iio  ox  poets  the  Commis- 
flionors  to  mako  thoir  awards,  in  those 
cases  roforrod  to  thom,  where  County 
Councils  and  Councils  of  county 
boroughs  have  failod  to  agree  as  to  the 
apportionmout  of  tho  Exchequer  con- 
tribution ? 
*Mr.  lUTCIUE:  lam  informed  that 
in  the  case  of  2<S  out  of  the  27  counties 
a  settlement  has  been  arrived  at  between 
the  County  Councils  and  the  Councils  of 
the  county  boroughs.  The  remaining 
four  cases  were  to  be  considered  by  the 
Commissioners  to-day. 

IRELAND-FAIR  RENTS. 
Mr.  M*CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  with  reference  to  the  pro- 
posed Bill  for  accelerating  the  fixing  of 
fair  rents,  whether  it  is  his  intention  to 
make  such  provision  as  will  compel  the 
landlords  to  submit  to  the  arbitration 
of  two  lay  Commissioners ;  whether  the 
tenants  will  have  the  selection  of  one 
of  these  arbitrators ;  whether  he  will 
also  provide  that  there  will  be  no  appeal 
from  the  rents  so  fixed  except  on  a 
point  of  law ;  and,  when  he  will  make 
a  statement  on  the  subject  of  the  pro- 
posed Bill  ? 

*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  In  answer  to 
the  first  paragraph,  I  have  to  say  that 
there  will  be  no  compulsion  in  the  Bill 
either  as  against  landlords  or  as  against 
tenants.  The  lay  Commissioners  will  be 
selected  by  the  Land  Commission. 
There  will  be  appeal  as  in  the  case  of 

Mr.  VardU 


rents  fixed  in  the  ordinary  waybefait 
a  Sub-Commission  Court.  The  BillwiE 
be  shortly  introduced,  and,  if  necessiiy, 
a  statement  will  be  made  upon  its  ia* 
troduction.  It  is,  however,  extrenulj 
simple  in  its  character,  and  is  substia- 
tially  identical  with  a  proposal  pissed 
on  the  Paper  in  connection  with  a  mea- 
sure brought  forward  by  the  Goren- 
ment  last  year. 

Mb.  MAC  NEILL :  Will  the  ri«^ 
hon.  Gentleman  make  any  provision  lor 
expediting  appeals  ? 
«Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  should  be 
glad  to  give  effect  to  any  measure  liar 
expediting  appeals,  but  it  is  impossible 
to  find  time  this  Session  for  a  measure 
dealing  with  the  Land  Courts. 

DONAGHADEE  HARBOUR. 

Mr.    JOHNSTON    (Belfast,    8.):   I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treaamy 
whether  he  is  aware  that  a    BCemotial 
was    forwarded,  on.  the   18th  Januaiy 
1889,   to  the  Commissioners  of  PuhUs 
Works  in  Ireland,  signed  by  Mr.  De  la 
Cherois,  D.L.,    J.F.,  the  Lord   of  the 
Manor,  and  by  103  other  persons,  repre* 
seating  that  the  present  state    of  the 
Harbour  of  Donaghadee,  County  Down, 
rendered  it  dangerous  to  vessels  entsr- 
ing  it ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  last 
winter  a  vessel  named  the    fVtUiam  BM 
was    wrecked    inside    the   harbour  by 
being  driven  on  a  bank  of  silt  and  stones 
in  the  centre   of    the    harbour;    and,. 
whether,  as  this  is  the  only  harbour  of 
refuge  between  Belfast  Lough  and  Oar- 
ling^rd  Lough,    a  distance  of    neuly 
50  miles,  the  Government  willendeaTOur 
to  have  it  made  a  safe  place  of  refuge 
for  vessels  by  promoting  sunh  works,  uj 
dredging  or  otherwise,  as  will  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  public  render  it  aTailaUe 
for  vessels  to  enter  and  leave  safely  f 

Mr.  JACKSON:  I  am  informed  that 
the  harbour  is  not  in  a  dangerous  scato* 

In  reply  to  further  questions  by  Mr. 
JoHNSTox  and  Mr.  Flynn  (Cork,  If .), 

Mb.  JACKSON  said:  I  haTe  an- 
swered the  question  on  the  Paper.  U 
any  further  information  is  desired  notioe 
must  be  given.  As  far  as  my  infonna* 
tion  goes,  the  harbour  is  not  in  the  dan* 
gerous  state  whioh  has  been  repre- 
sented. 

Mb.  FLYNN  :  Is  the  hon.  Gentlemaa 
aware  that  a  Memorial  has  been  sent 
by  the  inhabitants  asking  for  an  ii 
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tion  of  the  harbour  on  account  of  its 
dangerous  state  ? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  :  And  is  it  not  the 
fact  that  the  William  Bell  was  wrecked 
inside  the  harbour  last  winter  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  have  heard  some- 
thing about  a  ship  having  been  wrecked 
in  the  harbour,  but  I  believe  that  the 
wreck  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  con- 
dition of  the  harbour.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  anxious  for  further  inquiries,  I 
have  no  objection  to  make  them. 

THE  DUBLIN  RATES. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  follow- 
ing statement,  laid  on  27th  June  before 
the  South  Dublin  Board  of  Guardians 
by  Mr.  M^Donogh,  a  member  of  that 
body — 

'*That  the  bulk  of  the  rates  are  paid  by 
Catholics,  four-fifths  of  the  inmates  are  Catho- 
lics, and  yet  out  of  the  twenty  doctors  employed 
by  the  Board  and  drawing  salaries  to  the  amount 
of  £3,166  per  annum,  two  only  are  Catholic. 
The  majority  is  Protestant  and  Conservative, 
because  Catholics  by  social  position,  intelligence, 
and  rating  qualifications  entitled  to  the  Com- 
mission of  the  peuce  are  not  appointed,  and  Con- 
servative magistrates,  rated  much  lower,  are 
sent  to  the  Board  as  «a;-A^to  Guardians  ;" 

and,  whether  the  several  statements  in 
the  foregoing  are  true;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  will  recommend  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  to  take  some  steps 
to  rectify  the  inequality  complained  of? 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  state- 
ment  mentioned  appears  to  have  been 
made  by  Mr.  M'Donogh.  The  Local 
Government  Board  have  no  informa- 
tion as  to  the  proportion  of  the  rates 
paid  by  Boman  Catholics.  The  propor- 
tion of  the  workhouse  inmates  of  that 
persuasion  appears  to  be  substantially 
as  stated  in  the  question.  I  am  not 
aware  whether  the  majority  is  due  to 
the  circumstances  alleged ;  but  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  is  always  anxious 
to  place  on  the  Commission  of  the  Peace 
any  properly-qualified  Boman  Catholic 
who  may  be  recommended  to  him  by 
the  Lord  Lieuten  ant  of  the  county. 

HOLYWOOD  PIER. 

Mr.  M^CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
he  is  aware  that  Messrs.  Alexander 
Young  and  James  Ray,  of  London,  were 
appointed  under  *'  The  Holy  wood  Pier 


and  Quay  Order,  1882,"  as  undertakers 
for  the  maintenance  and  regulation  of 
the  pier  and  works  at  Holy  wood.  County 
Down ;  whether  the  undertakers  were 
obliged  (under  a  penalty  of  £  10  a  month 
for  the  omission)  to  exhibit  lights  on  the 
pier  from  sunset  to  sunrise ;  whether  the 
pier  and  works  have  been  allowed  to 
fall  into  ruin,  and  are  now  in  a  useless 
and  dangerous  state  ;  and,  whether  steps 
will  be  taken  to  restore  them  to  the  same 
state  in  which  they  were  when  handed 
over  to  the  undertakers  appointed  by 
the  Order  of  1882? 

Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  I  am  in 
communication  with  the  Belfast  Harbour 
Commissioners  on  this  subject,  and  will 
let  the  hon.  Member  know  the  result  of 
the  correspondence. 

GOVERNMENT  OFFICIALS  AND 
ORANGE  DEMONSTRATIONS. 

Mr.  CLANCY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  the  fact  that  a 
person  named  L.  F.  S.  Maberly,  an 
official  in  the  Dublin  Post  Office,  is 
represented  in  the  public  Press  to  haye 
been  present  on  the  platform  at  the 
Orange  demonstration  in  the  Rotunda 
on  the  12th  instant,  aud  to  have  other- 
wise participated  in  the  proceedings  of 
that  meeting ;  and  whether  this  official 
is  the  same  who  on  a  previous  occasion 
had  been  rebuked  by  his  official 
superiors  for  the  display  of  political 
principles ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
take  any  notice  of  Mr.  Maberly's  recent 
conduct  in  public,  or,  in  case  he  decides 
to  allow  Mr.  Maberly's  conduct  to  pass 
without  notice,  he  would  allow  similar 
liberty  to  those  officials  of  the  Post 
Office  who  may  desire  to  attend  Nation- 
alist meetings  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Raikes,  University  of  Cam- 
bridge) :  Mr.  Maberly,  who  was  present 
at  the  Orange  demonstration  of  the  12th, 
is  the  same  person  who  on  a  former 
occasion  wrote  a  letter  to  the  newspapers 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Fawcett, 
when  Postmaster  General,  he  had  better 
not  have  written  ;  but  I  am  not  aware 
that  he  was  reprimanded  for  so  doing. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  inhibit  officers  of 
the  Post  Office  from  mere  attendance^  «^ 
meetings,  whether  political  or  otherw"^*^^ 
which  are  not  forbidden  by  law,  tho^^^*^.^ 
the  regulations  ol  ^^  T>«^BkTtnx,eTi't> 
join  them  to  meAi^Xa^Tx  «k  ^«t\»Mi  xe^^ 
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in  political  cr; attorn,  and  not  to  pat '  Dartfori, :  The  School  Board  it  I 
thencui^lTei^  forward  on  one  side  or  the  Shaldos.  DeTonshire.  iras  nominital 
other.  I  am  id  formed  that  Mr.  Maberlv  hj  the  Education  Department  in  117$; 
took  no  |>art  in  the  proceedings  beyond  and  there  has  been  no  sabseqaent  dfr 
attending  the  Kiefrting. 

tkp:  \)\:hus  post  office. 

Mil.    rXANCV:  I   beg   to    ask  the 


tion  bv  the  ratepayers.      An  apptii 
from  the  inhabitants  for  the  electiflirf 
a  new  Board  is  under  considerBtioiiftil 

has.  in  conformity  with  the  ordhuoj 

rofttmaiiter   G*:L^:ral    if    he    will   state    prac^ce,  been  referred  to  the  Ii^edor 
what  are  the  rules  regulating  the  pro- 
motion  of  official •!  in  the  Dublin  Post 


for  his  opinion.     The  school  under  ib 
Board  is  reported  to  be  excellent. 


Office  ? 

Mn.  TiAIKKS  :  In  Dublin  the  rules 
regulating  the  pro -lO tion  of  Post  Ofi&ce 
nervautH  are  the  harne  as  elsewhere  in 
the  United  Kin;rdom.  In  the  higher 
uIahh*:*  proniotion  is  governed  by 
kupenor  fitne^.s;  in  others,  by  seniority, 
combined  with  full  competence  and  good 
conduc-t. 

MACCLK.SFJKI.Jj  TltrSTEE  .SAVINGS 

iJANK. 

Mit.  BJiAJ^J.A[;OJl  ^Northampton;: 
J  beg  to  ahk  the  Attorney  General 
whether  IiIh  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  the  interim  n;port  on  the  affairs  of 
the  Ma':/;lehfieJ(l  trustee  Savings  Bank, 
Htf  far  aH  it  r<;lateh  to  several  persons 
Mper;ifJcalJy  nurned  as  being  on  the  Com- 
miHHion  of  tho  i'eace  for  tlio  Borough  of 
MaccieHfield  ;  iin^l,  whether  lie  will  com- 
municate with  the  Lord  Chancellor 
thereon  ? 

'J'lii; AT'lOhNKV  GKNEUAL  (Sir  R. 
VVkjjm'iku,  Ihie  of  Wight; :  My  attention 
iiaH  be<in  called  to  the  Jioport,  but  I 
miiHt  refer  the  hon.  (ientloman  to  the 
reply  given  hy  llir  ()hanc(?llor  of  the 
Kxchequer  on  i'lithiy.  The  matter  is 
Hngit^inf,^  Iho  alt  en  lion  of  the  Jjord 
<'hancellor. 

HIIAIJMiN   xiinoL  I'.OAiil). 

Mil.  NKAM-:  IiAV\K(i)(.voii,  AhIi- 
1/tiit.on;:  I  111-;'.  li»  iir-k  Ihn  Vivo  i'rrsi- 
ihiit.  oi  1li('  (  iiiiiiiiittin  oi'  (*()ini(-il  on 
Mdin-iitiiin  vJiiiIni  Uim  Srhool  Piounl 
lor  Nhnl«l«Jii  m  I '••\«iii.  liin»,  wjih  unnii- 
liiildd  by  Ihn    r.iliii  ill iuii  1  )(«niir1iii(«nt    in 

ImV!»;  whrthi'l  iln'"  I  hilt  ilat.n  ihnlM* 
hiiM    h<'('n   nm'    il<-i-'i"ii   •>!    iiirnil  (ivh  1o 

■ 

tliii  rutiil  l-(h<ii|  I'liard  ;  mikI,  whnthcr 
thn  iiihithitii.il  I  •>!  ihat  placo  arr  to  ])(« 
(li'pi'iv<Ml  Inr  .n.  iinlt'liiiitn  prrjod  of 
ihnir  I'i^'.lit  III  i-l-i  I  Mij.;'  thoir  Sclioi>l 
lloitrd  ';' 

Tin:  \  h'i-:  ij.TMhKN'l'  ui  nii. 
Cm'Nl'll..Sii  W.  Maui    Dvm:,  Kont. 


XAVY— COAL  USED  ON  MEASURED 
MILE  TRIALS. 

Mr.  MUTO^ELLA  (Sheffield,  Bri^ 
side^ :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Loraof 
the  Admiralty  whether,  in  the  trialf  of 
speed  of  Her  Majesty's  ships  of  wn^ 
over  the  measured  mile,  care  is  talkjo 
to  use  a  uniform  quality  of  fuel  ao  ai  to 
secure  an  accurate  comparison  in  i»- 
sults ;  what  was  the  description  of  eotl 
used  in  the  recent  trial  of  the  TrmfiJfar: 
for  how  long  has  it  been  used  by  tiu 
Admiralty  for  such  purposes;  ind, 
what  is  the  ascertained  evapontin 
power  of  such  coal  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  Fuel  of  t 
uniform  quality  is  always  used  in  ctny- 
ing  out  the  speed  trials  of  Hff 
^lajesty's  ships.  The  coal  used  on  tliA 
occasion  of  the  Trafalgar*B  trials  wai 
Harris's  deep  navigation  (Welsh)  ooaL 
This  fuel  has  been  ut»ed  by  the  Admi- 
ralty since  1883  for  this  purpose.  Iti 
evaporative  power  is  about  lO^lb.  A 
water  per  1  lb.  of  coal. 

MALVERX  POOR  LAW  UNION. 

Mk.  HASTINGS  (Worcester,  R): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  when  he  ez«ieetoto 
be  in  a  position  to  reply  to  a  li^nioriAl 
of  the  inhabitants  of  Malvem,  lor- 
wardo<l  to  the  Office  of  the  Looil 
(fovornmont  Board  more  than  twsbv 
niontlis  since,  in  reference  to  the  forma- 
tion of  a  Malvern  Poor  Law  Union  f 
••\Mi:.  KITCHIE:  The  memorial  mo- 
postal  the  oon»titution  of  a  union  wmdi 
wniihl  incliulo  parishes  in  two  ooontisi^ 
.'iiiil  tIk^  consideration  of  the  qoeitioa 
lias  Ix'ou  (loierred  until  the  reoomman- 
(lations  of  the  Boundary  CommisiionMft 
li:ivo  boor,  considered  by  the  Ooantj 
roimcils  in'orested,  and  they  haTemida 
smli  i'i'pvi'<ontation8  on  the  sulgeot  to 
tht«  l.^^:ll  (iovomment  Board  at  tiuj 
dtM'iu  necessary. 
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PARLIAMENTARY  PAPERS. 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Seore- 
tanr  for  Ireland  by  whose  instructions 
ana  on  whose  authority,  and  with  what 

Eurpose,  there  has  been  added  to  Par- 
amentary  Paper  No.  211  of  the  present 
Session  (being  a  Return  of  civil  bills  in 
ejectment,  and  writs  for  the  recovery  of 
land  in  Ireland)  an  appendix  containing 
extraneous  matter  not  moved  for,  and 
not  included  in  the  Order  of  the  House 
of  the  25  th  February,  or  in  the 
Order  of  the  House  of  the  9th  May, 
upon  which  the  Return  was  presented  ? 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  appen- 
dix in  question  was  added  by  direction 
of  the  Irish  Government  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  House,  as  it  was  found  that 
without  the  further  information  the 
Return  might  be  misleading.  The 
Return,  as  ordered,  gave  only  civil  bills 
entered  and  writs  issued  during  certain 
years.  The  appendix  shows  the  actual 
evictions  during  those  years. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR :  As  a  point  of 
order,  may  I  ask  if  it  is  competent  for 
any  Member  of  the  Government,  after 
the  House  has  ordered  a  limited  Return 
for  a  special  purpose,  to  add  to  that 
Return,  of  his  own  Motion,  matter 
entirely  extraneous  to  the  Motion 
passed  by  the  House,  and  giving  an 
entirely  di£Perent  character  to  the 
Return  ? 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  have  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying  that  such  a  proceeding  is 
irregular. 

ORDER  OF  BUSINESS. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby):  I 
wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  tlio  Treasury  if  he  can 
say  what  business  will  be  taken  on  the 
ensuing  days  of  this  week  after  the 
Royal  Grants  Bill  ?  I  presume  that  the 
Royal  Grants  Bill  will  be  the  first 
Order. 

*TnE  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (^Ir.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster'. :  I  will  endeavour,  as 
far  as  I  can,  to  give  an  answer  to 
the  right  hon.  (reutleinan.  Of  course, 
he  is  aware  that  at  this  period  of  the 
Session  it  is  difficult  to  say  definitely 
what  business  the  Government  will 
ask  the  House  to  take;  but  after  the 
Report  of  the  Royal  Grants  Resolution 
to-night  we  propose  to  go  on  with  the 


Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill,  the 
Scotch  Universities  Bill,  and  I  trust 
that  we  shall  be  able  to  reach  the  Lunacy 
Acts  Amendment  Bill.  I  believe  there 
is  a  strong  desire  on  the  part  of  hon. 
Members  to  dispose  of  that  measure. 
To-morrow  the  House  will,  I  trust,  read 
the  Royal  Grants  Bill  a  second  time, 
and  the  Government  then  hope  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  other  business  as  it  stande 
on  the  Paper.  On  Thursday  I  propose 
to  follow  the  same  course,  taking  Supply 
(Class  3)  after  the  Orders  of  theJDay 
either  on  Thursday  or  Friday. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  should  Hke 
to  know  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposes  to  take  the  Tithes  Bill,  and  to 
proceed  with  the  Motion  for  the  dis- 
charge of  the  Order  for  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Su(2:ar  Bounties  Bill  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  can^fix  no  date 
for  the  Motion  relating  to  the  Sugar 
Bounties  Bill.  I  look  upon  that  as  a 
measure  which  is  not  very  urgent. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  mean  ite 
funeral. 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  admit  that  the  funeral  of  a 
measure  is  very  urgent.  The  Bill  may 
be  an  interesting  object  to  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  and  no  doubt  it  is 
also  an  interesting  object  to  the  Govern- 
ment; but  we  prefer  to  press  forward 
business  which  will  require  the  serious 
attention  of  the  House,  and  which  must 
be  dealt  with  in  another  place.  I  pro- 
pose to  take  the  Education  Estimates,  if 
possible,  on  Monday  next,  and  the  Irish 
Estimates  on  Tuesday,  the  Constabulary 
Vote  being  taken  first.  I  trust  it  may 
be  possible  to  deal  with  the  Tithe 
Rent  Charge  Bill  on  Thursday  in  next 
week. 


IRISH  SOCIETY  AND  CITY  COMPANIES 
(IRISH  ESTATES)  [INQUIRY  NOT 
COMPLKTED]. 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee, 
with  Minutes  of  Evidence  and  an 
Appendix,  brought  up,  and  read ;  Re- 
port to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.     [No.  290.] 

SMALL    DEHTS    (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

(No.  286.) 

Lords  Amendments  to  be  considered 
forthwith  ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 
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M;^<=*SAr.R  7:iOM  rri?.  :.ORD.s.  .^^^  Law  I  ^11  not  take  uT  the  t£m»  of 

That  they   nave   i?rwd   to   Bnbery    .fae  Homc  bat  aa  to  diB  aneBtzm  of 

T-jhlic  Bodies  and  '  ;fficers    inder  the    right,  I  aiiMt  tinahle  the  Hoiue  with,  a 

Croxm     Prevention   Bill.   Tmat  Fanda    reference  to  the  JonmalB.     li  zaqniiB 

"ilear  fmm  the  Tonznala  of  die  Hoibb 
that  these  Cmwn.  Lands  wece  jjp»iiii*J 
'  to  William  HL  br  an  eznrBfle  Vota  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  And  wiiacii 
'  oiore  remarkable,  the  Jonrzuda  suL  tiia 
^tanxte  Book  ^how  tfaar  the  PaziianiflBt 


Investment  Bill. 

ORDERS    OF   TBE   DAT. 


A:cr^  ?::r>:«'.F>s  :..",^';sr:   ':/::u:a  .f 

Resolution  reported. 

■'  That,  in  -kri^T  'n  ir.^^-"*nt  *li*»  npp«wirv  fiir 
pPT>p»ti»rt  *TiF>jii";ittonfl  *i>  .*ir:iMm*»Titi  n  'n«ihaif 
of*"*!*^  'til'" in  FiTniU"  *nil  *•'>  »«T;iiiii«n  •ii»^  jirin- 
/Hoi*^  'rt***^  *■'•'' *^  .)r..'-.^ir,n  :'ii»"  'JiiMr.'-n  ^hon^ii 
h^''*aft^»*r  'k'*  maM#*  •nt  -if  'jvnntH  iilwiMat**  :'.ir 
that  -^nryiflp  -vhi'^h  "la"  •   .^^n  i'<sT»rnf?i  Vt  '.hi*;r 

ont  '}i  'h**  "vin-wiiiflsitHri  •  mil.  in  mmiai  «im. 
act  ^-,T^^.lin-jf  I*-.'"  ■■'''.  "•»  ■■  nJiri''.'-  inti*  -tis 
^YinrtV.a  ff'.^r  'Vi''  !»'Tni-H  f  .:"  -r  .\rf.".''t  •  ir.ii 
*o./*  ^tjnHf.i  'r  *«■■••  .*'^,.•^;^  »'  ■;-.•-  ■r.;.i{r-»n  f 
f  {  «  .1  .-."v  1 1    / :  -.  seX' " ♦"'"  ■  ^  ■  ■  '^ t  •'••  J  *■  ^i"  "^  -^  ' ^'"'^   ■'** 

>fr»tIon  made  %nd  'iut^stion  pr-pc^ed. 
'' T^iat  the  Ff.vi.^e  -Ir.th  i^irr^.e  v::h  the 
^>»TjiTni***^.e  in  'h*^  \fi\^\  R^8i>i:rion."' 


7ficared.  it  the  7erv  peiiod  ^x>kan  of  far 
'he  riirht  hon.  and  learned  ^"i^aaiaauBU 
?nncs  if  land  made  ^dnce  Fefamazy  Ulf 
'.  ■iri').  bv  Charles  IL  and  Tamaa  IL 
Waac  :s  srlU  more  imporrant.  in.  tha 
Act  1  .inne.  "vhich  restricted  the  xxghc 
ij  the  ^oven»iiri  to  make  Gcama,  ■! 


•expression  is  'ised  in.  the  dffch  mu. %lgm^ 
to  the  effect  that  the  naBBHaiy 
■expenses  of  iar  porting  the  Cnwn 
!iaii  '-^een  ft/rmerij  iefraved  an  Land 
!ilev<en:ie9.  hut  that  these  revennaa  hmL 
heen  :mnair<id  'iv  the  (rranrs  of  fKfffcw^wff 
"^r.v»reiatifl.  The  Crovn.  f.anda  are  in 
30  ^ense  m  •^ndn^vm^nr  beJLongm^  tt 
'he  person  :f  the  Cmwn.  bur  a  part  af 
tile  Civil  Sev^mies  of  the  <:!aant]n[r, 
ther*?  is  no  pretence  whatev^  of 
lonal  property  ia  them.  The  G 
of  the  Exi^herier  has  also  waai,  xn 
Ma.  BRAr^r,A^,'OFr  N'.'>r*hampt«-jn  :  the  lase  of  'T^:rz«?  L  md  <7earze  TT,  of 
I  do  not  intend  v>  rr'wpai^s  fi,r  many  vhnm  I  iL-^:  *aiii  that  they 
min'ite««  on  rhe  time  %f  ir..^  Ff.',u.-*e.  h'lt  aothiaiT.  that  they  kspt  and  naod 
th  osr^.  Tf  ^>'  ^^ *^Tn  er.  '^^  m a«^.  e  .  -i.^r.  n ;  jrh  t '- y  r»v -inaes.  E  'it  there  was  a 
♦:]i<^  rijf^*  r..->n.  4nd  >arn.^d  .Vfftmh.er  :V,r  C-ran:  by  the  V:T:e  of  the  Hanaa  at 
fj'iry  ."Hir  fr  .fime*  .  and  '".y  "ihe  Chan-  Commons.  *n:er*i  in  the  JboBiala  of 
^>»iiOr  of  the  ?-:?r,Merj-ier.  -wnifth  r«5q'iir*  the  H.-jiue  in  -jaim  -laae  endorsed  bj  Aot 
one  irord  of  r<^,piy  from  me.  In  the  rather  of  PirLameiit  betore  the  poanHBOB.  of 
lonjjf  i«pee^,h  i^irh  -wh-ij-h  I  feit  it  my  ••  ksepiaz  uiii  i.^ing "  for  li^ 
d  1*7  t^*  trvjioie  tr..^  ff.v..<e.  I  stated  of  the  C.t:!  2:ev*rni.ea  of  me 
srme   t/'/ir.M    of    ia-»    ^r.il    fai"it    which    came  ij  eit^ier  of  these  fvo  H 


se^^TT.Ad  V,  Tc.tK  r.^j'*r,il  tr.e  po-^.^ihillty  of  The  ri^ht  li.:a.  M:M2.ber  for  Wta 
r/,r.^.rvJ>;t;on.  0:  v,-;r^e.  f  i-j  r.ot  v-*n-  min^ham  .ilr.  J.  «rham"::erai 
t'tr'i  V/  p'".?:  rr^y  opir.ior.  ".p«'-.r.  i^izaL  mat- 
ters %flfair.^t  to  at  ',f  ^o  r.i/r.  »r.  vi-.horlty 


s;«  tf.e   r.jf.-.t  ,-.or,.    Af'»r/..".er   '-r    B:iry. 
*o 


07 


ap7*r. 


i*.»ibte«l  'Jii  locTiracy  :t  my 

■:f  the  E3:^h*:-ier  -i^j.^^ 
i.:abt:  bit  -itb.rr  ;f  th 
'j^ntlicez.  bi!  Tfz.nr«=«i  to  ■: 


'*  .k^a.^     ■*       *•-       ^  fc.fc. 


-^-Aver.r^fc    ii:c;ira»:y    :t    th*  irires.    althcix^    xt 


i-i:^Li  bivr   been  -rajv  -j    ij 


a  or«Ta<ie  o«    r/«^r,e 

giirr^Tider^  s.ttbinj  -rb-sn  b-?  ca=i-?  t.: 

ti.'.n  c/^^-r.try.  b-**:a.:*e  b*  ba-i  =.:thi-r  t.; 

s.irr«;T-..'].*r.  tb*  ri^bt  b:n.  a-i  liram-rti 

r/^T-t.^Tr.ar.   a.i.i  tbat  tb-*  mnrnt  tbr    ty  the    -::lf 

Con7*r.:io::    invitr-i  WLiiaci  to  i^tert    S'zith  pA-ii-gtrn   Li:  ri  S. 

•'"^  ^-r.-*-'    %-  ■   W  "liici   ::i  «* 


roein?  I   bj-i   :nj..i-*  i  ziiacake.     It  la 
tm*  *■"'  ^'  tbf  lirije  ^  *^  b<e!i  pIttBadzn 

— ■*iiBtT-«-a'  *.r*       '*     1.     ■  &'"~i<".*    ^sk^  m«adi^k^.^d^^^^ 


iji:»rtt    :nt  I  i:  -  •••  *--r  ::  i*  -^ii-a 

it.  the  XL,:-*  ::  tbeHrr^'i.riryr.'rTeii-r*    par.  ..  -_e  G--.r^. ^^* 

ani  Cr*.-r-   Lsnt*  r*isshrii  tc  that  M:--    rortcrs   t.;    attribute   izxx 


'J  t 


area   ;:ii 


t   a*   tbey   aai   :era  -r.i    :y    rxnr*. 


^«  '->    >*  - 
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from  patting  matters  straight  when  it  Boyal  Hiehness  Albert  Edward,  Prince 

was   so  very  easy  to  do  so.    I  farther  of  Wales,     presented  accordingly,  and 

take  this  opportanity  of  protestinff,  even  read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second 

in  the  absence  of  the  right  hon.  Member  time  To-morrow,   and  to  be    printed. 

for  West  Birmingham,  against  langaage  [Bill  358 .  ] 
used  by  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 

jMrerioas  evening,  which  seemed  to  me  LIGHT  RAILWAYS  (IRELAND) 

laanlting  in  the  Mghest  degree.    As  one  [GRANT,  &c.] 

of  the  Members    for  Northampton  I  Resolution  reported, 

^K         •♦K  ^^       ^^  *^lf  "^^*  ^''?-  "  That  it  is  expedient  to  make  a  free  Grant, 

Member  with  occupying  the  same  posi-  not  exceeding  the  sum  of  £600,000,  or  an  an- 

tion  in  relation  to  English  politics  that  nnal  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided 
Nihilists  occupy  in  relation  to  Hussian  by  FarUament,  in  aid  of  the  construction  of 
politics.  I  could  understand  such  Ian-  J^^^*  Railways  in  Ireland ;  to  authorise  the 
gn^  being  used  outside  the  Houee  by  ^t^^J^j,!^:^  ^T^T^X  ^^i^ 
reckless  men,  and  I  might  even  be  dis-  of  such  Light  RaUways.  and  to  make  an  im- 
posed to  regard  such  an  observation  mediate  payment  of  any  guarantee  for  which 
with  amusement  if  it  came  from  the  *^®y  would  he  subsequently  liable;  and  to 
jocular  Hps  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem-  *^*^^."»«  the  payment  of  the  expenses  of 
ter  for  fiddington,  as  no  one  believes  oTtT  o'fhr^Xte"  "  '"'  "'  "*  '"^ 
lus  denunciations  to  be  serious.  When  Resolution  agreed  to. 
the  noble  Lord  talks  blood  and  thunder  ^ 

we  know  that  he  means  it  kindly  and  j^^ht  RAILWAYS  (IRELAND)  BILL, 

that  there  is  nothing  behind ;  but  I  take  (No  261 ) 

leave  to  say  to  the  right  hon.  Member  ^^ ,     ^     ^         .^^           ^i 

for  West  Birmingham  that  his  charge  ^^f  ^°'  Committee  read, 

is  as  far  from  the  truth  as  it  is  possible  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

to  be,  and  I  am  content  to  leave  my  "  That  the  Order   for  Committee  be  dis- 

Farliamentary  conduct  to  the  judgment  charged,  and  that  the  Bill  be  committed  to  the 

of  the  House  Standing    Committee    on    Trade,    &c."— (ifr. 

Mb.  storey  (Sunderland) :  There  ^''^*"''  Balfaur.) 
was  an  honourable  understanding  in  this  Ma.  STOREY  :  I  did  not  understand 
partof  the  House  that  if  we  were  allowed  that  this  proposal  would  be  made  to- 
ample  time  to  state  our  views  in  the  night,  or  I  might  have  spent  a  little 
early  stage  of  this  mattor  the  formal  more  time  in  discussing  other  matters, 
stages  of  the  Bill  would  not  be  I  did  hear  the  Chief  Secretary  say  the 
violently  opposed.  Not  only  have  there  other  day  that  he  proposed  to  move  the 
been  two  nights  allotted  to  the  discus-  discharge  of  the  Order,  in  order  that 
sion  of  the  Amendment  which  emanated  the  Bill  might  be  sent  to  the  Ghrand 
from  below  the  Gangway,  but  there  has  Committee,  but  to  that  course  a  con- 
also  been  one  night  during  which  the  siderable  number  of  hon.  Members  on 
Front  Opposition  Bench  have  been  able  this  side  of  the  House  entertain  strong 
to  develop  its  own  peculiar  views  on  the  objection;  and  I  did  hope  that  as  we 
subject.  I  would,  therefore,  although  have  now  by  the  magnanimous  course 
my  view  of  the  matter  is  as  strong  as  we  have  pursued  provided  time  for  the 
it  ever  was,  content  myself  by  simply  Gt>vemment  this  afternoon,  they  would 
saying  ''No''  to  the  Motion,  reserving  at  once  have  proceeded  to  consider  this 
to  myself  the  right  when  the  Bill  is  Bill  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  House, 
before  the  House  to  resist  it  on  every  That  is  what  we  think  ought  to  be  done 
occasion  on  which  I  have  the  oppor-  in  the  case  of  a  Bill  of  this  nature.  It 
tunity.  is  not  the  kind  of  measure  which  ought 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to.  to  be  sent  to  a  Orand  Committee,  because 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  bv  Mr.  ^*  ^.^t^.^/^Vru^  ^tT  ""^  ^''^^^  T""^^' 

Courtney,  Mr.  William  fienry  Smith,  ^^^^  '^  "  dehberately  proposed  to  give 

Mr.  ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  ^^^J*  t°^  ^*  f "f^«  questions  w^ch  are 

Secretary  Matthews,  and  Mr.lackson.  seriously  contested  l)y  a  considerable 

''  section.of  the  House.    Everybody  knows 

PRINCE  OF  WALES'S  CHILDREN  BILL,  that  the    Bill  proposes  to   hand  over 

*'  To  make  provision  for  the  Support  £600,000  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 

and  Maintenance  of  the  Children  of  ms  land,  the   Board   of    Works,  and  the 

VOL.  COOXXXYin.  [thdid  sxaixs.]  3  Q 
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Treasury,  for  the  purpose  of  expending 
that  money  in  Ireland — where  and  how 
ve  know  not. 

♦Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  only  Question 
before  the  House  is  whether  the  Order 
for  the  committal  of  the  Bill  shall  be 
discharged,  and  the  Bill  referred  to  the 
Grand  Committee  on  Trade. 

Mb.  STOEEY  :  I  bow  to  your  ruling, 
Sir.  I  will  only  say  that  I  think  it  has 
always  been  the  practice  of  this  House, 
whenever  a  Bill  of  a  contentious 
character,  or  raising  large  questions  of 
public  policy,  has  been  introduced 
to  consider  it  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House,  and  not  to  refer  it  to  a 
Grand  Committee.  If  the  Government 
persist  in  their  Motion,  I  shall  certainly 
take  the  liberty  of  resisting  it. 

♦The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  Notice  was  g^ven  of 
this  Motion  some  time  ago,  and  no 
serious  objection  was  taken  at  the 
time,  provided  hon.  Gentlemen  interested 
and  Irish  Members  were  added  to  the 
Grand  Committee  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection  for  the  purpose  of  considering 
the  Bill.  The  principle  of  the  Bill  has 
been  affirmed  by  the  House,  and  it  is 
such  a  measure  as  can  be  more  usefully 
considered  by  a  Standing  Committee 
than  by  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House.  I  think  the  course  proposed  to 
be  taken  is  not  only  in  accord  with  the 
practice  of  the  House,  but  with  the  feel- 
ing of  hon.  Members  who  desire  that 
the  question  should  be  dealt  with  fully 
and  fairly. 

*Mb.  W.  p.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk 
Burghs) :  I  think  that  the  experience  of 
those  who  have  served  on  the  Grand 
Committees  would  bear  out  the  admir- 
able nature  of  those  tribunals  for  dealing 
with  the  details  of  a  Measure  of  this 
kind.  The  hon.  Member  for  Sunder- 
land (Mr.  Storey)  says  that  the  Bill  is 
of  a  contentious  character,  and  would 
not  have  been  referred  in  former  times 
to  a  Committee  upstairs.  No  doubt  that 
was  so  formerly,  but  at  that  time  Stand- 
ing Committees  had  not  been  instituted. 
Mb.  COSSHAM  (Bristol,  E.):  I  am 
certainly  of  opinion  that  we  ought  not 
to  part  with  any  portion  of  our  control 
over  the  expenditure  of  the  public 
money.  This  Bill  involves  a  very  large 
expenditure,  and  therefore  I  think  that 
the  details  of  the  measure  ought  to  be 

Mr.  Storesf 


considered  by  a  Committee  of  fhe  Whole 
House.  If  the  Gbvemment  peniet  with 
the  Motion  I  shall  vote  witili  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sunderland. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  Om 
the  Government  give  an  aasarance  on 
the  part  of  the  Committee  of  Seleotioa 
that  steps  will  be  taken  to  aecnre  that 
among  the  15  additional  Members  a 
reasonable  number  of  Irish  Members 
connected  with  the  districts  affected  by 
the  Bill  will  be  included  ? 

The  president  of  ths  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Bkach, 
Bristol,  W.)  :  I  think  I  can  speak 
with  some  experience  on  that 
point,  having  had  to  take  charse  of 
several  Bills  which  have  been  referred 
to  Grand  Oommittees.  The  Oorecn- 
moot  have  no  right,  nor  have  they  ever 
attempted,  to  interfere  with  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  in  the  choice  of  the 
1 5  Members  who  are  to  be  added  to  tiie 
Grand  Oommittees  for  the  consideration 
of  any  particular  Bill.  I  think  that  I 
may  appeal  with  some  confidence  to 
hon.  Members  who  have  served  on 
the  Committee  of  Selection  whether  in 
all  cases  the  Committee  have  notexercised 
their  power  of  adding  Members  with 
great  care  and  to  the  satisfaction  of  all 
concerned  ?  I  have  no  doubt  that  they 
will  pursue  the  same  course  now. 

Mb.  CRAIG  (Newcastle-upon-Tyne) : 
When  do  the  Government  propose  that 
the  Grand  Committee  should  meet  P 

Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  It  will 
meet  as  soon  as  the  15  Members  have 
been  added,  and  this  will  depend  on  the 
Committee  of  Selection. 

Mb.  WHITBREAD  (Bedford):  As 
soon  as  the  order  is  given  by  the  Honse 
the  Committee  of  Selection  will  be  pie- 
pared  to  act. 

The  House  divided. — Ayes  231 ;  Noes 
60.— (Div.  List,  No.  262.) 

Mb.  O'DOHERTY  (Doncjgal,  N.): 
I  beg  to  move  the  Instruction  which 
stands  in  my  name.  The  effect  of  its 
adoption  would  be  to  enable- the  pfo- 
moters  of  a  light  railway  in  certain 
cases  to  save  a  Targe  sum  of  money  by 
the  purchase  or  hire  of  steamers  in 
cases  where,  by  reason  of  intervening 
arms  of  the  sea,  the  length  of  the  line 
and  the  cost  of  the  construction  wonld  be 
excessive.  Take,  for  instance,  the  case 
of  Loch  Swilly.  A  railway  is  projected 
from    Gweedore  to  Londondenryi    snd 
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between  these  two  places  is  Loch 
^willy,  which  nms  in  30  miles  from 
the  Atlantic.  Aboat  eight  or  nine 
miles  up  the  loch  is  ezceedinzlj  calm, 
almost  like  an  inland  lake,  and  I  think 
it  would  be  infioitely  better  to  enable 
the  promotore,  in  cases  where  they 
aatis^  the  Qorernment  they  can  make  a 
reasonable  arrangement,  to  oome  to 
some  terms  for  the  use  of  steamers  to 
carry  their  traffic  across  the  lake  instead 
of  running  their  line  all  round  the 
coast.  I  hope,  under  the  circumstances, 
the  Chief  Secretary  will  accept  the  In- 
struction which  stands  in  my  name. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  it  be  ftn  Initruction  to  the  laid  Com- 
mittee  th&t  they  have  power  to  iniert  Clauses 
in  the  (aid  Bill  enabling  th«  ptoinotei*  of  a 
light  Railway  in  proper  caaM  to  BM  their 
capital  in  conitrnctioQ  of  piers  and  \a  the  pur- 
chow  or  hire  of  proper  iteamen  in  catni  where 
othenriaa,  by  reason  of  iaterveniDg  arms  of  the 
•ea,  the  leogfth  of  the  line  and  the  coat  of 
conibmctioa  would  be  eicesaive  or  the  lines  of 
railway  might  be  reqoired."  — (Jfr.  O' Dohtrty .) 

Thb  chief  SKCRETABT  for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  A.  i.  Bai^ub,  Man- 
ehester,  £.)  :  I  take  it  that  the 
object  of  the  hon.  Member  is  to 
enable  the  use  la  connection  with  the 
new  lines  of  steamers  for  a  short  route 
of  sea  transit  with  a  view  of  rendering 
anneoessary  the  construction  of  a  long 
length  of  railway,  and  I  understand 
that  the  hon.  Member  is  desirous  of 
enabling  the  Railway  Company  to  have 
facilities  for  making  such  arrangements. 
I  imagine  there  would  be  very  few 
oases  m  which  an  opportunity  would 
arise  for  doing  this, (but  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  I  am  quite  prepared 
to  accept  the  Instruction. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

*Ma.  SPEAKER :  As  to  the  Instruc- 
tion s  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
Member  for  North  Cork,  I  rule  that 
they  ore  out  of  order,  inasmuch  as  it 
would  not  be  necessary  to  give  the 
Committee  each  Instructions  in  a  matter 
which  they  have  already  power  to 
deal  with. 

UNITEBSTTIES     (SCOTLAND)      BILL. 
(No.  307). 
Further  proceedings  on  consideration 
«s  amended. 

Sir  GEORGE  TREVELTAN  (Glas- 
gow,    Bfidgeton)   :     In     Clause     16 


it  is  indicated  that  Dundee  College 
shall  form  part  of  8t.  Andreirs 
UniTersity,  but  these  words  are 
omitted  from  Clause  15,  and  it  might 
be  construed  &om  the  omission  that  the 
affiliation  of  colleges  with  Glasgow  or 
Edinburgh  University  is  intended  to 
be  of  a  weaker  and  looser  character 
than  that  of  St.  Andrew's  and  Dundee. 
Therefore  I  move  the  Amendment  which 
stands  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  IS, 
page  14,  line  14,  after  the  word  "  them," 
to  insert  the  words  "  and  by  making 
such  colleges  form  port  of  such  Univer- 
sities."— {Sir  Otorg*  Trtvelytm.') 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
F.  B.  HoBEBTSov,  Bute)  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  quite  right  in  the 
inferences  he  draws  from  the  insertion 
of  these  special  words  in  Clause  16. 
In  that  case  Dundee  ia  specially  marked 
out  for  a  particular  kind  of  affiliation. 
The  matter  was  very  carefully  considered 
before  the  words  were  inserted,  but  I 
do  not  think  it  would  be  well  to  apply 
the  same  principle  to  the  other  colleges 
and  Universities.  On  the  contrary,  I 
hold  that  our  general  object  would  be 
better  served  by  leaving  the  clause  as 
it  now  stands. 

Sib  GEORGE  TREVELTAN  :  I  do 
not  press  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

8m  GEORGE  TREVELTAN  :  My 
next  Amendment  refers  to  a  much  more 
serious  matter,  and  I  shall  be  obliged 
to  press  it  unless  the  Lord  Advocate 
shows  me  good  reasons  against  it.  Of 
course,  my  object — and  the  object  of 
those  who  think  with  me— in  regard  to 
the  affiliation  of  colleges,  is  to  make 
these  colleges  an  integral  part  of  the 
University,  and  to  make  their  members 
members  of  the  University  in  every 
sense,  both  educational  and  sentimental. 
Now,  I  should  like  to  know  from  the 
Lord  Advocate  wbether  the  students  in 
an  affiliated  college  would  have  the 
privileges  of  students  at  present 
in  the  University,  whether  they 
would  be  admitted  to  their  asso- 
ciations,  whether  they  would  be 
able  to  take  part  in  ttie  election  of 
the  Rertor  and  the  Students'  Represen- 
tative Council,  whether  th^  would  have 
entrance  to  the  University  Libraries  and 
Museums  as  a  matter  of  right,  and 
3  Q  2 
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♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  exhausted  his  right  to 
speak. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause  16. 

Mb.  hunter  :  In  the  absence  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dundee 
(Mr.  Firth)  I  beg  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment standing  on  the  Paper  in  his  name, 
that  is  to  say,  to  leave  out  the  word 
"  conjoint "  in  Clause  16.  I  have  never 
been  able  to  understand  what  is  meant 
by  the  word  in  this  connection,  and  it  is 
objected  to  by  the  College  of  Dundee 
under  some  apprehension*  that  it  will 
g^ve  rise  to  erroneous  ideas  with  respect 
to  regulations  proposed  for  the  colleges. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  16, 
page  15,  line  29,  to  leave  out  the  word 
**  conjoint." 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  word 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Dk.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) :  I  sincerely  hope  the  Lord 
Advocate  will  stand  firmly  by  the 
friendly  arrangement  which  he  accepted 
in  Committee.  It  was  agreed  at  that 
time  that  an  arrangement  of  this  kind 
would  prevent  any  friction  in  the  future. 
Kb  the  case  now  stands  the  combination 
between  St.  Andrew's  and  Dundee  would 
make  an  ex'.«)llent  University,  and  I  do 
not  think  there  is  much  prospect  of 
Dundee  standing  alone. 

♦Sir  L.  PLAYFAIR  :  I  hope  the 
Commissioners  will  be  allowed  a  free 
hand  in  drawing  up  a  conjoint  scheme. 
The  University  of  St.  Andrew's  is  not  a 
thoroughly  equipped  school  of  medicine, 
but  the  College  of  Dundee  will,  I  hope, 
become  one.  The  University  of  St.  An- 
drew's has  even  now  a  Chair  of  Medicine 
or  Physiology,  one  of  Chemistry  and  one 
of  Natural  History.  It  really  is  an  ex- 
tremely active  small  University  in  re- 
gard to  some  of  these  subjects  of  teach- 
mg,  and  in  regard  to  natural  history 
there  is  really  no  University  in  the 
country  which  is  more  active  in  the 
work  it  performs.  I  think  that  the 
interests  of  the  new  college  should  not 
alone  be  considered,  but  uiat  the  Com- 
missioners should  have  a  free  hand  in 
making  a  conjoint  scheme  instead  of 
allowing  one  institution  to  be  the  rival 
of  the  other. 


Mr.  C.  8.  PARKER  (Perth) :  I  hope 
the  Lord  Advocate  will  pat  a  word  or 
two  into  the  Bill  to  explain  what  the 
arrangement  is.  I  do  not  think  the 
simple  word  **  conjoint "  oonTeys  a 
great  deal  in  itself. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  The 
clause,  as  it  stood  without  the  word 
''conjoint."  rather  suggested  that  the 
object  of  the  affiliation  of  the  OoUege  of 
Dundee  was  to  furnish  an  equipped 
school  of  medicine.  The  word  ''con- 
joint" was  inserted  to  show  that  the 
University  of  St.  Andrew's  was  to  be  in- 
cluded in  the  scheme,  and  I  think  it 
very  fair  that  that  word  should  be  left 
where  it  is. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

«Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) : 
I  hope  the  House  will  allow  me  to  ex- 
plain why  I  propose  the  rather  Btrenr 
measure  of  deleting  from  the  BiB 
Clause  18.  In  Committee  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate  intimated  that  this  was  a  oLaoae 
which  might  be  conveniently  discussed 
on  Report.  The  question  of  University 
tests  was  raised  in  Committee  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South  Aber- 
deen (Mr.  Bryce),  and  on  that  occasion 
I  found  myself  unable  to  join  with  him^ 
being  unavoidably  absent  from  th» 
House.  There  are  one  or  two  circum- 
stances connected  with  the  question 
which  make  it  more  convenient  that  a 
Division  should  be  taken  now.  Wheifc 
the  House  first  considered  the  ques- 
tion it  had  to  deal  with  it  in  rc^^ard 
to  all  the  Chairs  of  general  culture,  as- 
well  as  with  those  Chairs  which  are* 
termed  theological.  I  thankfuUy  ac- 
knowledge the  concession  made  by  the- 
Gk)vemment,  that  tests  with  regard  to 
Chairs  of  general  culture  shall  cease  and 
determine.  Let  us  consider  the  com- 
position of  the  Commission  to  whom  the- 
?uestion  that  remains  is  to  be  refened. 
t  is  a  miniature  of  the  House,  and. 
contains  a  majority  of  ConserratiTe* 
Members.  The  Scotch  Universities  ought*' 
to  be  Liberal  Institutions  in  order 
to  fulfil  the  purposes  of  their  esist^ 
ence.  I  submit  that  we  know  al- 
ready what  Report  will  be  given  bj 
the  Commission  in  regard  to  theolo^ 
gical  tests.  Undoubtedly  it  will  repori 
that  theological  tests  ought  to  continue^ 
and  that  the  test  to  be  applied  is  that: 
of  a  confession  of  faith  m  conformity 
with  the  Church  of  Scotland  as 
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blished  by  law.  Why,  then,  should  the 
Gommission  have  the  trouble  of  bring- 
ing up  a  Eeport  on  the  question  ?  No 
Member  of  this  House  requires  a  Gom- 
mission to  enable  him  to  make  up  his 
mind  in  regard  to  the  subject  of  theolo- 
gical tests.  The  question  is  decided  by 
the  constituencies.  It  is  not  a  matter 
which  can  be  submitted  to  any  Gom- 
mission whatever.  I  take  my  stand 
upon  the  question  of  principle.  I  be- 
long to  a  religious  deuomination  which 
for  150  years  has  believed  that  the 
State  has  no  right  to  apply  public 
money  to  teach  any  religion  whatever, 
and  if  they  have  no  right  to  do  it 
elsewhere  they  have  no  right  to  do  it 
in  the  University.  But  I  call  for  the 
abolition  of  these  tests  upon  the  general 
ground  of  economy,  and  also  upon  the 
ground  that  it  will  promote  harmony. 
We  have  in  Scotland  Presbyterian  and 
Dissenting  denominations  teaching 
theology  not  inferior  to  the  theology 
of  the  Ghurch  of  Scotland.  The  ex- 
pense is  defrayed  by  the  contributions 
of  the  members  of  the  different  deno- 
minations. The  Ghurch  of  Scotland 
is  the  wealthiest  Ghurch  in  Scotland, 
and  it  is  better  able  to  provide  Theolo- 

S'oal  teaching  than  other  denominations, 
y  contention  is  that  if  we  abolish 
these  tests,  and  are  to  have  Thelog^oal 
Ohairs  at  all,  we  might  have  the 
Chairs  supported  not  by  the  Ex- 
chequer of  the  country,  but  by  the 
whole  of  the  Presbyterian  Bodies,  if  not 
by  the  whole  of  the  Ghurches  in  Scot- 
land, upon  economical  and  efficient  prin- 
ciples. At  present  they  are  neither 
efficient  nor  economical.  We  have 
Ohairs  maintained  for  the  fewest  possible 
students, and  they  are  maintained  at  each 
of  existing  Universities.  I  hope  the  time 
is  not  far  distant  when  even  in  Scotland 
there  will  be  greater  harmony  upon 
ecclesiastical  questions.  We  are  now 
entering  upon  University  reform,  but 
by  this  clause  we  are  proposing  to  per- 
petuate the  old  ecclesiastical  bickerings 
which  are  brought  into  all  political 
questions.  We  are  keeping  up  in  the 
different  parishes  of  ScoUana  those 
ecclesiastical  differences  which  are  wast- 
ing the  general  contributions  of  the 
people  and  the  endowments  which  the 
Uhurch  has  from  the  State.  All  these 
things  could  be  remedied  and  set  at 
rest;  these  ecclesiastical  differences 
could  be  taken  out  of  the  arena  of  politi- 


cal debate.  If  this  clause  were  deleted 
we  should  be  in  a  position  to  take  up  the 
question  and  decide  it  upon  its  merits.  At 

g resent  the  question  is  to  be  practically 
ung  up  for  the  next  two  or  three  years. 
I  raise  the  point  again  on  Beport  in  no 
captious  spirit,  with  no  desire  to  accep- 
tuate  any  differences  which  may  exiK. 
In  the  interests  of  the  Gommission,  I 
propose  that  we  should  not  submit  to 
them  a  subject  that  they  know  very 
little  about  and  cannot  decide  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  House.  I  readily 
acknowledge  the  fairness  with  which 
the  Lord  Advocate  and  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland  have  met  as  upon 
this  Bill,  and  the  desire  they  have  shown 
that  we  should  have  a  full  opportunity 
of  expressing  our  views.  I  hope  I  have 
shown  no  desire  to  detain  the  House  at 
undue  length.  I  stand  here  on  a  matter 
of  principle,  and  I  am  obliged  to  take 
a  Division.  I  hope  I  may  be  aooom- 
panied  in  the  Lobby  by  all  those  who 
want  to  put  an  end  to  those  ecclesiastical 
differences  and  bickerings  which  have 
already  survived  too  long. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16,  to 
leave  out  Glause  18. — {Mr.  IJsslemont,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  Glause  18 
stand  part  of  the  Bill.*' 

Sir  G.  TEEVELYAN  :  I  am  glad 
my  hon.  Friend  has  brought  forward 
this  question,  and  I  think  the  House 
will  agree  with  his  last  remark,  that  it 
is  very  important  to  take  a  Division 
upon  the  point  without  any  prolonged 
Debate.  The  hon.  Member  is  quite 
right  in  bringing  it  forward,  because  it 
is  a  new  question.  It  is  a  question  now 
whether  this  matter  of  priuciple  should 
be  referred  to  the  University  Gommis- 
sion appointed,  as  we  think,  for  very 
different  purposes.  We  have  not  yet 
had  a  vote  upon  that  important  point. 
I  could  not  put  my  own  view  more 
strongly  than  in  that  sentence  if  I  spoke 
for  half  an  hour. 

♦Mb.  W.  p.  SINGLAIR  (Falkirk 
Burghs) :  My  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Essle- 
mont)  has  spoken  of  the  Gommission 
necessarily  coming  to  a  foregone  oon- 
clusion.  If  I  thought  that  were  the 
case,  I  should  certainly  vote  for 
my  hon.  Friend's  Amendment.  But 
it  is  because  we  look  at  the  clause 
it  is  proposed  to  delete  and  consider  it 
with  the  names  and  characters  of  those 
who  oompose  the  Gommission,  that  we 


1TS6 


[OOMUONSI 


(Beotland)  £0. 


tbiak  it  ia  f^r  and  wise  to  refer 
this  question  for  enquiry  and  re|)ort  to 
the  Commieeion,  and  their  decision  is 
not  necessarily  a  foregone  conclusion. 
The  hon.  Member  speaks  of  (gentlemen 
being  on  the  Commission  who  know 
little  of  the  subject  in  hand,  but  I  think 
that  accusation  simply  requires  to  be 
stated  in  order  to  carry  its  own  refuta- 
tion. The  Commission  may  not  decide 
ito  the  satisfaction  of  the  House  ?  No, 
and  the  Commission  is  not  asked  so  to 
decide ;  they  are  asked  to  make  a  special 
Bei^rt  on  the  matter  to  hand  to  Her 
Majesty.  They  can  come  to  no  definite 
conclusion  ;  they  can  simply  report.  On 
this  subject  it  ia  moat  esaen  tial  we  ahould 
ha¥e  an  investigation  and  a  Beport — a 
!RepoTt  which  wul  satisfy  the  people  of 
Scotland,  who  already  knov  it  ia  not  a 
foregone  conclusion.  The  subject  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commissionera 
.with  practical  ability  and  in  a  conscien- 
tious manner,  who  will  then  report  to  the 
House  and  the  country  on  the  subject. 

Mk.  HUNTEE:  I  think  the  great 
objection  to  the  clause  is  that  it 
throve  upon  the  Commissioners  a 
great  deal  of  work,  and  that  work 
willaimply  be  spoiled  work,  for  it  is 
absurd  to  suppose  that  any  number  of 
persons  will  be  to  the  slightest  extent 
affected  by  the  opinions  of  individual 
Commisisoners  on  this  subject.  The 
question  of  theological  tests  is  not  one 
that  requires  iaveatigation.  The  inquiry 
upon  which  these  gentlemen  will  embark 
is  a  perfectly  useless  and  wasteful  in- 
uiry.  While  I  make  these  remarks, 
think  it  is  immaterial  whether 
the  olauae  ia  retained  or  omitted,  for  it 
is  certain  that  nothing  in  the  inquiry  by 
the  Commissioners,  or  the  opinion  of 
the  Oommiasioners.  will,  in  the  slightest 
degree  influence  those  of  us  on  this  side 
who  are  disposed  at  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity to  put  an  end  to  the  injustice  con- 
nected with  theological  tests  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Universities  of  Scotland. 

The  House  divided: — Ayea  178; 
Noes  98.— {DiT.  List,  No.  a63.) 

Mr.  HUNXEB  :  The  Amendment  I 
wish  to  insert  Is  met,  I  believe,  by  an 
Amendment  the  Lord  Advocate  is  about 
to  propose. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  21 
line  14,  to  omit  the  word  "  therefrom, 
And  insert  the  words  "  fromauoh  icheme 
Mr.  W.  P.  SinclMT 


or  any  part  thereof."— (Jfr.  J.  P.   B. 
Boitrtae*.) 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinbnigh,  W.): 
I  do  not  gather  whether  this  oarries  oat 
the  intention  of  the  hon.  Hember  fbr 
North  Aberdeen.  Perhaps  the  IiOld 
Advocate  will  explain. 

Me.  J.  P.  B.  E0BEET80N :  I  hare 
shown  the  Amendment  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Aberdeen.  The 
words  I  propose  are  taken  from  the 
Endowments  Act,  32  and  33  Viot.,  0.  56, 
and  provide  for  what  the  hon.  UomtHr 
desires,  that  if  the  objection  of  Parlia- 
ment is  to  any  particular  part  of  the 
the  objection  may  be  so  otatad 
and  the  other  part  may  be  piooeeded 
with. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  OlaaM  SO, 
line  15,  to  add  the  words  "  Or  any  part 
thereof  to  which  auch  address  doea  not 
relate."— C*r.  J.  P.  B.  Sohfrttan.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  propoaed,  in  daun  SI. 

ure  1 8,  line  26,  after  the  word  "  boon," 


!■ 


page  18,  line  2 
to  insert — 


that  it 


boon,*;' 

n  Conndl,  ai 

kjwrt    '-    - 
Buch  ordinanceti  to  the  DDirerdtiea  0  .  _.. 

who  Bhall  report  ta  Her  MajeHty  thenon ;  Pn^ 
vided  further,  that  such  otdinanoet  aludl  b*."^ 
{Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robtrtmn.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  propoaed,  in  Olauae  SS, 
page  19,  lines  23  and  24,  to  leave  oat 
the  words  "charged  upon  the  OooBoli- 
dated  Fund  or  the  growing  prodnoe 
thereof,"  and  insert  the  words  "  paid 
out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Pariia- 
ment." — i^Mr.  Sunttr), 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Consequential  Amendments  ia  Olanae 
26  ( Mr.  Hunter),  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BTTNTEB  :  There  is  an  Amaod- 
ment  standing  in  the  name  of  my  hon. 
Friend  (Ur.  Wallace).  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  Qovemment  will  aooept  iL 
I  will  move  it. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  Amendnnn^ 
which  provides  that  no  portion  of  Um 
sum  aball  be  appropriated  to  the  pig- 
ment of  compenaation  fixed  under  fua 
or  any  other  Act,  is  not  in  order. 

Mr.  hunter  :  The  underatudigf 
was  that  no  pensions  should  be  paid  out 
of  this  fund. 


{S^)t^Und)  Bitt. 
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*1U.  SFEA££B :  The  andent&nding 
-wonld  not  a£Fect  the  point  of  order. 

Amendment  proposed,  In  Claase  29. 
page  21 ,  line  1 8,  before  the  word 
"thooBand,"  toinerrt  the  word"fort7- 
■two."— {*r.  J.  P.  B.  SoierUoH.) 

Ub.  HITNTEB  :  Upon  this  point  I 
may  ask  a  queation  of  the  Obaacellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  The  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  made  a  statement  in  which  he  said 
this  £42,000  would  be  clear  of  certain 
«harg;es. 

Mb.  OOSOHEN  :  No. 

Me.  hunter  :  Well,  that  was  our 
'Unfortunate  understanding.  Perhaps 
the  beat  course  wilt  be  for  the  Chan- 
oellOT  of  the  Exchequer  to  atate  exactly 
what  he  intends  to  do  with  the  £42,000, 
and  eepeciallj  with  reference  to  the 
compensationB  we  had  in  mind  for  pro- 
feesore  whose  interests  maj  be  injuri- 
•uslj  affected  by  ordinances  made  under 
this  Act  under  Clause  14. 
•The  chancellor  of  thb  EX- 
CaEQUER  (Mr.  Ooschen,  St.  George's, 
HanoTer  Square) :  I  am  glad  the 
hon.  Member  has  raised  this  point ;  it 
is  one  upon  which  it  is  desirable  there 
«hould  be  no  misunderstanding.  I  think 
J  oaD,  in  a  few  words,  reosll  to  the 
memories  of  hon.  Members  how  this 
matter  staade.  I  said  I  would  consider 
■A  method  of  assisting  the  settlement 
of  these  claims  for  compensation ;  but 
I  said  I  could  not  agree  that  these 
.claims  should  altogether  be  thrown 
upon  the  Consolidated  Fund.  When 
I  was  asked  to  put  the  whole 
«moBQt  upon  the  Consolidated  Fond, 
I  pointed  out  that  in  that  case  we  should 
not  have  the  support  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission in  the  endeavour  to  keep  down 
the  amount  of  compensation.  I  stated 
that  I  could  not  uudertake  the  whole  of 
the  oompenBation,  or  pledge  the  Trea- 
•ury  to  an  unlimited  extent.  What  I 
offered  was  that,  seeing  that  these  claims 
iiuight  be  a  heavy  charge  upon  the  funds 
at  the  diapoaal  of  the  Commission,  I 
should  be  wilting,  if  the  Commission 
presented  a  fair  case  to  the  Treasury 
and  made  reasonable  proposals,  to  assist 
the  Commission  in  that  case  to  a 
moderate  extent.  That  is  substan- 
tially what  I  promised.  We  will  offer 
Assistance  on  condition  that  the  Com- 
<]iission  will  present  claims  that  are  not 
■extraragantly  high,  and  in  this  way  the 


Treasury  and  the  Oommission  will  ossUt 
each  other. 

•Sm  LYON  PLATPAIE  (Leeds,  S.): 
That  is  the  impression  left  on  my  mind 
by  the  previous  speech  of  the  Chaooellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  but  I  fancy  there  may 
still  be  some  misapprehension  left  on 
the  minds  of  some  of  my  friends.  The 
assistauce  of  the  Treasury  will  be 
beyond  the  limit  of  £42,000  ? 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  was  pressed  to 
agree  to  throw  upon  the  Treasury  the 
expenditure  beyond  £42,000 ;  but  this 
I,  on  the  part  of  the  Qovernment,  de- 
clined to  do.  Feeling,  however,  the 
difficulty  the  Oommission  might  have  in 
settling  these  claims,  I  undertook  to 
assist  the  Commission  to  a  moderate 
extent,  if  a  satisfactory  claim  was  put 
before  us. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  30t 
line  25,  to  leave  out   the  third   "of," 
and  insert  "  or." — ( Jfr.  /  P.  B.  Rohtrt- 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  30. 
line  26,  before  the  word  "which,'' 
insert  the  words  "thereof  existing  at 
the  passing  of  this  Act."— (Ifr.  /.  A. 
Campbtll.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Sin  Q.  TREYELYAN :  I  should  Uke 
to  hear  a   few    words  on   this  sabjeot 

from  the  Lord  Advocate 

*Mb.  SFKAKER  :  I  have  decided  the 
"Ayes"  have  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  30, 
page  21,  line  30,  to  leave  out  the  words 
from,  "  andto  enable,"  to  end  of  Clause, 
inclusive. — {Mr,  J.  A.  Campbtll.) 

Sib  G.  TEBVELYAN  :  Undoubtedly 
it  is  a  somewhat  late  period  to  take 
exception  to  an  Amendment  which  ia 
very  like  a  consequential  Amendment  to 
that  the  hon.  Member  hasjuat  succeeded 
in  carrying ;  but  I  regret  that  the  first 
Amendment  was  carried  without  a  word 
or  two  from  the  Lord  Advocate,  beoaoae 
it  appears  to  me  to  very  serious^ 
weaken  the  hold  of  the  University  over 
the  affiliated  oolleges,  a  hold  which  X 
understand  the  affiliated  colleges  in  all 
oases  would  not  object  to. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  mnrt 
confess  that  I  expected  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wonld  have  intervraed,  bat 
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as  be  did  not  do  so  on  the  first  Amend- 
ment, I  rather  gathered  that  his  objec- 
tion bad  disappeared.  I  cannot  saj  that  I 
feel  this  is  very  important;  but  it  appears 
to  me  that  as  the  former  part  of  the 
clause  has  been  altered  it  is  right  that 
these  words  should  go  out.  But  I  do 
not  think  it  is  a  very  important  matter. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  32, 
page  22,  line  30,  leave  out  the  words 
**  or  senior  principal  if  more  than  one." 
— {Mr,  J,  P.  B,  Robertson.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  would  appeal 
to  the  House  to  allow  the  Bill  to  be  read 
a  third  time  at  once. 

Mr.  hunter  :  I  must  object,  on  the 
ground  that  some  Members  desire  to 
make  a  few  observations  on  that  stage 
of  the  Bill. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Under  these 
circumstances  I  will  not  press  the  Third 
Heading  on  this  occasion,  but  I  trust 
there  will  be  no  objection  to  taking  it 
to-morrow. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  to- 
morrow. 

LUNACY     ACTS     AMENDMENT      BILL 
[LORDS]  (No.  199.) 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  considered." 

Mr.  MacINNES  (Northumberland, 
Hexham) :  I  desire  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  re- committed  in  respect  of  a 
new  Clause  as  to  the  removal  of  pauper 
lunatics  to  their  places  of  settlement. 
This  Bill  was  referred  to  a  Grand  Com- 
mittee, but  did  not  occupy  three  full 
days  discussion  therein.  When  the 
Committee  sat  the  time  devoted  to  the 
consideration  of  the  measure  was  short, 
there  being  no  interest  taken  in  the 
matter.  It  was,  in  fact,  with  difficulty 
that  a  quorum  could  be  made.  It  will 
be  seen  that,  since  we  had  it  from  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  the  Bill 
had  been  carefully  considered,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary himself  has  put  down  various 
Amendments  which,  though  they  will 
not  occupy  a  long  time  in  discussing, 
show  that  there  is  need  for  further  con- 
sideration.    The  point  I  desire  to  bring 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Boh&rtion 


before  the  House  refers  to  the  anomalies 
in  the  present  law  as  to  the  remoyal  ct 
pauper  lunatics  to  their  place  of  aetde- 
ment,  which  only  affects  certain  parts  of 
the  country,  and  is  little  felt  in  the  in- 
land counties.  It  affects  espeeiallj 
English  counties  on  the  Scotch  Bordsir, 
and  on  the  seaboard  facing  the  Ixiah 
coasts.  These  counties  have  in  thnr 
asylums  many  pauper  Innatics  fioia 
Scotland  and  Ireland,  which  they  main/* 
tain  at  the  expense  of  the  English  rate- 
payers. They  cannot  by  law  send  them 
back  to  their  place  of  settlement;  but 
in  the  case  of  English  pauper  lunalacSr 
in  either  Scotland  or  Ireland,  the  law 
allows  them  to  be  sent  from  Scotch  and 
Irish  asylums  to  England,  where  thej 
become  chargeable  to  the  English  rate- 
payers. It  is  a  sad  fact  that  many  of 
these  pauper  lunatics  are  comparatiyelj 
young.  Statistics  and  one's  own  ex- 
perience in  visiting  the  asylums  show 
this  to  be  the  case,  consequently  the 
burden  to  the  English  ratepayer  is  a 
heavy  one.  All  we  ask  for  is  that  in 
this  matter  there  should  be  reciproei^ 
as  to  the  law  of  removal,  and  that  Par- 
liament should  no  longer  allow  a  heavy 
and  anomalous  burden  to  rest  on  oer- 
tain  English  counties  solely  on  aooonnt 
of  their  geographical  position.  It  maj 
be  said  that  this  is  not  the  thne  to  bxing 
the  question  forward.  Well,  I  do  not 
bring  it  forward  as  a  personal  qnestion^ 
but  on  behalf  of  many  Public  Bodies^ 
who  have  considered  the  matter,  snck 
as  Magistrates  in  Quarter  Seemons,  and 
Boards  of  Guardians.  It  has  long  been 
felt  a  serious  grievance,  and  I  ainoerelj 
hope  that  the  Government  will  deal 
with  the  matter,  and  will  indicate  whe- 
ther, in  their  opinion,  it  is,  or  is  not, 
reasonable  that  the  present ,  state  of 
things  should  exist — that  Irish  and 
Scotch  asylums  should  be  able  to  send 
back  English  lunatics,  whilst  English 
asylums  are  obliged  to  retain  Irish  and 
Scotch  lunatics.  It  will  be  a  matter  ot 
disappointmcDt  if  this  Bill  does  nothing* 
to  remedy  the  grievance. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out- 
the  words  '*  now  considered,''  and  add 
the  words — 

"  Recommitted  in  respect  of  a  new  OOsiiss- 
( Removal  of  Pauper  Lunatics  to  a  plsos  of 
settlement).*' — {Bar.  Maelnnet.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  woNfe 
'  now  considered  '  stand  part  of  tho^ 
Question." 
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The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthb^s,  Birmingham  East):  I  quite 
understand  the  motive  with  which  the 
hon.  Member  briugs  this  Motion  forward. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  brought  this  sub- 
ject before  the  Standing  Committee,  and 
the  Chairman  ruled  that  it  was  out  of 
order,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  wholly 
foreign  to  the  subject-matter  of  the 
Bill.  I  also  would  urge  on  the  hoo. 
Member  that  he  is  asking  for  an  inquiry 
which  would  be  totally  foreign  to  the 
Bill.  We  are  not  dealing  with  the  Law 
of  Settlement,  or  anything  which  would 
tend  to  remove  any  inequality  which  may 
exist  in  connection  with  the  Law  of  Settle- 
ment. The  question  raised  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  by  no  means  clear ;  it  is  a 
thorny  one,  and  one  of  great  perplexity 
andconsiderabledifficulty;  it  would  excite 
hostility  in  various  parts  of  the  House, 
especially  from  the  Irish  Members ;  and 
if  we  attempted  to  deal  with  it  it  would 
impede  the  progress  of  the  Bill,  if  it 
did  not  prove  fatal  to  the  measure. 
At  present  there  are  about  1,600  Irish 
pauper  lunatics  in  English  asylums,  and 
supposing  that  only  1 ,200  were  removed, 
the  g^ant  in  aid  payable  by  the  Trea- 
sury would  have  to  be  increased  by  no 
less  than  £12,000  a  year,  in  addition  to 
which  there  would  be  a  large  extra 
burden  thrown  on  the  ratepayers  in 
Ireland.  And  the  change  proposed,  if 
adopted,  would  necessitate  a  variety  of 
subsidiary  enactments,  in  order  to  meet 
the  burden  and  deal  with  the  new  state 
of  things.  I  will  not  give  an  opinion 
on  the  law  of  removal  of  pauper  lunatics, 
but  in  the  interests  of  the  passing  of  the 
Bill,  I  would  ask  the  hon.  Member  not 
to  press  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  considered. 

A  Clause  (County  Court  judge  and 
magistrate,) — (J/r.  Secretary  Matthews^) 
— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  and 
second  time,  and  added. 

Another  Clause  (Notices  as  to  letters 
and  interviews,) — {Mr,  John  JSllis,) — 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 


♦Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
olifPe)  :  I  should  hesitate  to  move  such 
a  clause  as  this  were  it  not  that  the ' 
clause  was  originally  contained  in  the 
Bill,  and  was  struck  out  in  the  Granf 
Committee,  of  which  I  was  a  member.. 
The  clause  was  first  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Swansea  in  the  Select* 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  Lunacjr 
Laws  in  1878.     The  proposal  at  that 
time    was    carried    unanimously,    and 
since    then    the    Government    of   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for- 
Mid  Lothian  and  the  present  Govern- 
ment, in  every   Bill  they  have  intro- 
duced on  this  question,   have  adopted 
the  clause.     The  weight  of  authority,, 
therefore,  is  overwhelming  in  its  favour.. 
However,    in    the   Grand    Committee 
this    Session    it    was    struck    out    by 
15     votes    to     9.      As    I    understand 
that    my     proposal     will    meet    with 
the    support    of    the    Government,    L 
will  not   trouble  the  House  with  any 
further  remarks. 

♦Db.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen^. 
W.) :  I  would  point  out  that  the  Grand 
Committee  on  Law  struck  out  this- 
clause  after  full  discussion.  I  oppose 
the  clause  because  I  think  that  the  best 
medical  testimony  is  unanimous  that' 
the  fact  of  hanging  these  notices  all 
over  lunatic  asylums  will  tend  very^ 
greatly  to  retard  the  recovery  of  the- 
patients  by  unsettling  their  minds  and 
leading  them  to  brood  over  fancied 
grievances.  We  should  regard  insanity^ 
as  much  a  disease  as  that  of  any* 
other  organ  of  the  body,  and  we  shoulat 
remove  the  patient  from  all  influences- 
likely  to  prevent  recovery. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.)r 
I  do  not  think  the  hon.  Member  who- 
moves  this  clause  realises  fully  the  pro- 
bable  effect  of   his  proposal.      If  hia- 
acquaintance  with  the  inside  of  lunatio- 
asylums    were  very  large,    he   would 
know  that  many  patients  spend  most  ot 
their  time  in  writing  letters  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor  and  other  persons.     I  know 
of  a  case   in  which  two  sisters  spent' 
eveiy  day,  from  morning  to  night,  in 
writing  letters  to  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
and  another  in  which  a  person  was  con- 
tinually writing  to  Satan.      The  hon«. 
Member  seriously  proposes  that  all  the 
multitudinous  letters  thus  written  should 
be    delivered    to    the    Commissioner 
or     visitor,     if     not     forwarded     to- 
their  address.    The  idea  is  ludicrous  iik 
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"the  extreme  if  jou  have  in  mind  the 
nature  of  the  correspondence  of  many 
•  hundreds  of  these  inmates.     But  there 
is  another  objection  I  have  to  make  to 
the  clause,  and  that  is  the  invidious  dis- 
tinction drawn  between  private  patients 
^ho  happen  to  have  friends  of  a  certain 
status  in  life  and  their  more  unfortunate 
pauper    brethren.     I    would    ask    the 
non.  Member  whether  he  has  consulted 
any  Lunacy  Commissioner  or  Master  in 
Lunacy  as  to  the  desirability  of  his  pro- 
posal ?    I  do  not  think  he  can  have  done 
so,  or  he  would  have  been  told  that  the 
almost  infallible  result  of    his  clause 
would  be  to  disturb  the  minds  of  the 
patients,   to    enormously  increase    the 
work  of  the  Commissioners,  and  five  a 
.large  amount  of  unnecessary  troiible  to 
the  staff  of    the  asylums.     Moreover, 
instead  of  having  a  calming  and  bene- 
^cial  effect  on  the  minds  of  the  inmates, 
at  would  have  a  precisely  opposite  effect. 
The  provocative  effect  of  such  notices 
as   those  proposed  could  not    be    ex- 
aggerated.    No  doubt  it   would  be  a 
^good  thing  if  instruction  as  to  the  for- 
warding of  letters  were  given  by  the 
'Commissioners  in  cases  in  which  patients 
would  not  be    unduly   encouraged    to 
abuse  their  privilege.     That  would  be  a 
sensible  regulation  to  which  no  objec- 
tion could  be  taken,  and  I  would,  there- 
fore, suggest  that  the  words  "  whenever 
the  Commissioners  shall  direct "  should 
be  inserted    in  the  clause.     No   doubt 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  con- 
siders that    there  is    danger  of   sane 
{eople  being  confined  in  lunatic  asylums, 
used  to  think  so,  too,  at  one  time  ;  but 
I  have  now,  after  10  years'  experience 
in    connection    with    lunatic    asylums, 
•come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  danger 
IS  not  such  as  to  warrant  the  serious 
step  proposed   by    the    hon.    Member. 
Besides,  the  Committee  upstairs  thrashed 
the    matter    out,    and    by    a    decisive 
majority  threw   out  the  clause,  and  I 
•think  it  is  a  strong  step  to  take  to  come 
down  here  after  the  Committee  has  so  de- 
•oided,  and  move  the  re-introduction  of 
the  clause.    No  doubt  if  it  were  a  great 
matter  of  principle,  the  hon.   Member 
would  be  justified  in  the  course  he  is 
taking  ;   but  I  do  not  think  that,  on  a 
matter  of  internal  economy  and  admistra- 
.tion  of  lunatic  asylums,  the  hon.  Member 
is  justified  in  renewing  the  fight  that 
4we  had  upstairs. 

Mr,  A.  O* Conner 


SntJ.DOBINOTON  COknioeafteanliint 
Tewkesbury) :  I  was  fortonttie  enoofl^ 
when  I  moved   the   rejection  of   tmi 
clause  in  the  Committee  to  be  mble  to 
convince  hon.  Members  of  the  dedn- 
bility  of  strUdng  it  out,  the  aiignmeBti 
advanced  by  myself  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Aberdeen  being  soffident  to 
convince  our  Colleagues.  I  am  oonvineed 
that    if    the    authors   of    this   daase 
had  taken  the  evidence  of  any  expert 
gentleman  on  the  question  of  Innaof, 
they  would  have  been  informed  that  me 
introduction  of  this  proposal  would  be 
a    most  mischievous    thing  so  far  as 
our  lunatic  asylums  are  concerned,    li 
is  certain  that  Medical  Authorities  axe 
agreed    on    the   matter,  and  that  the 
Lunacy  Commissioners  themselTes  eon- 
cur  with  us  in  condemning  the  danse. 
The  clause  would  keep  the  unfortonate 
patients  in  our  asylums  in  a  perpetual 
state  of  fret — which  is,  ordinarily,  one 
of   the   commonest  symptoms  of  their 
malady.    You  want,  as  far  as  possible^ 
to  remove  from  them  all  irritating  in- 
fluences, and  to  allow  their  minds  to  be 
at  rest,  and  I  submit  that  to  put  np  the 
notices    contemplated    by    tms    clanse 
would  have  an  exactly  opposite  eflfoet 
If  there  was  any  foundation  for  the  idea 
that  these  people    are  suffering  firom 
some  wrong,  it  would  be  right  to  have 
such  notices  put  up  ;  but  the  Conunis- 
sioners,  in  their  Eeport,  declare  that  all 
the  suggestions  as  to  the  wrongs  of 
lunatics  turn  out  to  be  baseless,  and 
that  the  abuses  which  existed  in  our 
lunacy  system  some  years  ago  have  been 
altogether  eradicated.     "We  ought  not 
to  try  experiments  on  these  unfortonate 
people,  for  this  is  an  experiment,  and 
it  is  not  justified  by  any  sound  opinion* 
Mr.   MATTHEWS  :   It  seems  to  be 
forgotten  that  the  object  of  this  Bill  is 
to  provide  additional  safeguards  against 
the  improper  confinement  of  persons  in 
asylums ;   and  the  Committee  upstairs 
has  passed  a  clause  giving  every  fuleged 
lunatic  the  power   to  write  to  oertain 
official  persons,  and  to  have  letters  fat' 
warded  at  once  unopened. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOE  :  I  do  not  obgeot 
to  the  inmates  writing  letters,  but  to 
their  minds  being  constantly  irritated 
by  the  publication  of  those  notioea.  "^ 
Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  would  point 
out  that  the  clause  was  inserted  bj  the 
Lord    Chancellor    to    carry    out    the 
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deliberate  recommendation  of  the  Oom- 
mittee  of  1878,  that  printed  notices 
should  be  affixed  to  the  walls  of  all 
Innatic  asylums  setting  forth  the  right 
on  the  part  of  the  inmates  to  appeal  by 
letter  to  the  Commissioners.  They 
desired  to  provide  protection  against 
abuse  in  those  institutions ;  and  they 
must  run  the  risk  of  many  unfounded 
complaints  being  made  in  order  that  an 
occasional  case  of  real  grievance  might 
be  brought  to  light  and  redressed.  I 
shall,  therefore,  support  the  clause  if  it 
is  pressed  to  a  Division. 

Me.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  think  it  necessary  to  state,  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Committee,  that  I  and  some 
six  or  seven  other  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee were  not  present  at  the  Division 
on  the  clause,  having  to  attend  to  other 
business  of  the  House.  But  on  my 
return  I  was  astounded  to  find  that 
the  clause,  of  which  I  was  in  favour, 
had  been  struck  out. 

Mr.  H.  davenport  /Stafford- 
shire) :  I  hope  the  clause  will  not  be 
now  inserted,  as  it  is  against  all  authority. 
Every  proper  opportunity  is  now 
afforded  to  patients  to  make  their  com- 
plaints, and  the  effect  of  carrying  out 
this  clause  will  be  prejudicial  to  their 
recovery. 
♦Sir  W.  foster  (Ilkeston,  Derby- 
shire) :  I  object  to  this  clause  mainly  on 
medical  grounds,  because  I  think  its 
effect  would  be  to  produce  on  the  minds 
of  the  patients  a  continual  irritation 
leading  to  repeated  outbursts  of  excite- 
ment, which  would  hinder  their  cure. 
The  clause  originated  at  a  time  when 
there  was  a  '*  scare  "in  the  public  mind, 
it  being  supposed  that  persons  were 
wrongfully  shut  up  in  these  asylums. 
That  scare  has  been  shown  to  be 
groundless,  and  it  no  longer  exists. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) :  I 
hope  the  Government  will  re-consider 
this  matter.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
I  am  in  agreement  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Donegal. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.) :  If  the  object  of  this  Bill  were 
simply  to  provide  for  the  better  treat- 
ment of  lunatics,  the  opinions  of  the 
hon.  Members  for  Derbyshire  and 
Aberdeenshire  would  have  overpower- 
ing weight.  But  the  object  of  the  Bill 
is  to  protect  people  who  are,  but  who 
ought  not  to  be,  in  lunatic  asylums. 
The  Division  in  the  Grand  Committee, 


when  only  24  out  of  80  Members  were- 
present,  and  when   the  majority  was 
only  15  to  9,  could  not  be  regarded  as 
conclusive.    It  is    said    that    all    the 
authorities  on  the  questiou  are  on  one- 
side,  but  it  is  late  in  the  day  to  learu 
this  fact.     The  Bill  has  been  brought 
before  Parliament    several    times.     It* 
has  g^ne  through  the  House  of  Lords- 
year  after  year  under  the  conduct  of 
such  Lord   Chancellors  as  Lords  Sel- 
bome,  Herschell,  and  Halsbury,  and  no- 
such  objection  has   ever    been  before 
urged.     If,     therefore,    an     enormous 
weight  of  authority  is  against  the  clause, 
that  authority  has  been  an  unusually 
long  time  in  finding  expression.      If 
public  asylums  alone  were  in  question,, 
the  objections  of  hon.  Members  to  the 
clause  would  have  great  force,  for  the* 
county  asylums  are,  perhaps,  the  best 
managed    institutions    in    the    world.. 
For  my  own  part,  I  should  wish  that  all 
private  lunatic  asylums  were  abolished, 
and  I  find  fault  with  the  Bill  because^ 
it  permits  the  continuance  of  private 
asylums  for  a  much  longer  period  than: 
is  desirable.     But  the  Bill  deals  with 
private  asylums,  kept  by  private  per* 
sons,  under  no  public  control  or  super- 
vision whatever.     The  history  of  litiga- 
tion shows  that  people  are  wrongfully 
placed  in  private  lunatic  asylums,  and 
that  there  are  temptations  for  their  de- 
tention   in    such  places.     The   crucial 
difference     between     the    public    and 
private  institutions  is,  that  while  in  the- 
case  of  the  former  there  is  no  tempta- 
tion to  detain  persons  a  moment  longer 
than  is  proper,  in  the  case  of  the  latter 
such  temptation  might  exist.     Another 
clause    of    the    BUI,  which    no    one- 
challenges,  provides  that   the  superin- 
tendent of  every  asylum  should  forward, 
unopened,  all  letters  written  by  patients 
and  addressed  to  Lunacv  Authorities;, 
and  yet,  if  anything  is  likely  to  irritate 
a  patient's  mind,  it  would  more  likely 
be  the  writing  of  the  letter  than  merely 
seeing  the  notice.     I  am  willing,  how- 
ever, to  accept  an  Amendment  which 
would    give   the   Commissioners  more 
latitude  in  fixing  the  method  by  which 
patients  should  be   informed  of  their 
right  of  addressing  authorities. 

Mk.  MOLLOY  (King's  County.  Birr):; 
In  reference  to  the  statement  that  the 
Lunacy  Commissioners,  who  are  the^ 
highest  authority  on  this  matter,  are^ 
opposed  to  the  clause,  I  must  remind 
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Ma.  A.    O'COWOB:    I  d«ir-   to 
cr/Te  ftA    Arr.«idrr.«^t    V>    :b*   clA-iie. 

of  thft  ci*j;.Vi.  tr.<r  word.».  ■  ^b.^nrTer 
tf*^  Cowirr.i.v-ioi.'ira  ftball  *o  f\\:^x." 
I  ivfeii^ve  tf.r#^ft  word.*  xi.!  pr/o-iolj 
i&4^  th^  poir.tA  fiXptfiA  vn  the  preTioift 
^ijtrrMnon,      FoT   inAtaLce.   we  mar  be 


nenirneut  propooed.  m  GIoaM  1, 
pa^re  I.  lin.-*  '^.  u  leftw  ooc 
■•  JazLiarr.''      an.i     insert 

Q::e*t::n  propose.  ^'  ThAt  the  vtad 
'  Janiiirj '  stand  part  of  the  ClazMBL" 

MsL  MOLLOT :  The  Bepoft  of  Oe 

Coi:iziL3<do!ier9  is  alvajs  a  lon^  dme  ia 
a^rear.  and  I  vish  co  know  vhedier  Ail 

A=ien  iis.eQ.t  voild  caue  anj    ^ttjImw 
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Xh(9*Af-A  fin  i.H  referred  v>  fthail  he  j^iTen  :  '  ready  for  r^?<  year,  and  thj^  AmoBdnuHt 

brjt  that  in  otrier  inAtlturionA  where  the    cierelj  poetpj'nee  the  opeimdoA  of  tiha 

holding  out  of  a  perj/et'iai  incenuTe  to  .  Act. 

pTiblir;  nritir;e  would  work  mL^hief.  they        Qaestion  pat,  and  negatiTod. 

QaestLon,  '*  That  the  vosd  '  Maj'  be 
there  inaerted."  pat,  and  agreed  tou 

U&.   MOLLOT:  In  the  abaoMe  of 

the  hon.  Member  ;Mr.  Corbett),  IdMmId 
like  to  moTe  one  of  his  Aaieadfluadi^ 
to  leare  oat  Sab-aection  4  of  Claaae  M. 
My  objection  is  that  the  clause  aaanato 
leare  the  way  open  to  an  incioaaaof 
the  namber  of  prirate  asyiuma  m 
coantry.  I  wish  to  limit  the 
and  shoald  be  glad  to  see  them  all 
away  with. 


wiii  not  coQAirler  it  denrable  zlaz  tne 
notice  fthould  \,*i  placarded. 

Mr,  MATTHKW-j :  I  do  not  object 
t/>  th#^  Am^mdment.  I  aMume  that  the 
h^>n.  Mfmib^T  means  the  Commissioners 
of  Ltins/;y.  I  think  **of  Lrinacy"  had 
hett^irr  \f^  inserted. 

Mk.  A.  ^/CONNOR:  I  a-cept  the 
Ku^ia^estion. 

Am^idment  proposedi  at  the  com- 
mencerment  of  the  Claose,  to  insert  the 
words,  **  Wherever  the  Commissioners  of 
I^nnacy  so  direct." 

Queation,  •'  That  those  words  be  diere 
inserted,"  pat,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  think  that 
Sub-Rection  [sl]  of  the  clause  mast  be 
amended,  because  it  states  a  right  which 
no  longer  exists  in  the  Bill.  I  move  to 
leave  oat  all  the  words  after  the  word 
'*  forwarded,"  and  to  insert  the  words, 
'*In  pursuance  of  the  last  preceding 
section." 

Mr.  Molhjf 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9%^ 
line  11,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (4)  of 
Clause  5-5. — ^  ITr.  JfoUoy}. 

Question  proposed,  "ThatSab-aadioB 
(4;  stand  part  of  the  BilL" 

Dr.  FASQUHAESOX  :   I  flunk  Aa 
domestic    treatment    of    innnitf    will 
be  more  successful  in  the  futinrs  flian 
to  aggregate  the  patients  in  laige  hwda 
It  will  be  better  to  segregate  them 
small    numbers    in   domeatie 
where  they  will  have  ^oocaoional 
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^nation  with  the  sane  and  not  always  be 
in  contact  with  the  insane  in  over- 
erowded  institutions.  I  think  the  danse 
ahoald  be  adhered  to. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  would  also 
point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  to 
Hmit  the  number  of  places  would  take 
from  patients  a  benefit  which  they 
desire. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  ATHERLEY  JONES  (Durham, 
N.W.):  This  Amendment  to  leave  out 
Sub-section  6  of  Clause  55  raises  a  ques- 
tion to  which  I  have  fj^ven  careful  atten- 
tion. I  have  conferred  with  a  larg^  num- 
ber of  persons  well  qualified  to  inform 
me,  and   the  conclusion   I  have  come 
to  is  that  it  must    be  prejudicial    to 
the  advantag^us  treatment  of  the  in- 
sane that  there  should  be  a  monopoly  of 
private  asylums  in  few  hands.     When 
the  matter  was  debated  elsewhere,  there 
was  a  very  prevalent  opinion  in   this 
country  that  it  was  expedient,  as  far  as 
possible,    to    abolish    private    asjlums 
altogether,  and  that  it  would  be  a  most 
desirable  thing  if  the  treatment  of  the 
insane  could  be  exclusively  confined  to 
public  institutions.     I  think  there  is  a 
▼ery  general  concurrence  of  opinion  in 
the  country  upon  that  point,  but  else- 
where it  was  considered  that  there  were 
immense  practical  difficulties  in  the  way. 
I  think  I  am  not  exaggerating  when  I 
say  there  are  between  3,000  and  4,000 
private  asylums  in  the  country.     Had 
the  proposal  been  adopted  in  its  original 
form,  we  should  have — by  the  stroke  of 
a  pen — abolished  all  private  asylums. 
As  a  compromise  this  clause  was  in- 
serted,  and  I  think  I  shall  have  the 
sympathy  of  hon.  Members  when  I  refer 
to  that  compromise  as  a  most  unfortu- 
nate one.     it  certainly  enables  public 
authorities  to  provide  accommodation  in 
public  lunatic  asylums  for  private  paying 
patients,  but  it  is  not  compulsory  so  far 
as  the  Oounty  Authorities  are  concerned. 
No  doubt  the  object  of  this  clause  is 
.to  gradually  extinguish  private  lunatic 
asylums  ;   henceforth,  no  new  hcenses 
are  to  be  issued,  and  existing  licenses 
are  only  to  be  continued  at  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Commissioners.    This  must 
^ve  rise  to  manifold  evils.    Hon.  Mem- 
bers, if  they  refer  to  the  section,  will 
'flee  it  gives  power  to  the  Commissioners 
to  authorise  the  proprietor  of  any  private 
lunatic  asylum  to  enlarge  his  reaidenoe . 


for  the  reception  of  patients,  or  to  pro- 
vide  a  new  ouilding  in  place  of  the  old 
one.    By  this  clause  you  increase  the 
value  of  private  asylums  to  an  appalling 
extent.  I  have  consulted  several  gentle- 
men connected   with  private  asylumSi 
and  they  tell  me  that  slready  the  valae 
of    these    institutions    has    gone    up 
100  per  cent,   thanks  to    the    mono- 
poly   which    this    clause    will    create. 
Monopolies  are  bad  things ;  but  having 
created  one  in  this  case,  the  question 
arises  whether  under  it  you  will  get 
more  effective   management    of    these 
institutions.     If  you   get  that,  then  I 
quite  admit  that  the  force  of  the  objec- 
tions which  I  am  urging  will  be  very 
much  diminished.     But  on  this  point  I 
am  again  assured  by  those  who  are  com- 
petent to  speak  that  you  will  not  get 
improved  management.  Hemember  that 
the    proprietor    of   a    private    lunatic 
asylum  need  not  be  a  specially  qualified 
man,  he  need  not  be  a  mediod  prac- 
titioner ;  a  layman,  and  even  a  woman, 
may  own   such  an    institution.     This 
clause  will  tend  to  increase  speculation 
in  these  undertakings,  and  I  know  of  a 
case  in  which,  in  view  of  the  passing  of 
this  claise,  a  very  considerable  sum  has 
been  offered  for  one  of  these  institutions. 
Then,    again,    this   clause  will  inflict 
grievous  harm  upon  a  competent  class  of 
men,  men  who  haveserved  ih  publicinsti- 
tutions,  and  who  are  desirous  of  them- 
selves starting  private  lunatic  asylums. 
I  have  in  my  mind's  eye  at  the  present 
moment  a  gentleman  who  has  recently 
severed  his  connection  with  one  of  the 
larg^t  asylums  in  the  kingdom,  after  a 
period  of  service  there  in  which  he  did 
himself  the  greatest  credit.     He  wrote 
a  short  time  ago  to  the  Lunacy  Com- 
missioners requesting  them    to  grant 
him  a  license ;  but  he  was  told  that  in 
view  of  the  passing  of  this  Bill,  no  new 
licenses  would  be  granted.    The  result 
is,   that  this  man  who  has  saved  his 
money,  and  is  in  every  way  a  desirable 
person  to  have  charge  of    a   private 
lunatic  asylum,  will  be  debarred  from 
carrying  on  a  professional  duty  of  a 
most  difficult  character.  It  is  a  remark- 
able thing  that  when  this  Bill  was  first 
introduced  the  proprietors  of    private 
lunatic  asylums  took  great  umbrage  at 
it,   and    their  opposition  to  it   might 
almost  be  described  as  malevolent  and 
vindictive.     But  as  soon  as  they  dis- 
covered that  a  monopoly   was  to  be 
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created  in  their  favour,  the  opposition 
collapsed.  I  might  urge  a  great  many 
more  reasons  against  the  creation  of 
this  monopoly ;  but  as  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  realise  the  undo- 
sirability  of  its  creation,  I  will  not 
further  trespass  on  the  time  of  the 
House.  I  beg  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment which  stands  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  32, 
line  30,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (6)  of 
Clause  55. — i^Mr.  Atherley-JoneB.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  Sub-section 
(6)  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  must  point  out 
that  the  omission  of  this  sub-section 
would  practically  necessitate  the  omis- 
sion of  the  whole  clause.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers will  see  that  the  first  five  sub- sec- 
tions of  the  clause  are  simply  and  solely 
introduced  on  account  of  the  prohibition 
against  granting  new  licenses.  When 
the  Bill  was  introduced  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  the  clause  consisted  of  the  sub- 
section alone ;  and  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  framers  of  the  Bill  to  put  an  end 
to  the  private  house  system  altogether. 
The  sub- section  meant  that  all  private 
asylums  come  to  an  end  after  12  months 
from  the  passing  of  the  Act.  It  was 
felt  that  men  who  have  invested  capital 
in  these  private  asylums  and  who  have 
devoted  their  lives  to  the  profession,  if 
it  can  be  called  a  profession,  would 
suffer  great  hardship  under  the  section, 
and  the  earlier  sub- sections  were  there- 
fore introduced  to  modify  the  harshness 
of  the  prohibition  in  Sub- section  6.  No 
doubt  the  clause  is  open  to  the  objection 
that  it  does,  to  some  extent,  create  a 
monopoly ;  but  people  who  invest  money 
in  these  private  asylums  must  under- 
stand that  the  licenses  have  to  be  re- 
newed every  12  months,  and  that  the 
slightest  mismanagement  will  expose  a 
private  asylum  to  the  non- renewal  of  the 
license.  In  fact,  the  owners  of  these 
institutions  are  in  no  better  position  than 
the  holder  of  licenses  under  the  Licen- 
sing Act.  I  should  very  much  like  to 
see  the  clause  abandoned,  which  it  cer- 
tainly must  be  if  this  sub- section  is 
struck  out. 

Dr.  FAEQUHARSON  :  We  occu- 
pied so  short  a  time  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  this  Bill  on  the  Second 
Reading  stage  that  I  do  not  think  any 
excuse  is  required  for  taking  this  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  the  point  raised  by 

Mr,  AtfterUy-JoMs 


the  Amendment.  The  riffht  hon.. 
Gentleman  has  stated  that  wis  otame- 
embodies  one  of  the  most  essentitl 
points  in  the  Bill.  Of  course,  it  partakes 
of  the  nature  of  a  compromise.  Some 
people  thought  that  private  limatifr 
asylums  should  be  swept  awaj  alto- 
gether without  compensation,  but  public 
opinion  has  not  yet  reached  that  point. 
We  know  that  an  enormous  amoimt  of 
capital  has  been  invested  in  these  insti- 
tutions,  and  I  am  inclined  to  think  that 
no  case  has  been  made  out  for  interfer- 
ing with  their  status  quo.  It  has  been 
pointed  out  that  the  monopoly  oreatsd 
by  this  Bill  will  eventually  g^ye  rise  to 
very  g^eat  evils.  For  instance,  it  mar 
happen  that  in  years  to  come  there  wiil 
only  be  one  private  lunatic  asylum  in 
the  whole  country.  *It  does  not  follow 
that  the  asylums  which  will  sorriye  will 
be  the  fittest,  while  the  clause  will  do 
away  with  a  large  number  of  small 
houses  all  over  the  country,  in  eaoh  of 
which  two  or  three  of  these  unfbrtu* 
nate  people  are  treated.  I  do  not 
think  the  general  public  will  OTer 
be  content  to  give  up  j^rivate  lonatio 
asylums.  Some  of  these  institutions  are 
conducted  with  a  liberality  of  expendi- 
ture and  have  a  splendour  of  internal 
decoration  and  comfort  which  offer 
greater  attractions  to  those  who  can 
afford  to  pay  than  are  possessed  by  the 
annexe  of  a  large  public  asylum. 
People  in  a  position  to  pay  hsTO  a 
natural  horror  of  sending  their  friends 
to  an  institution  which  is  partly  main- 
tained at  the  public  expense.  Private 
asylums  will  always  be  a  necessity  of 
our  civilisation,  and  if  they  were 
abolished  it  would  be  impossible  to  get 
the  same  beneficial  results  in  a  private 
portion  of  a  public  institution.  I  inll  just 
say,  in  conclusion,  that  after  giving  a 
great  deal  of  attention  to  this  sobjeet,  I 
am  not  at  all  satisfied  that  a  case  has 
been  made  out  against  private  asylams. 
There  has  been  a  great  deal  of  yague 
talk  and  of  melodramatic  and  hysterical 
writing  outside  this  House  which  has 
created  somewhat  of  a  scare,  but  I  do- 
not  think  that  anything  has  been  proved 
which  renders  it  necessary  to  interfere 
with  the  present  condition  of  things. 
I  do  not  think,  also,  there  is  any  pro- 
spect of  securing  a  more  effective  super- 
vision by  this  Bill.  It  is  absurd  and 
preposterous  to  think  that  a  small 
number  of   Commissioners   can   satis- 
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faotorily  superintend  the  enormous 
number  of  lunatics  placed  under  their 
oharffe.  In  Scotland,  however,  an 
ezceUent  system  prevwLLs.  There  there 
is  a  larger  number  of  Commissioners 
and  a  marked  absence  of  the  legal 
element,  and  the  division  of  the  district 
is  so  well  managed  that  each  Oom- 
missioner  knows  every  patient  under 
his  charge.  I  fear,  however,  I  should 
be  out  of  order  in  discussing  this  matter. 
I  repeat  I  do  not  think  any  case  has 
been  made  out  against  private  lunatic 
asylums,  and  I  do  not  think  it  is  in  the 
interest  of  the  general  public  that  they 
should  be  interbred  with. 

Mb.  MOLLOY:  I  hope  my  hon. 
Friend  will  be  satisfied  with  the  discus- 
sion which  has  taken  place.  I  have 
taken  part  in  this  movement,  and  the 
reasons  which  have  been  cited  by  the 
Home  Secretary  led  me  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  do  away 
with  private  lunatic  asylums  alto- 
gether. My  hon.  Friend  who  last  spoke 
fears  the  clause  wiU  put  an  end  to  the 
system  of  distributing  lunatics  in  small 
numbers  in  domestic  circles ;  but  if  I 
read  rightly  Section  4  of  this  Clause, 
I  believe  that  will  not  be  the  result, 
because  the  joint  licensee  may  separate 
their  interests,  take  in  new  partners,  and 
separate  their  interests  until  each  one 
has  only  two  or  three  lunatics  in  his 
charge.  There  will  be  no  difficulty  in 
doing  this,  so  lonp^  as  the  total  number 
of  lunatics  for  which  the  license  is  issued 
is  not  exceeded.  I  think  this  matter 
has  been  sufficiently  discussed,  and  I  can 
only  say  that  if  this  clause  is  struck  out, 
we  shall  have  to  do  our  utmost  to  pre- 
vent the  Bill  passing  into  law. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  39,  line 
7,  after  the  word  **  lunatic,"  to  insert 
the  words,  ''  either  to  the  asylum  of  the 
county  in  which  the  workhouse  is  or." 
— (Jfr.  Molhy,) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.' 

Sir  J.  DORINGTON  :  I  think  these 
words  unnecessary.  I  take  it  that  the  ob- 
ject of  this  clause  is,  in  the  case  of  affiliat- 
ing unions,  to  allow  the  Justices  to  decide 
whether  or  not  they  shall  send  a  lunatic 
to  an  asylum  in  the  county  in  which  the 
workhouse  is  situated,  or  to  the  asylum 
of  the  county  for  which  the  Justices  act. 
Therefore,  &ese  words  are  unnecessary. 

VOL.  COOXXXYUI.  [thibd  sbbibs.] 


Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  notouite 
followed  the  argument  of  the  non. 
Baronet,  but  I  may  point  out  that  the 
object  of  the  insertion  of  these  words  is 
to  enable  the  Justices  to  send  a  lunatic 
to  the  asylum  of  the  county  to  which 
he  belongs,  or  to  the  asylum  of  the 
county  in  which  the  workhouse  in  which 
he  is  confined  is  situated. 

SiB  J.  DORINGTON  :  This  is 
purely  a  legal  question.  The  question 
we  have  to  consider  is  the  lunatic  who 
is  sent  to  the  workhouse  from  another 
county  than  that  to  which  the  work- 
house belongs.  Another  Amendment 
of  the  Home  Secretary  gives  permission 
to  send  the  patient  to  the  wrong  asylum. 
I  wish  that  he  should  be  sent  to  the 

f  roper  asylum,  and  it  is  on  that  ground 
oppose  the  insertion  of  these  words. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

POST  OFFICE  SITES  BILL  (No.  224). 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [19th  July^  "  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Rnsbury,  E.)  : 
In  continuing  the  speech  which  I  was 
delivering  in  opposition  to  this  Bill  on 
the  19th  inst.,  when  I  was  interrupted 
by  effluxion  of  time 

Notice  taken,  that  40  members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
memoers  being  found  present, 

Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS  proceeded :  I 
will,  so  far  as  I  can,  avoid  travelling  over 
arguments  I  used  previously.  T^en  I 
last  spoke  I  waspointing  out  the  densely- 
populated  neighbourhood  in  which  this 
prison  site  is  situated,  and  I  gave  the 
House  some  indication  of  the  vast 
number  of  new  blocks  of  model  dwellings 
erected  or  being  erected  around  and 
near  this  site,  and  in  the  Holbom 
Division  outside  the  radius  of  Glerken- 
well.  Those  acquainted  with  the  district 
will  remember  the  block  of  dwellings 
named  after  a  late  Member  of  the  House 
esteemed  on  both  sides,  the  late  Colonel 
Duncan.  These  model  dwellings  are 
erected  without  those  little  garden 
spaces  that  used  to  attach  to  the  small 
houses,  and  they  have  simply  small 
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thi^tti  fe4^r  Jjttle  ^1m^  but  }ym'k«  HLd  iu<>nAr 

Lmt  rjuiy  b«;  \}ih  IhUirual  ftrraug^mfrflts 
of  tb#9«^  llfjfshi,  xhw  v*?ry  lieU^ht  feLuto 
<mt  iur  arid  tfuu^hiri^,  th^b  abMfnee  of 
whi/;h  muwt  afl<y.t  ihih  he«dth  of  the 
ooirnipariU!.  Ill  t}i«?  pUyjpouLd  at  the 
top  of  th<;  buiJdirjj^,  th*:  chiMreu  are,  in 

*niYh\ft\>*A  Ui  the  nmhVh  and  v^^t  that 
'y>ui«  from  the  Durrouudlii^  chimDeyK, 
while  the  Hunli^ht  can  rarely  penetrate 
t/i  the  fJoor  of  the  r;^iurt,  which  in  only 
half  a«  wide  an  the  dwellingfi  are  high. 
There  i»,  therefore,  the  moBt  urgent 
u(^d  of  open  hpac«)H  in  the  neighbour- 
h/nA  of  theHe  bJock»  of  dwelliugH;  and 
<;ertainly  the  people  ought  not  to  be 
deprived  of  thin  HJte  for  the  Bake  of 
ffiving  a  pfy;ijntary  advantage  to  the 
PoMt  Office.  Indeed,  I  hold  that  the 
PoHt  Office  Hhould  not  be  m  much 
looked  upon  by  the  Cliancellor  of  the 
Kzchoquer  an  a  money-earning  Depart- 
meuty  and  when  it  pays  itH  way  the 
profitH  Hhould  bo  devoted  to,  say,  reduc- 
ing the  rates  of  postage  to  the  Uolonios, 
or  lowering  the  cost  of  telegrams. 
There  would  bo  some  excuso  for  using 
a  portion  of  this  site  for  a  technical 
school  in  the  very  midst  of  a  population 
roquiring  it;  but  the  health  and  woU- 
bemg  of  the  people  are  too  important 
to  be  sacrificed  to  the  development  of 
the  Post  Office  on  commercial  prin- 
(jiples  only,  iiud  I  therefore  trust  the 
jiill  will  l)o  rejected. 
*Mu.  (>.  0.  T.  HARTLEY  (Islington, 
N.) :  I  should  also  like  to  urge  that 
this  Hill  bo  not  road  a  sooond  time.  I 
know  porfoutly  wt)ll  the  line  of  argu- 
ment taken  by  the  Oovornniout  is  that 
this  is  a  convoniont  Hito,  and  that  it  is 
required  for  PoNt  ()tlloo  purpoNOH.  That 
may  be  very  trut*;  but  1  Nubuiitthat  the 
needs  of  the  PoHt  Otlloo  do  n(»t  justify 
the  appropriutiou  of  tluN  Kite  in  the 
midst  (d  a  donsoly-onkwdod  population 
and  only  just  over  a  mile  from  the  Hank 
of  Knglaud.  U  is  twtnv  to  nay  the 
UovornuKuit  have  a  right  to  do  what 
they  aro  doing;  but  it  iiirathor  a  dCnmg 
ortltir  for  the  (b»vtiniiuimt  to  auticipato 
the  authority  they  have  bivught  in 
this  Ukll  U\  obtain,  and  bet'ore  (he  Hill 


u  n«d  a  ■poppfl  tiisDc  te 
sum  kA  x&qswj  m  odvonnp  ^s&m 
buildings.  &«  GiwammaB: 
hare  ihit  sigin  to  Ubk  mOm 
r«ziarkmbl«  liiat  off  Ibr  l^D 
the  Bill,  soferaliin 
to  remor«  doobti  as  to 
GoTcmment  naUj  lisw  oi 
rights  which  th€j  dum.  It ; 
two  cJaBBes  tlial  donbss  had 
the  validity  of  the  sale 
and  as  to  the  powers  <if  the 
agreement,  and  two  other 
put  an  end  to  claims  or  deaiuida  ia  As 
future  upon  any  of  the  pardea  to  ths 
transfer.  Therefore  there  aze  doahtsia 
the  case;  and  it  is  reasonahla  to  ad[ 
that  the  people  of  the  district  ahoaU 
have  the  benefit  of  those  doabla.  If 
the  Government,  admitting  that 
doubts  exist,  would  agree  to  make 
out  of  the  eight  acres  into 
space,  possibly  some  of  us  might  with* 
draw  our  objections ;  but  if  they  peniat 
in  their  proposal,  they  will  hare  to  deal 
with  formidable  opposition  from  Ooa- 
servative  Members.  It  is  oonoeiTahle 
that  Hyde  Park  or  Kensington  Gfar* 
dens  would,  if  built  upon,  give  a 
material  addition  to  the  rates ;  bat  thia 
is  not  a  matter  which  should  be  looked 
at  from  the  pecuniary  intereata 
of  one  district ;  it  is  a  matter  vhieh 
concerns  not  merely  Glerkenwell — 
it  concerns  London  as  a  whole.  I 
say  the  health  of  the  centre  of  London 
is  a  matter  in  which  we  are  all  inter- 
ested. I  base  my  opposition  to  the  BQI 
on  this  simple  ground,  that  I  challenge 
the  Government  on  their  rights.  The 
Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  as 
keenly  in  favour  as  any  of  us  of  open 
spaces,  and  I  therefore  appeal  to  him. 
Inasmuch  as  there  are  doubts  as  to  the 
legal  aspect  of  the  question,  and  as  among 
a  large  niimber  of  their  own  followers 
there  is  a  strong  opinion  that  this 
site  shoiild  be  an  open  space,  I  think 
the  Government  are  bound  to  take- 
these  doubts  into  consideration,  and  do 
something  to  grant  our  request.  It  has- 
been  said  that  we  want  to  take  this  land 
and  not  to  pay  for  it.  That  is  not  so. 
Wo  want  the  Government  to  look  into 
the  facts,  for  it  is  extremely  doubtftil 
whether  the  ratepayers  have  not  zeallj 
alrtnidy  paid  for  this  land.  Qrantin|^ 
however,  for  argument's  sake  that  th» 
Governmont  have,  technically,  aoiiia 
idaim  upon  it«  I  think  we  are  bound,  in 
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the  interests  of  all  parties,  that  if  the 
OoTemmeiit  cannot  see  their  way  to 

f'lve  us  the  whole  site,  to  oppose  the 
ill  in  every  possible  way,  in  order  to 
flee  whether  we    cannot  secure    some 
flubstantial  part  of  this  g^und  for  an 
open  space  in  the  centre  of  London. 
♦Visoouirr     LYMINQTON      (Devon, 
South  Molton) :  Mr.  Speaker,  what  are 
the  main  argpiments  that  have  been  put 
forward  in  favour  of  this    proposal? 
The  first  argument  is  strictly  a  finan- 
cial argument.    The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  agreed  to  the  assertion  that 
the  Government  have  a  right  to  this  site. 
I  challenge  that  right,  and,  indepen- 
dently of  any  social  consideration  what- 
ever,   I    challenge  it  upon  the  strict 
Sound  of  finance.     I  have  no  doubt  the 
ome  Secretary  will  remind  the  House 
of  the  Housing  of  the  Working  Glasses 
Act   1885.     I    quite    admit — I  regret- 
fully   admit — that    a    certain    number 
of      political      doctrinaires      got     the 
better  of  the  House  at  a  late  period  of 
the  Session,  the  11th  August,  and  in- 
4Berted    the    words  —  ''a    fair    market 
▼alue."     But    my   right    hon.    Friend 
will   say  that,   therefore,  the  Govern- 
ment are  obliged  by  Act  of  Parliament 
to  hand  over  this  site  at  a  fair  market 
value.     What  is  the  real  literal  history 
of  this  transaction  ?    When  the  present 
Oovemment  was  formed  and  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington  was 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  tenders 
were  sent  out  on  the  part  of  the  Trea- 
flury  seeking  for  someoody  who  would 
erect  on  the  land   artisans'  dwellings. 
One  of  the  largest  Artisans'  Dwellings 
Oompanies  in  existence  with  which  I  am 
•connected,    and    whose    shares,     both 
ordinary  and  preference,  stand  at  a  very 
large   premium,  made  an   offer  to  the 
Oovemment  of  £100,000  for  the  site. 
The  Postmaster  General,  in  the  course 
of  his  speech,  told  the  House  that  the 
■flite   had  been  valued  by  the  Govern- 
ment at  £96,000  ;  therefore,  taking  the 
strictly  financial  view,  the  Government 
Jieglected  their   duty  in    refusing   the 
offer.     Why  did  they  refuse  to  accept 
our  offer  of  £100,000?    They  cannot 
ahelter  themselves  under  the  clause  of 
•the  Act  of  Parliament.     Why  did  they 
not  accept  our  offer  at  a  ''  fair  market 
▼alue  ?  "    There  is  no  answer  to  that 
•except  the  fact  which  leaked  out  after- 
wards that  the  Post  Office,  already  a 
large  trading  concern,  wanted  to  take 


advantage  of  the  site.  The  Postmaster 
General  has  quoted  a  large  extract 
from  the  Beport  of  the  Vestry  in  favour 
of  his  scheme.  The  matter  has  been 
referred  to  in  the  Beport  of  the  Boyal 
Commission,  and  it  has  been  dealt  with 
and  emphasised  in  a  special  Memoran- 
dum of  the  Prime  Minister.  It  is  ridicu- 
lous to  quote  the  Vestry  of  Olerkenwell, 
when  we  consider  the  influences  which 
must  have  prompted  their  recommenda- 
tion. The  Vestry  wanted  a  large  influx 
of  population  to  add  to  the  local  trade 
and  to  reduce  the  burden  of  the  rates, 
but  such  considerations  are  not  worthy 
of  influencing  the  House  of  Commons 
in  the  matter.  The  Boyal  Commission 
suggest  that  the  sites  occupied  by  Mill- 
bank  andColdbath-Fields  Prisons  should 
be  conveyed  to  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  in  trust  for  those  parts  of  the 
town  which  are  most  overcrowded,  and 
that  in  fixing  the  price  of  the  sites  due 
regard  should  be  had  to  the  purposes 
to  which  they  are  recjuired.  The 
Prime  Minister,  in  his  special  Memoran- 
dum, said  that  if  the  sites  are  sold  at 
cost  price  to  some  authority  or  trust 
which  will  build  working  men's  dwell- 
ings, the  result  will  be  to  satisfy  some 
special  want  under  which,  from  its 
peculiar  circumstances,  London  labours. 
Secondly,  that  the  State,  by  making 
London  the  centre  of  Government,  haa 
both  swelled  the  population  by  its 
employes  and  diminished  house  room; 
and,  thirdly,  and  consequently,  to  use 
these  prison  sites  in  the  interests  of 
the  people  of  London  more  closely 
resembled  the  provision  of  com- 
pensation than  the  offer  of  a  gift. 
I  come  now  to  the  peculiar  case  of 
Clerkenwell.  The  great  trade  of  the 
district  is  the  watch  trade,  and  the 
ordinary  apparatus  by  which  that  trade 
is  carried  on  is  so  costly  that  none  of 
the  workmen  are  able  to  buy  the  whole 
of  it.  The  consequence  is,  that  they 
have  to  go  around  and  borrow  from  one 
another,  and  the  district  is  very  crowded. 
The  Conservative  Party,  led  by  Lord 
Salisbury,  have  deservedly  obtained 
great  popular  credit  for  enabling  the 
Boyal  Commission  to  sit  and  make  their 
very  able  and  interesting  Beport ;  and 
this  is  the  first  case  in  which  the 
Government  are  able,  in  a  practical  way, 
to  show  their  sincerity  in  this  question. 
But  they  are  going  not  only  to  cover 
with  large  building^  one  of  the  most 
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abont  the  Houeing    of  the  Working 
Glasses  Act,  to  draw  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  conditions  of  that  legislation 
do  not  affect  the  position  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  the  least  in  the  world.  He 
had  no  additional  powers  given  to  him, 
but  even  if  he  had  fallen  under  that  Act 
he  would  not  have  been  able  to  sell  to 
the  Metropolitan   Board  of  Works  for 
less  than  a  fair  market  price.     We  may, 
therefore,  put  aside  the  Housing  of  the 
Working  Glasses  Act.     My  predecessor, 
bearing  in   mind    the  labours  of   the 
Boyal  Gommission,  and  the  want  that 
London  felt,  or  was  supposed  to  feel, 
of  improved  labourers'  dwellings,  did  in 
April,   lb 86,  offer  this  property  to  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  for  the 
purpose  of  erecting   workmen's  dwel- 
lings, and  they  were  asked  if  there  was 
any  chance  of  their  taking  it  at  a  price 
somewhat  lower  than  the  market  value. 
In  making  that  offer  I  think  that  my 
predecessor  was  running  some  little  risk, 
and  that  he  would  have  been  wise  in 
obtaining  an  Act  of  Parliament  to  ratify 
what  he  did.     The  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  took  some  time  to  consider  the 
matter,  and  at  length  came  to  tbe  con- 
<slusion  which  has  been  stated  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  St.  Pancras — namely, 
that  no  more  artisans'  dwellings  were 
wanted  in  Glerkenwell.     Undoubtedly 
it  would  be  very  desirable  to  turn  this 
site  into  an  open  space,  l*^  Hear,  hear."] 
Tes,  it  is  always  desirable  to  get  an 
open  space  at  someone  else's  expense. 
["Oh."]      We    are    not    particularly 
anxious  to  have  the  site  covered  with 
buildings.     The  Secretary  of  State  was 
bound  to  sell  it  to  the  best  advantage, 
and  it  was  offered  for  sale  to  the  Metro- 
politan   Board    of    Works,    but    they 
thought    enough    had    been    done  for 
GlerKcnwell,  and  were  not  disposed  to 
put  their  hands  into    the  ratepayers' 
pockets  for  this  large  sum.    That  was 
the  state  of  affairs  in  1886,  and  up  to 
that  point  I  consider  that  the  Secretary 
of  State  discharged  his  duty,   having 
even  volunteered  to  take  less  than  the 
market  value.      My  own  responsibility 
commenced  about  this  time.  I  caused  the 
site  to  be  offered  for  sale,  and  offers 
were  made  for  it,  which  were  ridiculously 
below  the  value  of  the  site.  .  One  offer 
was  £48,000,  one  £60,000,  one  £70,000 
and  one  £80,000,  and  lastly  there  was 
the  offer  of  the  benevolent  company  to 
which    the     noble     Lord    belongs    of 

Mr.  Matthews 


£100,000.    That  was  a  price  a  little  be- 
yond that  which  one  woald  haveezpeoted 
to  get  if  the  transaction  was  one  which 
it  was  sought  to  complete  in  a  hnny. 
No  doubt  it  would  have  been  aooeptsd 
if  the  demand  of  the  Poet  Office  had  not 
arisen.    Let  me  remind  the  Honae  that 
if  I  had  accepted  the  £100,000  from 
that  Gompany,  the  amount  would  have 
been  handed    over    to  the  Ezeheqner 
as    an     asset,     but     the     ESzcheqaer 
had  a  perfect  right  to  say,   '*  No,  we 
prefer  to  take  the  land  instead  of  the 
£  i  00,000,  which  is  the  price  of  it."    In 
saying  that  is  any  wrong  done  to  any 
human  being?    The  Middlesex  Magis- 
trates are  entitled  to  nothing  save  any 
excess  in  the  purchase  money  beyond 
£186,000,  but  there  was  no  excess.  The 
site  was  handed  over  to  the  Post  OfflUse 
for£100,000— at  least  that  was  the  form 
the  transaction  took,  for  so  far  as  the 
Treasury  were  concerned  it  was  only 
transferring    the    amount    from     one 
account  to  another.  It  might  have  been 
said  by  a  subtle  lawyer  if  the  price  had 
been  fixed  at   £186,000,    <<  How  is  it 
made    out    that  if  the  land  had  not 
been  transferred  from  one  Department 
of  the  State  to  another,  but  had  been 
sold  in  the  open  market,   there  would 
not  have  been  a  surplus  to  pay  over  to 
the  Middlesex  Magistrates  r  "  and  liti' 
gation  might  have  ensued  in  order  to 
show  what  the  real  value  of  the  land 
was.    The  best  test  of  the  value  of  land 
is  what  you  can  get  for  it,  and  for  this 
site  I   was  never  offered  more    than 
£100,000;  therefore  in  parting  with  it  to 
the  Post  Office  the  value  was  assessed 
at  £100,000.   Without  legislation  it  was 
impossible  for  the  Government  to  give 
this  site  for  an  open  space  or  artisans' 
dwellings,  or  any  other  similar  purpose. 
I  had  no  authority  to  do  that.     I  oould 
not  do    that    which    the   House   had 
deliberately  condemned — that  is  to  take 
an  Imperial  asset  and  dispose  of  it  as 
suggested.    The  Metropolitan  Members 
have  the  audacity  to  come  and  ask  me  to 
take  this  Imperial  asset  of  the  value  of 
£186,000  and  hand  it  over,  not  to  Ae 
Metropolis,  but  to  Glerkenwell,  a  small 
district  of  the  Metropolis.    Thej  ask 
me  to  do  that  which  the  Legislatmre  has 
repeatedly,  for  years,  refused    to   do. 
Why,  the  Legislature  refused  to  go  on 

?aying   for  the  London   parks  out  of 
mperial  funds,  and,  I  ask,  how  can  thej 
expect  that  thisproperty  should  be  taken 
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«nd  handed  over  to  Glerkenwell  as  an 
open  space  ?  No  doubt  Clerkenwell  is 
a  desert  of  bricks  and  mortar  and 
asphalte,  where  the  children  get  little  of 
the  light  of  the  sun  and  never  an  oppor- 
tunity of  enjoying  fresh  air  in  an  open 
space,  and  where  life  has  to  be  endured 
under  such  conditions  as  render  ithardly 
worth  living ;  but  I  contend  that  the 
Oovemment  have  no  rieht  to  put  their 
hands  into  the  pockets  of  thetaxpayers 
of  the  country  in  order  to  provide 
the  Glerkenwell  children  with  a  park. 
If  the  principle  of  doing  such  a  thing 
were  aamitted,  I  should  like  to  put  in  a 
plea  for  Birmingham,  where  there  are 
also  children  who  never  see  a  gpreen 
leaf  or  the  light  of  the  sun.  I  might  with 
as  great  propriety  put  in  a  plea  for 
Birmingham  as  hon.  Members  put  one 
in  for  Glerkenwell ;  and  when  hon. 
Members  talk  about  the  duty  of  the 
Government  in  this  matter  I  would  ask 
them  to  reflect  upon  what  they  are  pro- 
posing. They  are  asking  us  to  give 
£186,000  of  the  taxpayers'  money  to  the 
poor  children  of  Glerkenwell — that  and 
nothing  less.  No  doubt  money  was 
flpent  very  freely  in  this  way  in  former 
times.  London  was  treated  as  a  spoilt 
child ;  and  even  vet  a  large  amount  of 
Imperial  money  is  spent  on  local  objects 
in  London  in  a  manner  that  hardly 
bears  the  test  of  critical  examination.  I 
must  say  I  am  surprised  to  hear  such 
doctrines  as  that  Imperial  Funds  should 
be  expended  on  Glerkenwell  come  from 
the  strict  economists  sitting  opposite. 
They  actually  come  forward — no  doubt 
under  pressure  from  their  constituents 
— and  blame  the  Government  for  not 

f giving  public  money  to  Glerkenwell, 
oonding  themselves  on  a  fancied  claim 
of  the  Magistrates  of  Middlesex  to  some 
aurplus  over  the  £186,000  which  the 
Oovemment  had  fixed  as  the  value  of 
the  Glerkenwell  site.  The  Government, 
however,  are  convinced  that  they  have 
discharged  their  duty  in  the  arrange- 
ment they  have  made.  No  reason  has 
been  given  why  the  Post  Office  should 
Jiot  acquire  this  site  for  £100,000.  In 
the  interest  of  the  taxpayers  themselves 
the  arrangement  is  a  good  one,  for  the 
reason  that  if  the  Post  Office  were  com- 
pelled to  look  elsewhere  for  a  site  it 
would  cost  them  £150,000  or  £200,000. 
Taking  all  the  circumstances  into  oon- 
aideration  it  seems  to  me  that  it  was 
obviously  the  duty  of  the  Government 
iU>  acquire  the  land. 


«Mb.  FIBTH  (Dundee) :  The  speeobea 

n  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Postmaster  General  introduced  the  Bill 
and  the  Home  Secretary  has  supported 
it,  have  been  remarkable.  They  have 
been  remarkable  for  their  absolutely 
unnecessary  vigour  of  expression  and 
denunciation.  The  Home  Secretary  has 
thrown  out  defiance  to  the  House  and 
the  language  of  the  Postmaster 
General  was  more  vigorous  still. 
We  have  heard  from  both  of  those 
Ministers  the  strongest  condemnatum 
of  those  who  want  money  out  of  other 
people's  pockets ;  we  have  heard  much 
about  confiscation  and  so  forth.  The 
Postmaster  General  went  out  of  his  way 
to  speak  in  a  manner  which  was  not 
wise,  if,  indeed,  it  was  courteous,  of  the 
London  Gounty  Gouncil,  who  had  not 
dealt  with  the  question  at  all.  But 
surely  all  this  excitement  hides  some- 
thing that  ought  to  be  brought  to  light. 
In  the  first  place,  let  us  see  what  the 
other  people's  pocket  argument  amounts 
to.  It  amounts  to  this,  that  100  years 
ago  people  whom  we  represent  to-day 
paid  out  of  their  own  pockets  for  the 
site  and  the  building  of  the  prison.  [Aa 
hon.  Member  :  So  did  every  other 
county.]  That  is  an  observation  that 
has  not  the  slightest  bearing  on  what 
I  am  saying,  because  we  are  dealing 
with  what  happened  in  Middlesex. 
What  the  people  of  Massachusetts,  or 
of  the  county  that  has  the  privilege  of 
being  represented  by  the  hon.  Member 
did  is  perfectly  immaterial  to  this  argu- 
ment. The  ratepayers  of  Middlesex 
paid  for  this  site  and  building,  and  in 
1877  the  prison  was  taken  from  them  by 
the  Government.  How  about  confisoa* 
tion  so  far  as  that  was  concerned  ?  At 
the  time  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Horsham  division  of  Sussex  said  it  was 
a  serious  matter  of  confiscation,  and  a 
number  of  hon.  Members  on  that  side 
of  the  House  strongly  denounced  what 
we  are  now  told  was  a  bargain  that  we 
agreed  to.  The  property  was  taken 
from  the  ratepayers  of  Middlesex  with* 
out  any  sort  of  compensation  whatever. 
[Ow«  o/"  No,  no."]  I  mean  compen- 
sation paid  down.  Of  course  there  was 
what  was  understood  to  be  an  equiva* 
lent,  namely,  the  maintenance  of  the 
prison.  But  there  is  not  an  hon.  or 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  will 
suggest  it  was  ever  anticipated  that 
Giause  34  of  the  Prisons  Act  would  apply 
to  the  case  which  has  arisen  in  Lonooiii 
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The  Home  Secretary  read  a  certain  por- 
tion of  the  clause  and  then  stopped.  He 
never  suggested  to  us  how  it  was  he  had 
not  carried  out  the  definite  provision  of 
the  clause  which  says  **  it  shall  be  sold." 
It  has  not  been  sold.  Suppose  it  had 
been  put  up  for  public  sale  what  would 
have  happened  ?  I  apprehend  some  one 
representing  Londoners  would  have  been 
willing  to  bid  for  it  and  to  turn  it  into 
an  open  space.  The  Home  Secretary 
was  correct  in  saying  he  was  a  trustee. 
That  was  distinctly  stated  by  Mr.  Selwin 
Ibbetson  on  the  Prisons  Bill;  he  said 
that  so  long  as  the  prison  continued  to 
be  used  as  such  so  long  would  it  remain 
in  the  name  of  the  Home  Secretary  as 
the  trustee  for  the  county.  Well,  that 
is  the  position,  and  I  really  do  not  see 
why  the  Home  Secretary  should  ask  the 
House  to  sanction  a  proceeding  which 
amounts  to  au  evasion  of  the  Act.  He 
has  not  told  us  how  it  is  the  Post  Office 
entered  into  possession  of  this  place  a 
couple  of  years  ago ;  on  what  possible 
legal  ground  did  they  do  that  ?  Is  this 
not  a  case  in  which  the  Government 
have  set  at  naught  the  Statutes  alto- 
gether and  have  disregarded  the  inte- 
rests of  the  people  ?  On  the  24th  of 
February,  1887,  the  Home  Secretary 
said — 

•*  Any  proposal  either  from  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  or  the  Vestry  for  the  retention 
of  the  site  of  Coldbath  Fields  Prison  as  an  open 
space  will  receive  my  careful  attention." 

Will  any  such  proposal  receive  his  care- 
ful attention  now  ?  I  suppose  it  will  be 
considered  that  matters  have  gone  too 
fur.  What  is  the  price  the  Post  Office 
have  paid  for  the  place  ?  Is  there  any 
price  to  be  paid  ?  A  transaction  of  this 
kind  ought  to  be  carried  out  in  strict  ac- 
cordance with  the  law.  As  a  matter  of 
fact  the  Post  Office  have  obtained  pos- 
session of  the  site  without  a  line  of  law 
to  support  them.  This  is  certainly  not 
a  case  in  which  the  Government  have 
any  right  to  talk  about  confiscation  and 
outrage.  I  hope  the  concessions  of 
Members  for  London  interested  in  the 
preservation  of  its  rights  and  open 
spaces  may  ultimately  succeed  in  bring- 
ing such  pressure  on  the  Government  as 
to  make  them  either  alter  the  Bill  or 
withdraw  it  altogether. 

Mb.  COOHEANE-BAILLIE  (St. 
Pancras,  North) :  I  imagine  we  are 
ail  disposed  to  say  that  all  proper 
regard  should  be  paid  to  the  feelings 
of  the  Local  Authorities  in  a  matter 

Mr.  Firth 


of  this  kind,  but  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North  Islington  has,  I  think, 
estimated  the  opinion  of  the  Vestry  at 
Clerkenwell  at  its  true  value.  He  hae 
shown  us  that  it  is  only  a  few  yean  ago 
the  Vestry  expressed  a  contrary  opinionr 
to  that  they  express  now ;  secondly,  that 
the  Vestry  of  Olerkenwell  are  not  of 
sufficient  importance  to  be  considered 
in  a  matter  which  deals  with  a  far 
larger  neighbourhood  than  that  of  the 
very  limited  district  of  one  the  Vestry 
presides,  and  also  that  the  Vestry  of 
Olerkenwell  are  not  a  body  directly  eon- 
cerned  in  this  matter,  and  that  ori^budly 
those  who  had  to  deal  with  this  questioo 
were  the  Magistrates  of  the  County  of 
Middlesex.  It  was  evident  from  what 
fell  from  the  Home  Secretary  that  the 
Post  Office  had  made  a  very  good  bar- 
gain  indeed.  The  last  statement  made 
was,  that  if  the  Post  Office  had  not  got 
this  site  they  would  have  had  to  pay 
£150,000  or  £200,000  for  some  other 
site,  and,  therefore,  the  Post  Office  were 
only  too  glad  to  obtain  this  site  on  snob 
advantageous  terms.  As  I  agree  that 
the  Post  Office  should  not  be  regarded 
as  a  mere  money  making  concern,  that 
after  proper  attention  has  been  paid  to 
its  immediate  affairs,  the  public  inter- 
ests in  other  matters  should  be  con- 
sidered, and,  more  particularly,  as  I 
understand  that  the  proposed  extensun 
is  solely  for  the  carrying  on  of  the 
Parcels  Post,  which  is,  in  the  opinion  of 
some,  altogether  extraneous  to  the  pro- 
per functions  of  the  Post  Office,  I  hope* 
we  shall  be  able  to  force  the  Gbrem- 
ment  to  accept  some  compromise  in  thia 
matter. 

«Ma.  PICKEKSGILL  (Bethnal  Greeny 
S.W.) :  I  hope  I  shall  be  able  to  oon- 
vince  my  hon.  Friends  on  this  side  of 
the  House  who  represent  country  oon^ 
stituencies  that  the  Hepresentatives  of 
London  are  by  no  means  so  unreasonai- 
ble  and  grasping  as  they  are  said  to  be.. 
The  Home  Secretary  appeals  to  the^ 
bargain  made  in  1877.  He  says  that  in 
1877  the  State  took  over  as  going  eon- 
oerus,  if  I  may  use  the  term,  the  priflons 
of  Middlesex,  subject  to  the  burden  that 
they  should  maintain  the  prisons  andl 
prisoners,  and  subject  also  to  tfaoe 
condition  that  if  any  of  the 
prisons  were  discontinued  they 
should,  upon  certain  terms,  revert  t^ 
their  original  owners.  The  rational  and 
logical  conclusion  of  the  Home  Sesv^ 
tary's  speech  was  that  the  GroTenuBeafe 
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should  insist  upon  the  carrying  out  of 
the  bargain  upon  which  thej  rely. 
That  is  exactly  what  the  Goyemment 
do  not  do.  They  come  to  the  House 
and  ask  us  to  revise  the  bar&^ain  which 
was  then  entered  into.  If  the  bargain 
is  to  be  re-opened  I  submit  there  are  cer- 
tain equitable  considerations  which  hare 
arisen  since  the  year  1877,  and  which 
may  well  be  taken  into  view.  The 
burden  which  the  State  undertook  in 
1877  has  been  by  no  means  so  onerous 
as  was  at  the  time  anticipated. 
In  1877  the  daily  average  of 
prisoners  to  be  maintained  was  over 
20,000,  whereas  last  year  it  was  only 
15,000.  Therefore,  the  State's  part  of 
the  bargain  has  been  one-fourth  lighter 
than  could  be  at  the  time  fairly  antici- 
pated. That  is  an  equitable  consideration 
which  applies,  I  admit,  not  to  the  Metro- 
polis only,  but  to  every  case  in  which  a 
prison  is  discontinued,  and  where  the 
Ijocal  Authority  puts  in  a  claim  for  the 
use  of  the  site  of  the  prison.  A  word, 
however,  in  reference  to  the  particular 
case  of  Clerkenwell  Prison.  The 
Home  Secretary  says  the  Act  of  1885 
has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
question.  But  the  Act  of  1 885  amounts  to 
a  declaration  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  that  day,  which  is  for  all  practi- 
cal purposes  the  present  Government, 
that  it  is  desirable  that  the  site  of  this 
prison  should  be  used  for  a  public 
metropolitan  purpose.   It  is  provided — 

"  That  the  Justices  of  Middlesex  may,  if  they 
think  fit,  sell  and  convey  the  prison  to  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  at  a  fair  market 
price." 

But  the  Justices  of  Middlesex  were 
not  at  the  time  any  more  than  now  the 
owners  of  the  site.  The  State  was  the 
owner  of  it,  and,  therefore,  if  the  pre- 
sent contention  of  the  Gt>vemment  is 
true,  when  with  a  great  flourish  of 
trumpets  they  put  forward  the  Bill  of 
1885  to  facilitate  the  Housing  of  the 
Working  Classes,  they  must  have  known 
this  site  could  not  be  secured  for  that 

Surpose  except  at  a  price  which  was 
ouble  its  commercial  value.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  in  any  candid  mind 
that  the  intention  of  the  Government  at 
the  time  was  not  to  insist  upon  the 
statutory  price  then  which  now  they 
insist  upon.  Since  then  the  Post  Office 
has  put  in  a  claim  for  this  site,  and  if 
the  Post  Office  had  not  done  so,  I 
believe  the  Government  would  have 
been  willing  to  do  now  what  I  sabmlt 


they  were  ready  to  do  in  1885.  We 
are  really  reduced  to  the  position  which 
my  hon.  Friend  stated  a  little  while 
ago,  namely — that  the  Post  Office,  &> 
large  money- earning  institution,  is  to- 
have  the  advantage,^ and  the  people  of 
London  are  to  go  to  the  wall.  May  I 
contrast  the  action  of  the  Government  iir 
this  matter  with  what  it  is  believed  very 
generally  out  of  doors  is  intended  to  be 
their  action  with  reference  to  Newgate. 
It  is  commonly  believed  that  the 
Government  are  entertaining  the  idea 
of  handing  over  the  site  of  Newgate  to 
the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  Londott^ 
upon  condition  that  the  City  will 
erect  upon  a  portion  of  the  site  a 
new  Criminal  Court.  What  is  the* 
difference  in  principle  between  handing 
over  the  site  of  Newgate  to  the  Corpora- 
tion upon  such  terms  and  handing  over 
the  site  of  Clerkenwell  prison  for  an. 
open  space  for  the  people  r  I  hope  the 
Government  will  assent  not  only  to  the- 
appeal  which  is  made  to  them  from  thia 
side  of  the   House,    but  to  the  great 

Eressure  which  has  been  put  upon  themi 
y  their  own  supporters,  and  will  not 
only  do  a  gracious  act,  but  an  act  which 
will  very  materially  contribute  to  the 
health  of  the  Metropolis. 

General  GOLDSWORTHY  (Ham- 
mersmith): I  should  like  to  give  the 
reasons  why  I  intend  to  support  the 
Amendment.  After  hearing  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Finsburj 
the  other  night,  I  went  down  to  the 
neighbourhood  of  this  prison.  I  looked 
about  for  open  spaces.  I  found  a  great 
number  of  industrial  dwellings,  seven 
storeys  high,  built  or  in  process  of  con- 
struction, but  the  open  spaces  were  verj 
few.  I  noticed  two  small  squares,  vat 
the  case  of  one  of  which  there  wae^ 
written  up— "This  not  a  playground.'^ 
The  Board  School  playgrounds  were 
locked  up  —  it  was  Saturday  —  and 
indeed  there  was  no  place  whatever 
where  the  children  of  the  neighbour- 
hood could  play.  I  consider  it  the  duty 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  do 
what  they  can  to  help  the  people  in  that 
locality ;  certainly  they  ought  not  to 
step  in  and  prevent  the  site  in  question 
being  turned  into  an  open  space.  The 
provision  of  proper  means  for  the  recre* 
ation  of  the  people  is  an  important^ 
matter  from  a  military  point  oi  view*. 
In  1883  only  396  per  1,000  of  our  re- 
cruits  were  rejected,  whereas  in  1887 
the  number  had  risen  to  456.    I  attri» 
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I  ii  :>>:  I'xik  ^pca  ihss  Act,  or  nttar 
'A  tLfr  crrec^duxxise  axtcsdAnt  iqMn  A$ 
v^zAif^f^yL  MZid  maepdaa  of  that  Act. 

r  greas  ikToar.  Vie  Act 
cnigizAuA  in  the  exdtement  whidh  wai 
pronvted  by  an  ardde  in  a  senaaliiiiil 
nevspap^r,  and  by  riral  artieles  ^ndi 
vere  written  by  the  rifrht  hon.  Oenfle- 
man  the  Member  for  West  Birmingfaim 
and  the  present  Prime  Minister.  JBiflh 
wrote  an  article  in  a  review  in  oonne^ 
tion  with  this  outcry,  and  the  Boytl 
Commission,  who  were  looking  abont  ibr 
some  means  of  solving  the  proUsm, 
were  struck  with  the  happy  thondit 
that,  at  all  events,  there  were  some  aitn 
in  London  which  might  poambly  be 
appropriated  for  the  relief  of  oongostad 
districts,  and  their  Report  was  jputly 
embodied  in  an  Act  passed  immediatelj 
before  an  appeal  was  made  to  the  oonntij 
in  1885.  1  think  we  should  be  jostifiea 
in  looking  upon  that  Act  with  extreme 
jealousy,  but  I  am  glad  to  say  a  provisioii 
was  inserted  in  flie  Act  of  sofficieiit 
strength  and  vigour  to  bar  any  sooh 
protousions  as  this  on  the  part  of  the 
Metropolitan  Members ;  that  the  Metro- 

}>oli8  should  only  acquire  sites  at  a 
iiir  market  price.  If  the  LondoB 
(\)iiuty  Council  is  disposed  or  wsi 
dtspoAod  to  give  a  fair  market 
prioo  for  this  Clerkenwell  site— 
Aud  I  look  on  a  fair  market  price 
as  that  which  it  would  fetch  in  the  open 
lunrkot — they  had  the  right  to  daim  it; 
hut  thoy  did  nothing  of  the  kind.  Thej 
p\it  forvarii  a  sort  of  claim  upon  the 
T^vmmondation  of  the  Oommissioii 
thAt  tho  working  classes  of  London 
should  Iv^  rsli^r<\i  at  the  expense  of  llie 
ImjHxriAl  taxpavM^.     They  did  nol 


iho;r  c«A:n\  of  r^n^-emption  at  a  ftir 
u\ArVot  priv^A.  ar.a  I  do  hope  tho  House 
>s  1^4  ro^;;^t  a>4^^rh«r  most  strsniaoulj, 
ntoM  )vor^*»iArt!T.  claims  of  diis  kmo. 
\»  1  m:«\  At  th^  <v^nm«Bi>MMBt  of  mj 
t^wiAri^  i>i*>  t^^piTMMtttaiaTWi  of 
sxv  %^T<r^'.  t>Mt  :t  i»  iMvablo  to 
ih)»  «^)m  ofiR   b«!ha2f   of 
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into  a  cession  or  partial  cession  of  this 
claim  at  the  expense  of  the  country  at 
large.    I  remember  when  the  Bill  was 
in  progress  my  right  hon.  Friend  imme* 
diately  behind  me  was  full  of  extreme 
jealousy  of  this  provision.      I  shared 
that  jealousy,  and  did  what  I  could  at 
that  time  to  insert  some  safeguard,  and 
I  think  that  in  the  outcome  of  the  Bill 
there  was  a  sufficient  safeguard  in  this 
provision.    But  do  not  let  us  weaken  it 
any  further,  let    us  abide  by  it  as  it 
is.    We  put  into  that  Act  a  provision, 
rather  a  curious  thing  to  put  into  an 
Act  of  Parliament,  that  the  Metropolis 
might  have  pre-emption  at  a  fair  market 
price;    but    the    Metropolis  does    not 
make  that  offer ;  they  want  the  land  at 
a  great    reduction    from    the    market 
price.    The  Metropolis  never  took  steps 
to  acquire  the  site  at  the  market  price, 
and  aJl  the  rest  that  has  been  said  and 
done  does  not  touch  in  the  slightest 
degree  what  is  the  essential  point  to  be 
considered,  which  is,  shall  tne  country 
make  any  sacrifice  to  accommodate  what 
are  the  natural  f eelines  of  representa- 
tives of  London?     I,  at    all  events, 
shall  heartily  support  the  G-ovemment 
in  this  matter. 

*MB.LAWSON(St.Pancras,  W.) :  I  am 
sorry  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  spoken  has  thought  it 
necessary  to  insinuate  that  the  Metro- 
politan Members  are  acting  together 
from  the  lowest  motives  of  Party  politics. 
The  Home  Secretary,  with  dramatic  em- 
phasis, said  that  in  Birmingham  they 
never  saw  the  light  of  the  sun. 
Well,  we  are  not  prepared  to  say  that 
that  is  the  normal  state  of  our  existence. 
But  at  the  same  time  we  do  believe 
that  the  provision  of  open  spaces  for 
reasonable  recreation  and  exercise  easily 
accessible  are  essential  to  the  health  and 
happiness  of  our  overcrowded  popula- 
tion. The  opinion  of  the  London 
County  Council  on  this  point  has  been 
well  expressed  by  the  Petition  of  the 
Vestry  of  Cler>enwell  to  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  in  1887,  in 
which  the  folio  wing  facts  are  set  out : — 

"The  parish  of  Clerkenwell,  containing 
nearly  70,000  inhabitants,  consists  of  380  acres, 
showing  an  average  of  about  785  per  acre, 
whilst  in  St.  George's,  Hanover  Square,  the 
population  per  acre  is  about  85,  or  Paddington 
91,  Kensington  74,  Hampstead  20,  and  Hack- 
ney 47. 

*'  That  Clerkenwell  is  therefore^  and  from 
its  fitnation  must  always  continue  to  be,  a 
densely  populated  parish,  and  is  sonronnded  by 


other  crowded  parishes,  for  instance,  St  Luke's* 
Holbom,  and  St.  Pancras. 

"  That  there  are  at  the  present  time  a  great 
number  of  model  dwellings  in  the  pariah  con- 
taining over  1,200  tenements,  providing  accom-^ 
modation  for  a  population  of  between  6,000  and. 
r,000,^  with  no  provision  for  open  playgrounds 
for  children  except  in  the  Peabody  Buildings. 

*'  That  other  purts  of  London  have  their  open 
spaces,  whilst  the  crowded  district  of  Clerken* 
well  is  absolutely  without  any  such  open  space, 
beyond  the  several  ordinary  squares  in  the- 
puish,  and  the  inhabitants  have  a  long  way  to 
go  to  reach  an  open  space  such  as  most  other 
parts  of  the  Metropolis  enjoy." 

We    hold    that    on   this    subject    the 
Metropolis  should  be  treated  as  a  whole. 
I  may  point  out  to  the   Chairman  or 
Oomoiittees  that  we  have  never  had  a 
chance  of  purchasing  this  land  at  a  fair^ 
price  for  an  open  space.    I  believe  a 
large  section  of  the   London   Oounty^ 
Council  would  make  an  effort  to  give  a 
fair  market  price  for  the  land,  but  all  I 
wish  to  point  out  is  that  they  have  never 
had  the  opportunity.    As  a  matter  of 
fact,  it  was  offered  to  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  for  other  purposes,  and 
at  a  price  that  is  admitted  by  the  Home 
Secretary  and  the  Postmaster  General  to- 
be  utterly  ridiculous,    having    regard 
to  the  commercial  value  of  land — £120 
per  acre.    I  have  been  looking  through 
the    Debate     on    the  Prison    Act    of 
1887,  and  I  observe  that  Lord  Cross 
remarked  that  Local  Authorities  in  hav- 
ing power  to  repurchase  at  £120  per 
cell  must  take  the  rough  with  the  smooth. 
It   is    peculiarly    unfortunate  that   in 
London   there  is  nothing   but  rough, 
and  so  the  arrangement  presses  very 
unjustly  upon    us.      The    right    hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Courtney)  said  that  the 
nation  relieved  the  Metropolis  from  a 
trust,  but  it  really  relieved  the  Metro- 
polis only  of  a  property.    The  trust  was 
fulBUed  for   a  very  short  time — from 
1877  until   IS85.      This  is  a  piece  of 
sharp  practice  of  which  the  inhabitants 
of  London  are  the  victims,  more  worthy 
of    a     pettifogging      attorney      than 
of    Her     Majesty's    Government.      I 
know      it     is    said    that    a    Govern- 
ment Department  will  do  anything,  but 
I  should  have  thought  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would   have   shown  more 
consideration  to  the  inhabitants  of  Lon- 
don in  this  respect,  considering  that  the 
Bill  is  one  of  indemnity  to  them  for 
certain  illegal  transactions  in  which  they 
have  engaged.  The  Home  Secretary  has 
himself  admitted  that  an  astute  lawyer 
might  find  out  that  the  Government  nad 
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no  title,  and  I  gathered  that  that  is  his 
own  opinion.  I  know  that  in  August, 
1887,  Parliament  sanctioned  the  outlay 
of  £14,000,  but  Parliament  never 
gave  any  sanction,  in  any  form,  to  the 
proposal  that  the  Post  Office  should  take 
this  site.  Eeally,  the  Postmaster  General 
tried  to  anticipate  the  decision  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  now  thinks  he  can  turn  round 
and  appeal  to  the  House  on  account 
the  great  business  of  the  Post 
Office.  Of  course  we  all  appreciate 
the  administrative  ability  displayed  by 
that  Department,  but  that  has  really 
nothing  to  do  with  the  discussion.  Has 
<jompulsory  powers  to  go  anywhere 
for  premises  ?  We  only  now  ask 
that  if  the  Government  are  not  pre- 
pared to  admit  that  the  Metropolis 
has  been  treated  with  unfairness,  at 
least  they  should  revert  to  the  posi- 
tion they  occupied  in  1885,  and  which  the 
Home  Secretary  seemed  to  hold  in  1887, 
when  he  said  he  would  consider  whether 
it  would  not  be  possible  to  offer  facilities 
for  the  provision  of  an  open  space  on  the 
site.  At  least  the  County  Council  should 
have  the  chance  of  competing  with  any 
other  purchaser  in  the  open  market,  in 
order  that  they  may  devote  the  land 
to  Metropolitan  purposes.  Are  the 
Government  still  prepared  to  resist 
this  claim  ?  They  assume  that  we 
ask  this  as  a  free  gift  or  as  a  matter 
of  charity;  but  all  we  do  is  to  base 
our  claim  upon  the  language  of  the 
Prisons  Act.  I  may  point  out  that 
Members  for  London  are  practically 
unanimous.  [Oim  of  **  No !  '*]  Well, 
then,  I  will  say  almost  unanimous ;  the 
Press  of  London  is  unanimous ;  and  the 
County  Council  have  unanimously  peti- 
tioned against  the  Bill,  and  in  favour  of 
devoting  this  site  to  the  purpose  of  an 
open  space.  It  should  be  recollected, 
when  hon.  Gentlemen  talk  of  this 
being  an  Imperial  asset,  that  two 
years  ago,  when  the  Government 
had  to  deal  with  the  two  Eoyal 
Parks  of  Battersea  and  Victoria,  they 
might  equally  have  been  considered  as 
Imperial  assets ;  but  they  did  not  then 
ask  London  to  pay  the  full  market 
price.  An  hon.  Friend  suggests  to  me 
that  they  might  equally  have  claimed 
tojset  up  Post  Office  buildings  in  Batter- 
sea  and  Victoria  Parks,  but  they  did 
not  do  anything  of  the  kind.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  are  both  Metropolitan 
Members,  and  I  appeid  to  them  particu- 
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larly,  and  I  ask  them,  on  behalf  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  Metropolis,  if  some 
measure  of  justice  oould  not  be  dealt 
out  to  us.  We  do  not  ask  for  anything 
more ;  we  do  not  ask  for  charity,  but  for 
equity,  in  the  treatment  of  London  in 
regard  to  this  matter. 

The  SEOEETARY  to  thk  TBEA- 
8URY  (Mr.  Jaokson,  Leeds,  N.): 
There  are  a  few  words  I  should  like  to 
say  on  this  matter,  and  before  I  proceed 
to  say  them,  I  should  like  to  correct  one 
or  two  misapprehensions  that,  from  the 
statements  we  have  heard,  appear  to  be 
entertained.  The  House  has  almost 
been  led  to  believe  that  the  Gtivemment 
before  dealing  with  this  property  did 
not  afford  the  Local  Authority  the  op- 
portunity of  purchasing  it.  The  hon. 
Member  for  St.  Pancras  (Mr.  Lawson) 
has  told  the  House  that  the  Oonnty 
Council  are  anxious  to  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  acquiring  the  property,  but 
that  they  never  had  had  the  oppor- 
tunity. Now  the  hon.  Member  mows 
perfectly  well  that  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  to  which  the  London 
County  Council  is  the  successor  was 
given  the  opportunity  of  offering  for  this 
site,  but  declined  it. 
«Mr.  lawson  :  At  the  rate  of  £liO 
per  cell  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  The  Board  of  Works 
had  the  opportunity ;  and  I  may  point 
out  that  the  Board  of  Works  made  no 
counter  offer,  they  declined  altogether 
to  purchase  the  land  either  for  Artisans' 
Dwellings  or  for  an  Open  Space.  It  is 
not  fair,  therefore,  to  lead  the  House 
to  believe  that  in  this  matter  the  Go- 
vernment acted  precipitately  or  without 
giving  the  fullest  opportunity  to  the 
Local  Authorities,  and  particularly  to 
the  Middlesex  Justices  to  acquire  this 
property  if  they  desired  to  do  so,  for 
any  public  purpose.  But  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber comes  forward  now  with  this  de- 
mand, when  he  knows  and  the  House 
knows  that  the  Government  have  spent 
upon  this  property  a  good  deal  of  money, 
which  must,  if  this  land  is  now  devoted 
to  other  purposes,  be  wasted  and  thrown 
away.  It  appears  to  me  it  is  rather 
too  late  for  hon.  Members  to  come  for- 
ward and  make  this  claim  now  that  some 
£40,000  or  £50,000  of  the  taxpayers' 
money  has  been  expended,  and  simply 
because  somebody  is  seeking  to  do  some- 
thing, that  opportunity  was  offered  for 
doing  before,  but  declined.  The 
House   knows  perfectly  well  that  the 
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Oovemment  before  entering  upon  the 
utiliBation  of  this  site  at  all,  came  to  the 
House  and  asked  for  a  Vote  of  money  in 
the  Estimates  to  convert  this  prison  site 
to  its  present  purpose.  The  House  was 
•completely  informed  as  to  the  Q-overn- 
ment's  intention,  and  how  they  were  go- 
ing to  deal  with  this  land,  and  if  the  House 
liad  had  a  desire  to  stop  the  utilisation 
of  the  land  for  the  purpose  proposed, 
there  was  full  opportunity  for  doing  so. 
But  not  only  did  the  House  not  do  so, 
1)ut  the  House  expressed  approval  of 
the  Government's  intention.  I  remember 
how,  from  both  sides  of  the  House,  the 
Government  were  applauded  for  the 
transaction  they  were  entering  into, 
and  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
TValworth  (Mr.  Isaacson)  was  one  of 
the  Members  who  complimented  the 
Government  on  their  action,  and  the 
admirable  manner  in  which  they  were 
dealing  with  the  property,  and  my  hon. 
Friend  pointed  out  with  great  force  that 
if  the  Oovemment  had  been  obliged  to 
purchase  in  some  other  part  of  London 
they  would  have  had  to  pay  twice  the 
amount  that  this  site  cost.  So  I  really  do 
not  understand  how  it  is  my  hon.  Friend 
deserts  the  Government  now  when 
formerly  he  applauded  our  action.  In 
addition  to  wnat  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Home  Secretary  has  said  about  the 
way  in  which  the  State  acquired  this  pro- 
perty, and  the  consideration  it  gave  for 
it,  I  would  emphasise  what  has  been 
said  by  the  Chairman  of  Committees  by 
pointing  out  that  the  taxpayers  took 
over  a  burden  which,  as  regards  Middle- 
sex, represented  an  annual  charge  at 
that  time  of  £65,000.  Now  I  ask  the 
hon.  Member  for  St.  Pancras,  who  takes 
a  great  interest  in  this  subject,  what 
would  be  the  capitalised  value  of 
£65,000  a  year,  of  which  the  Middlesex 
ratepayers  were  relieved  at  that  time  ? 
If  he  will  put  the  capitalised  value  of 
this  against  the  value  of  the  property 
the  Government  got,  he  will  find  the 
Government  paid  amply  for  what  they 
got.  The  hon.  Member  talks  about  the 
rough  and  the  smooth 

♦Mr.  LAWSON:   I    quoted  an    ex- 
pression used  by  Lord  Cross. 

Mr.  JACKSON :  Yes ;  but  the  hon. 
Gentleman  quoted  it  with  approval, 
and  went  on  to  say  that  the  metropolis 
could  only  get  the  rough.  Well,  the 
fact  is,  that  the  Middlesex  ratepayers 
have  taken  the   smooth  and  left  the 


rough  to  the  Government.  There  were 
three  prison  sites,  Clerkenwell,  Cold** 
bath  Fields,  and  Westminster.  Now  the 
Westminster  prison  when  it  was  closed 
was  offered  to  the  Middlesex  Justices, 
and  the  Middlesex  Justices  saw  that 
the  fixed  rate  of  £120  per  cell,  though 
a  high  price,  did  not  represent  the  value 
of  the  site,  and  consequently  the  Middle- 
sex Justices,  in  the  exercise  of  their 
option,  bought  the  site — giving  £68,000 
for  it.  And  I  understand  upon  good 
authority  that  it  was  a  very  good 
transaction,  and  that  the  land  was 
subsequently  sold  for  something  like 
£120,000.  At  any  rate,  I  know  that 
the  Postmaster  General  came  to  the 
Treasury  a  short  tiuiO  ago  with  a  demand 
for  £30,000  for  a  very  small  part  of  the 
site  of  what  used  to  be  Tothill  Fields 
Prison;  therefore  I  say  it  is  not  the 
Government  who  have  refused  to  take 
the  rough  with  the  smooth — the  Middle- 
sex ratepayers  have  got  the  benefit  of 
the  smooth,  leaving  the  Government 
with  the  rough.  Now,  I  am  not  going 
into  the  general  question  at  any  leng^. 
The  position  is  this :  it  has  been  abun- 
dantly proved  that  the  Government  are 
Trustees  in  possession  of  this  property 
on  behalf  of  the  taxpayers  of  the 
country,  and  to  ask  the  Government  to 
give  this  property  for  the  purpose  of 
local  experiments  in  London  is  prac- 
tically equivalent  to  asking  the  Govern- 
ment to  come  down  to  the  House  and 
ask  for  a  Vote  for  £185,000  for  Metro- 
politan purposes.  It  is  only  a  short 
time  ago  since  the  Government  of 
the  day  were  beaten  in  an  attack  led 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  on  the  question  of 
local  parks,  which,  it  was  held,  ought 
to  be  maintained  at  the  cost  of  the  local 
ratepayers.  The  consequence  was  that 
the  Government  brought  in  a  Bill  to 
give  effect  to  the  decision  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  to  throw  the  charge 
of  Battersea  and  Victoria  Parks  on  the 
Metropolitan  ratepayers.  But  the  hon. 
Member  for  St.  Pancras  says  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  then  charge  London 
with  the  capital  value  of  the  Parks, 
and  I  understand  him  to  say  that,  as 
the  charge  is  not  justified  in  the  one 
case,  so  it  is  not  in  the  other. 
♦Mr.  LAWSON :  I  was  pointing  it  out 
as  a  precedent.  We  are  quite  willing  to 
maintain  the  charge  if  the  land  were 
handed  over  in  the  one  case  as  in  the 
other. 
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Mb.  JACKSON :  The  House  of  Oom- 
mona  a  short  time  ago  expressed  an 
opinion  on  the  general  principle  and  the 
general  policy  to  be  followed,  and  I  do 
not  believe  for  a  moment  that  the  House 
of  Commons  has  changed  the  opinion 
expressed  on  that  occasion.  I  should 
be  extremely  surprised  if  it  were  so.  I 
can  understand  hon.  Members'  desire  to 
get  the  benefit  for  their  constituents, 
and  it  would  no  doubt  be  a  vei^  good 
thing  to  get  this,  but  I  would  ask  them 
to  look  a  little  beyond  their  own  con- 
stituencies and  to  take  a  broader  view. 
There  is  a  great  principle  involved,  a 
great  principle  at  stake,  and  I  say  it  is 
the  duty  of  Metropolitan  Members,  if  I 
may  venture  to  use  the  phrase,  to  look 
not  only  at  the  interests  of  their  con- 
stituents but  to  look  beyond  and  consider 
how  the  principle  may  be  applied 
against  them  on  some  future  occasion. 
Let  them  hold  fast  to  what  is  a  sound 

Principle  in  dealing  with  such  property, 
should  like  to  quote  the  opinion,  which 
is  on  record,  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Stockton  (Sir  Horace 
Davey),  in  a  discussion  in  this  House, 
and  curiously  enough  in  reference  to 
this  very  prison  site.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  said  he  hoped  the 
Qovernment  would  persist  in  the  con- 
tention that  they  could  not  deal  with 
State  property  or  public  property  in  this 
manner — meaning  by  giving  it  away  or 
selling  it  at  less  than  the  full  value — 
without  injustice  to  the  great  body  of 
taxpayers.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman  objected  to  this  clause  in  the 
Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  Act,  to 
which  reference  has  been  made,  and  he 
contended  that  the  Government  had  no 
right  to  appropriate  the  property  of  the 
nation  to  the  benefit  of  the  people  of 
London  or  of  any  other  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  Prisons  are  being 
closed  in  various  parts  of  the  kingdom, 
and  it  is  the  bounden  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  make  the  best  use  of  the  sites, 
and  get  the  best  price  for  them  they  can. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bethnal  Ghreen 
(Mr.  Pickersgill)  has  quoted  with  ap- 
proval, with  which  I  entirely  sympa- 
thise, statistics  showing  the  reduction 
in  the  rates  of  the  prison  population, 
and  I  think  he  rather  soueht  to  arg^e 
from  that  that  the  Local  Authorities 
have  not  benefited  in  this  case  to  the 
extent  which  has  been  represented,  inas- 
much as  the  burden  to-day  received  has 
been  less  than  at  the  time  the  prisons 


were  taken  over.  There  are  three  prin- 
cipal causes  for  *our  being  able  to  close- 
these  prisons.  One  is  a  slight  diminu- 
tion in  the  general  prison  population. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL:  Twenty-fiTO^ 
per  cent. 

Mb.  JACKSON:  Yes,  I  know,  Bir^ 
but  the  hon.  Member  in  making  his  cal- 
culation takes  into  account  the  oonviot 
population,  and  the  main  reason  why 
the  so-called  local  prisons  have  been 
closed  is  that  there  has  been  a  very  large- 
diminution  in  the  long-sentence  pri- 
soners, and  we  have  been  enabled  to* 
utilise  prisons  which  were  formerly  con- 
vict prisons  only  for  short- sentence- 
prisoners  as  well.  Another  reason  is 
that  in  the  neighbourhood  of  London 
the  Government  have  built  a  gaol  with 
2,400  cells,  at  a  cost  of  £300,000,  whioh 
accommodates  both  long- sentence  and 
short-term  prisoners.  Outside,  there- 
fore, of  the  diminution  of  long-sentence 
prisoners,  the  additional  accommodation 
provided  has  enabled  numerous  local 
prisons  to  be  closed.  I  would  venture- 
to  point  out  that  if  the  House  agrees  to 
the  Second  Beading  of  this  Bill  it  wilt 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  and 
Metropolitan  Members  will  be  able  ta 
make  any  representations  they  desire  ta 
that  Committee.  I  think  that  is  in 
itself  sufficient  justification  for  asking- 
the  House  to  read  the  Bill  a  second 
time.  I  can  assure  the  House  that  the 
Government  have  as  much  desire  aa 
hon.  Members  to  provide  open  spaoea 
for  the  benefit  of  the  artisans 
and  toilers,  not  only  in  the  Metro- 
polis, but  in  the  crowded  towns  of 
the  North.  In  my  own  constituenojr  of 
Leeds  I  could  find  many  districts  which 
would  compare  unfavourably  with 
Clerkenwell.  I  trust  the  House  will 
believe  that  the  Government  haye  dealt 
with  this  matter  solely  and  simply  in  the 
interest  of  the  taxpayers.  At  the  tima 
this  arrangement  was  made  there  was 
no  competition  for  the  site,  and  it  was- 
impossible  to  sell  it  for  a  price  considered 
to  be  adequate,  and  the  Government  are 
convinced  that  in  what  they  have  done 
they  have  not  only  acted  wisely,  but  that 
the  transaction  is  an  extremely  economi-. 
cal  one  in  the  interest  of  the  taxpayers. 

Mr.  E.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Islmgton, 
W.) :  It  is  always  a  pleasure  to  listen  to- 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury.  He  is  always  so  rea- 
sonable, so  fair,  and  so  courteous  to- 
those  who  differ  from  him,  that  at  alL 
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erenta  we  can  always  agree  to  differ.    I 
regret  that  the  right  non.  Oentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  in  the  course  of  his 
rather  extraordinary  speech  should  have 
thought  fit  to  launch  against  those  who 
object  to  this  Bill  accpsations  of  spolia 
tion,  and  to  say  that  they  are  really  in 
favour  of  the  infraction  of  the  law.    His 
charges  were  chiefly  made  against  the 
Metropolitan  Members,  the  majority  of 
whom  are  supporters  of  the  Oovem- 
ment.   His  speech  was  filled  with  sneers 
at  the    philanthropic    and    benevolent 
ideas  of  those  who  believe  it  to  be  for 
the  benefit  of  the  population  that  open 
spaces  should  be  maintained  in  London, 
and  he  wound  up  with  an  extraordinary 
mis-statement.     He  said  this  site  was 
worth  £186,000,  and  he  repeated  several 
times  over  that  it  was  that    sum    of 
which  it  was  proposed  to  rob  the  tax- 
payers,   whereas  one  of  his  colleagues 
admitted  that  the  value  of  the  site  was 
something  like  half  that.     With  regard 
to  the  terms  of  the  acquisition  of  the 
prison  site  by  the  Government,  I  think 
there  is  some  misapprehension.     I  am 
in  a  position  to  speak  tolerably  accu- 
rately about  it,  because  whilst  I  have 
read  up  the  Debates  in  this  House,  I 
was  at  the  time  Chairman  of  the  Finan- 
cial Oommittee  in  Birmingham,  and  was 
watching  the  Measure   to  see  what  it 
would  do  for  Birmingham,  which  pos- 
sessed a  prison  of  its  own.     In  the  De- 
bates in  the  House  and  in  the  country 
on  the  subject  the  sole  question  taken 
into  consideration  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment took  upon  itself  the  burden  of 
maintaining    the    local    prisons.     The 
Ooonty  Members  objected,  not  because 
of  the  sites,  but  because  of  the  centrali- 
sation proposed.     It  was  never  contem- 
plated at  that  time  that  the  Local  Prisons 
were  going  to  be  abandoned,  and  that 
the  Government  would  come  in  for  the 
valuable  inheritance  of  the  sites.     It  is 
said  there  is  a  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
Metropolitan  Members  to  obtain  undue 
aid  from  the  taxpayers  in  relief  of  the 
burdens  of  the  London  ratepayers.     I 
entirely  repudiate  that  idea.     I  cheer- 
fully supported  the  Government  in  the 
idea  that  London  should  bear  the  ex- 
pense of  its  own  parks.     I  think,  how- 
ever, that  these  prison  sites  have  been 
paid  for  by  the  ratepayers,  and  if  they 
are  no  longer  required  for  the  purpose 
for  which  they  were  acquired,  the  tax- 
payers have  no  property  in  them.     It  is 


not  a  question  of  London  alone.  The 
same  principle  applies  to  Manchester 
and  Sheffield,  and  any  other  town. 
Although  technically  and  legally  no 
doubt  me  Government  are  in  the  right, 
the  sites  themselves  were  no  part  of  the 
consideration  in  the  arrangement  that 
was  made,  and  I  say  that  as  the  prisons 
are  no  longer  required,  the  sites  ou^ht 
to  revert  to  the  locidities,  when  the 
localities  are  so  much  in  need  of  them 
as  in  the  present  case.  It  seems  a  little 
hard  that  we  should  be  told  that  it  is 
impossible  for  the  Government  to  restore 
this  site  to  the  ratepayers  of  the  Metro- 
polis because  it  would  be  illegal,  and 
yet  they  come  to  the  House  with  this 
Bill  in  order  to  indemnify  themselves 
against  the  illegality  of  building  on  a 
site  to  which  they  have  no  right.  Of 
course  it  is  only  done  in  the  interests  of 
the  public  service,  but  I  think  that  if 
they  had  the  desire  which,  their  Ohief, 
Lord  Salisbury,  has  over  and  over  asain 
expressed,  to  do  something  to  reheve 
the  hard  lot  of  the  dwellers  in  towns, 
they  would  have  put  forward  a  Bill  of  a 
different  kind  in  order  to  maintain  this 
land  as  an  open  space  for  London. 

Mr.  RADOLIFFE  COOKE  (New- 
ington,  W.) :  The  conciliatory  speech  of 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  shows 
that  the  Government  have  not  been  in- 
sensible to  the  almost  universal  expres- 
sion of  opinion  on  both  sides  of  the 
House.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
in  the  Estimates  two  years  ago  the 
appropriation  of  this  site  by  the  Post 
Office  was  considered  and  approved  by 
the  House.  Surely  that  could  hardly 
be  the  case-;  surely  the  situation  as  laid 
before  us  to-night  could  hardly  have 
been  laid  before  the  House  then,  or  it 
would  not  have  been  necessary  to  come 
before  the  House  with  this  Bill  of  in- 
demnity, as  it  has  been  called.  No 
doubt  die  situation  is  a  rather  awkward 
one.  The  Post  Office  have  been  put  in 
possession  of  this  site,  and  have  already 
spent  some  thousands  of  pounds  on  it, 
and  begun  to  erect  a  building,  although 
the  title  to  the  land  is  so  doubtful  that 
an  Act  has  to  be  passed  to  ensure  it  to 
them.  I  am  informed  that  by  no  means 
the  whole  of  the  site  is  to  be  occupied 
with  buildings.  If,  therefore,  the 
speech  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
means  that  something  may  result  £rom 
the  reference  to  the  Select  Oommittee, 
and  that  the  scheme  may  be  so  altered 
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MARRIAGES  (BASUTOLAND,  &o.)    BILL 
[LORDS].     (No.  352.) 

Ooneidered  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Olause  1. 

Oommittee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  to-morrow. 

WINDWARD  ISLANDS  APPEAL  COURT 
BILL  [LORDS].     (No.  353.) 

Bead  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday. 

INTERMEDIATE  EDUCATION 
(WALES)  BILL.    (No.  349.) 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  r29th 
July]  on  Oonsideration  of  Bill,  as 
amended. 

And  which  Amendment  was,  in 
Olause  18,  page  7,  line  35,  after  the 
word  ''higher,"  to  insert  the  words 
«*  or  other."— (iStr  miliam  Hart  Dyke,) 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That 
those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Debate  resumed. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

SETTLED  LAND  ACTS    AMENDMENT 
BILL.    (No.  275.) 

Oonsidered  in  Oommittee,  and  re- 
ported ;  as  amended,  considered. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

COTTON  CLOTH  FACTORIES  BILL. 

(No.  294.) 

Bead  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday. 

STEAM  BOILERS  INSURANCE  BILL. 

(No.  60.) 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

TRUST  COMPANIES  BILL  [LORDS]. 

(No.  346.) 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 


IRISH    SOCIETY    AND    CITY    COM- 
PANIES SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Adjourned  Debate  on  the  If  otion  for 
the  discharge  of  Mx,  J.  Morley  from  this 
Oommittee. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  The 
Government  have  kept  this  notioe  on 
the  Paper  for  a  week  after  five  Members 
of  the  Oommittee  have  seceded  from  it 
and  formally  separated  themselTes  from 
it.  I  now  find  that  the  renmant  of  the 
Oommittee  who  have  continued  to  sit 
after  the  withdrawal  of  hon.  Members 
on  this  side  have  now  performed  the 
*' happy  despatch."  They  have  in« 
structed  their  Ohairman  to  report  to  the 
House  on  the  evidence  which  they  have 
furtively  taken ;  and  as  this  evidenee  is 
of  no  value,  the  question  is  entirely  un- 
affected, and  remains  to  be  dealt  with  by 
a  new  Oommittee.  When  the  new 
Oommittee  comes  to  be  appointed,  eaxe 
will  have  to  be  taken  that  the  inquiry  is 
begun  anew. 

Order  postponed. 

MOTIONS. 


CHARITABLE  TRUSTS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Rathbone,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Charitable  Traats,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Bathbone,  Sir  John 
Eennaway,  Mr.  Thomas  ElUa,  Visooont 
Wolmer,  Mr.  Cozens- Hardy,  Mr.  Bioluurd 
Power,  Mr.  Howorth,  and  Mr.  Bryce. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  859.] 

REGXTLATION   OF  RAILWAYS   (KO.  2). 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beaoh,  Bill 
to  amend  the  Regulation  of  Bailways  Aote,  mad 
for  other  purposes,  ordered  to  be  bronglit  in  by 
Sir  Michael  Uicks  Beach  and  Baron  Hieiiiy  de 
Worms. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BQl  860.] 

TRUST  FUNDS  INVESTMENT  BILL. 

(No.  280.) 

Lords  Amendments  to  be  considered 
upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed.  fBill 
361.] 

FACTORS  ACTS  CONSOLIDATION  BILL. 

(No.  80.) 

Order  [27th  May]  that  the  Bill  h% 
committed  to  the  Standing  Cfommittee 
on  Trade,  &c.,  read,  and  discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

House  acyoumed  at  a  quaxter 
beforo  One  o'olook. 


HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES. 


No.  16.] 


SIXTH    VOLUME   OF    SESSION    1869.         [Adod8t  8. 


30tJ8E    or    OOMMONS, 
W»dM$day,  SUtJuly,  1889. 


CRIMINAL     LAW     AND     PROCEDtTBE 

(IRELAND)    ACT,     1887      (IMPRISON- 

MENT  OF  MEMBER). 

Mr.     SFEAKEB      acquainted    the 

House  that  he  had  receivod  the  follow 

isg  Iiotter,    relating    to  the   impriBOn- 

ment  of  Dr.  Tanner,  a  Member  of  thia 

House:— 

npperarj, 

aetfaJnlr,  1889. 

Sir, 
We  bag  leaTe  to  inform  jon  that  we  hava 
to-da;  convioted  Dr.  Ctuu.  K.  D.  Tanoer,  ■ 
Hembnr  ol  the  Eoase  of  Commoni  for  Mid 
Cork,  of  the  offence  of  UBaaltioK  County 
Inipector  8.  H.  Stapheni,  of  the  Royal  liiih 
CoDttabularj,  while  in  tha  execution  of  bii 
datj,  aDdec"The  Criminal  Iaw  and  Proce- 
dure (Ireland}  Act,  1SS7,"  and  haTe  lentenced 
him  to  one  month'a  imprisonment,  and  that  he 
ia  at  preient  in  the  prison  at  Clonmel.  And 
futther,  that  Dr.  C,  K.  D.  Tanner  having  out- 
ngeouslj  misbehaved  and  wilfoUy  inaulted 
the  Magiatratee  dorin);  the  hearing  of  the  case, 
the  Court  adjudged  and  ordered  that  he  should 
And  bail  to  be  of  good  behavionr,  and  in  de- 
fault of  so  doing  be  should  be  imprisoned  for 
three  calendar  months,  and  Dr.  C.  K.  D. 
Tanner  bos  refused  to  give  bail  a*  ordered  by 
the  Court. 

We  have  the  honour  to  ha. 
Sir, 
Tour  obedient  servants 

J.   Yasil  FiTZOUALD,  \ 

Hsxsi  Bbcin, 

The  Bight  Honhle.  the  Speaker 

of  the  House  of  Comnoou. 
VOL.  OOOXXXym.  [imsD  ui 


"'X  Rendent  Magistrates. 


QUESTIONS. 

CEYLON  STATISTICS. 

Sir  EDWAED  WATKIN  (Hythe) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Oolonies  why  the  Beturns  of 
"vital  statistics,"  in  Ceylon,  formerly 
published  as  a  supplement  to  the  Qauettt, 
were  stopped  in  1887;  whether  it  it 
the  case  that  the  deaths  recorded  is 
these  Ketunis  under  the  item  of 
"deaths  by  starvation,"  were  mainly 
produced  by  the  eviction  of  the  culti- 
vators from  ancestral  holdiuga  far  non- 
payment of  rent  or  tax  ;  whether  tbeee 
evictions  have  been  and  arc  now  carried 
on  by  thousands  in  a  year,  and  in- 
variably followed  by  starvation  and 
death ;  and,  will  he  grant  a  Beturu  of 
the  number  of  eviotions  and  deaths 
from  starvation  for  each  year,  1869  to 
1889,  inclusive? 

Thk  under  SECBETAET  of 
STATE  fob  ths  COLONIES  (Baron  H. 
de  WoBMs,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
It  is  not  known  why  the  statistics 
alluded  to  in  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
question,  which  were  printed  in  1887, 
were  not  again  priatea  last  year  in  the 
OaistU.  They  are,  no  doubt,  published 
in  the  Administrative  Beports.     As  re- 

fards  the  second  paragraph,  it  is  not 
nown  here  that  the  deaths  from  star- 
vation, which  were  three  in  18B6  and 
ninein  1887,  were  the  reeult  of  evictions. 
As  regards  the  third  paragraph,  the 
Governor  ascertained  that  the  author  of 
this  grave  statement  could  adduce  no 

Eroou  in  support  of  it,  and  it  is  be- 
eved  to  be  at  least  a  very  gross  ex- 
aggeration. The  Oovemor  is  causing  a 
searching  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the 
drcnmBtanoea  and  results  of  the  evio- 
tions,  and  will  be  requested  to  oaitae  tho 
3  I 
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Betnm  mentioned  in  the  last  paragraph 
of  the  question  to  be  added  to  the 
Beport. 

Sir  E.  WATKIN  :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  when  the  inform  ation  is 
likely  to  be  received  ? 

Babon  H.  de  worms  :  There  will 
be  no  delay  whatever  in  obtaining  the 
information. 

ORDERS    OF   THE  DAT. 


PRINOE  OF  WALES'S  CHILDREN  BILL. 

(No.  358.) 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (^'•-  ^'  ^'  Smith,) 

♦Mb.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.): 
In  rising  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time  on  this  day  three  months, 
I  feel  that  in  some  sense  I  am  bound  to 
meet  the  objections  of  those  who  having 
expressed  their  own  minds  upon  the 
question  naturally  feel  that  the  subject 
has  been  exhausted.  My  apology  is  the 
(Creat  importance  of  the  question  itself. 
I  know  it  has  been  said  that  this  is  a 
subject  of  secondary  consideration.  I 
am  not  of  that  opinion.  In  spite  of  a 
remark  the  other  day  by  one  of  the 
Members  for  Birmingham  that  there  is 
something  in  the  nature  of  Nihilism  in 
representiog  the  opinion  of  the  people 
with  a  capital  P,  I  venture  to  say  from 
the  knowledge  I  have  of  the  people, 
whether  with  a  small  P  or  a  great  P, 
that  this  is  a  matter  that  creates  great 
interest  among  the  masses  of  the  popula- 
tion. Wo  are  brought  face  to  face  with 
a  critical  stage  of  the  great  historico- 
political  problem  of  whether  and  how  an 
Hereditary  Monarchy  can  be  reconciled 
with  Democratic  Government.  It  is  a 
mistake  to  suppose  that  the  Monarchical 
system  is  necessarily  bound  up  with  the 
aristocratical  system — and  that  the  one 
stands  or  falls  with  the  other.  I  am  not 
of  opinion  that  the  reconciliation  of  the 
Monarchical  principle  with  the  demo- 
cratic is  impossible;  but  whether  that 
be  so  or  not,  I  am  certain  that  the 
problem  is  not  an  easy  one,  and  that 
we  are  justified  in  keeping  it  before 
the  public  for  a    continuance  of  time 

greater  than  that  which  has  already  been 
one.     But  I  have  a  personal  reason  for 
continuing  the  discussion.     I  have  not 

Baron  JBT.  de  JFonm 


yet  engaged  the  attention  of  the  Hone* 
upon  this  matter;  but  I  desire,    as  a 
Scotch  Member,  and  as  one  representing 
the  ancient  historical  Metropolis  of  Soot* 
land,  where  Boyalist  traditions  still  lin- 
ger, to  give  my  opinions  upon  this  matter. 
During  the  past  and  the  present  week, 
both  in  the  Honse  and  in  Committee,  I 
endeavoured  to  catch  the  eye  of  the 
Chair.     Probably  there  is  no  more  diffi- 
cult process  known  to  the  Ophthalmie 
Art.     I  have  hitherto  been  unsaooessfol 
in    my  efforts.     The  other   evening  I 
thought  I  had  my  opportunity   in  the 
prandial  period  which  the  custom  of  the 
House  assigns  as  the  chance  of  the  un- 
distinguished Member.    But  the  batter- 
flies  that  bask  on  the  Front  Benches 
never  seems  to  bestow  a  thought  on  the 
caterpillars  behind  them ;  and  the  rieht 
hon.  Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division 
(Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  relegated  me  to  that 
sickness  of    heart   which   is  the  pro- 
verbial   result    of    **hope   deferred.'' 
Further,  Sir,  I  feel  myself  in  a  position 
which  compels  me  to  strike  out  for  my 
own  hand,  seeing  that  I  am  standing 
here  in  the  somewhat  tragic,  and  cer- 
tainly unarcadian  situation  of  a  sheep 
without  a  shepherd.  I  generally  listen  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone),  not 
only  with  that  reverence  which  is  due  to 
his  unique  personality,  but  with  the  satis- 
faction which  arises  from  hearing  tmth 
which  commends  itself  to  my  own  mind« 
stated   with    matchless    eloquence  and 
^orce.    But  on  the  present  occasion  I 
found  myself  bereft  of  that  happiness, 
and  I  heard  the  right  hon.  Gentienum 
cheered,  not  from  this  side  of  the  House, 
but  by  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.    I  confess  that  the  incident 
pained  and  bewildered  me  in  a  manner 
that    I    am    not    able    adequately    to 
describe.      And  when  it   came  to  the 
right    hon.  Gentleman's  speech  being 
described    by    the    Under    Secretary 
for  India   and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  as   magnificent,  a  horrible 
suspicion    began    to    haunt   me   that 
our    illustrious    Leader     must     haTe 
made  a  mistake.     Turning  myself  to  his 
lieutenants  I  found  mvself  involved  in  a 
''  confusion  worse  confounded."  I  heard 
them  wriggling  over  distinctions  in  com- 
parison with  whose  subtlety  the  distino* 
tion  between  *  *  Tweedledum ''  and  '^Twee- 
dledee  "  swelled  into  Atlantic  breadth.  I 
found  them  declaring  that  while  it  was 
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-the  height  of  insult  to  say  '*  nay  "  to  the 
Queen  in  the  House  on  Friday,  it  was 
ihe  pink  of  politeness  to  say   ''  no  "   to 
her  m  Oommittee  on  Monday — a  ques- 
-tion  of  deportment  more  suitable  to  the 
intellect  of  a  danoing  master  or  a  mem- 
ber of  the  school  of  the  late  Mr.  Turyey- 
drop,  than  that  of  a  sagacious  statesman 
of  the  House  of  Commons.      I  have 
further  taken  upon  myself  to  prolong  this 
discussion  because  I  desire,  if  possible, 
to  draw  from  the  Members  from  Ireland 
some  expression  of  opinion  that  will  be 
satisfactory  to  our  Scotch  people.     One 
of  the  most  remarkable  features  in  this 
Debate  has  been  the  virtually  absolute 
unanimity  with  which  the  Members  from 
Ireland  have  supported  the  Government 
of    Her  Majesty  and  the  Ooercionist 
Party.     How  is  this?    I  see  it  stated 
freely  in  the  Press  that  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland,  although  they  agree  in  con- 
viction   with  UE,    have   supported  the 
-Ooercionist  Party  and  the  Government 
in  order  that  they  may  gratify  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  and  may 
promote  the  cause  of  Home  Rule  by 
•clingine  closely  to  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man.    Now,  Sir,  I,  for  one,  feel  myself 
unable  to  believe  that  story.     In  the 
first  place,  it  can  be  no  gratification  to 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
to  have  the  homage  of  insincerity ;   in 
the  second  place,  it  can  do  no  good  to 
the  cause  of    Home  Hule  to  become 
estranged  from  the  Liberal  Party ;  and, 
in  the  third  place,  knowing  as  I  do  the 
character  of  hon.  Members  from  Ireland, 
I  am  unable  to  believe  that  they  have 
been  acting  contrary  to  their  own  con- 
victions.    I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
in   this  matter  they  are   moved   by  a 
belief  that  what   the    Government    is 
doing  is  right,  and  that  what  the  Liberal 
Party  is  doing  is  wrong.      If  I  were  to 
believe    otherwise,    in    what    position 
should   we  of  the  Liberal   Party  find 
ourselves?    On  many  platforms,   both 
in    Scotland    and    England,     I     have 
maintained  that  some  of  the  Represen- 
tatives   of    the    Irish    Party    in    this 
House  are  actuated    by  a  true   spirit 
of  heroism,   and  even  of  martyrdom. 
But    while    I    believe    that    my    hon. 
Friends  are  actuated  by  true  conviction 
and  by  the  best  of  motives  in  this  mat- 
ter   I  also   think  there    is    something 
that  is  due  to  us  of  the  Liberal  Party, 
who    have    stood    by    them    cordially 
through  thick  and  thin ;  who  have  been 


boycotted  and    punished    even  to  the 
extent  that  some  of  our  Party    are  in 
prison  at  this  moment  for  their  sakes. 
Surely  it  is  right,  if  they  think  we  are 
wrong,  that  they  should  point  out  the 
error  into  which  we  have  fallen,  so  that 
we  may  be  guided  into  better  ways. 
Why  are  the  eloquent  lips  of  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  the    Lord    Mayor  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton)  so  silent  in  regard 
to    his    unfortunate    brethren    of   the 
Liberal  Party  ?    Only  nine  days  ago  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  accepted  an  invitation  from  the 
city  which  I  have  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent,  and   never   in    all   its    romantic 
history  did  it  accord  a  more  enthusiastio 
welcome  than  was  g^ven   to    the  hon. 
Gentleman  on  that  occasion.     Scotland 
folded  Ireland  to  its  heart  in  the  sublime 
embrace  of  international  brotherhood. 
If  the  hon.   Gentleman  accepted  that 
token  of  affection,  surely  it  is  only  right 
that  he  should   say  something  for  the 
purpose  of  guiding  us,  when  we  have 
fallen  into  error,  into  the  way  which  he 
himself  approves,  and  which  I  have  no 
doubt  he  is  able   to  substantiate    by 
argument.     These  considerations  seem 
to  me  sufficient  to  justify  my  personal 
action  in  prolonging  the  discussion  a 
little  further,  and  I  wish  now  to  state 
briefly  the  position   from  which  I  feel 
myself  constrained  to  disapprove  of  this 
Bill.    I  look  upon  the  Measure  from 
the  point  of  view  of  a  Constitutional 
but    not    a    yeUow-plush    loyalty.      I 
think  it  is  calculated  to  do  great  harm 
to  the  position  of  the  Crown,  and  to 
create    something    in    the    nature    of 
estrangement  between  the  Throne  and 
the  people.     In  view  of  the  Constitution 
the  Sovereign  is  the  lawful  and  Christian 
protectress  of  her  subjects.     We  have 
only  to  look  to  the  Coronation  Oath  to 
see  that  that  is  a  fair  description  of  the 
Constitutional  aspect  of  the  question. 
I   do  not  wish  to  press  the  Christian 
aspect  too  far,  but  taking  it  generally, 
I  maintain  that  the  Sovereign  holds  her 
position  on  the  condition  of  devoting 
herself  self-sacrificingly  and  incessantly, 
and  among  other  things  to  the  g^d 
of    her    people — like    other    parents, 
undertaking  the  duty  of  providing  for 
the     members     of     her     family.      If 
the  Sovereign  is  in  the  possession   of 
means  to  provide  for  her  family,  we 
are  bound  to  assume  that  it  belong^  to 
her  Queenly  position  and  desire  to  make 
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•impljthis:  IntheQneenableto  aapport 

her  own  family  ?     We  are  toM  that  wt 

miut  Dot  pry  into  the  sariogs   or  tht    intereat  of  the 

reeoarcee  of  the  Sovereign.     I  beliere    people  hare 


Hajeaty  ascended  the  Throne,  ths  omn- 

try  waa  atill  being  mn  prarctieally  in  th» 

Th» 

coma  to  t 


that  at  the  present  raoment  it  iti  impo«~    and  it  rests  with  tham  to  anj  wheth^ 
able  to  do  otherwise.     Hiniaters  hare    they willratifytheactaofUuMe whothan. 


profesaed  to  be  their  agents  and  tnu* 
tees.     If  the  Crown  has  profitad  by  th» 


so  managed  matterH. 
the  diacnidton  of  this  < 

create  an  impreaMion  in  tlta  public  mind  action  of  nnfaithfol  bustee^  it  ooght- 

that   the  f^overeign   is    amply  able    tfl  '  not  to  take  it  ill  that  when  ths  tms 

discharge  the    duty  of  supporting  het  beneficiaiy  comes  in  a    strict   aeooont 

family.     I  hare  do  intention  of  entering  i  shonld  be   demanded.      In  acting   aa 

into     details    in    reeard    to    the     paat  they  hare  done,  I    beliere    that    th» 

discnsflioD,  but  I  will  gire  an  inference  GoTCmment  and  their  snpporteva  hnTS 


which  I  th: 

I  noticed  that  wl 

for  Sundi 

that  the  Barings  of  the  Sovereign  were 

a  quarter  of  a  millio      "        ■  ■  -   < 

Member  for  Xiid  I>thi 

and  remarked  that  if 

was  one  balf  of  that 

nearer  the   mark.      When    thi 


entitled  to  draw,    been  debaaing    the  tma  relatioiiB  ba- 
the hon.  Member    tween  the  Sovereign  and  her  snbiscta. 
d   (Mr.    Storey)    asserted    They  have  been  di^mding  ths   Sots- 
"        eign  were  'reign  to  the  position  of  a  mere  paid 
...^  •ight  hon.  I  oEBcial  who  is  more  solicitons  about  her 
corrected  him,  |  rights   than    her    duties.     Th^    hsT» 
9   said   that  it  { been  guilty,  so  to  speak,  of  a  doabl» 
a  be  would  be  '  political  blaepbemy — namely,  of  pl»«Bg 
the  Sovereign  before  the  people  as  an. 


Uember  for  Northampton  (Kr.  Labou-  |  unnatural  parent,  who  doee  not  n 
chere)  referred  to  information,  in  respect  :  stand  the  happiness  and  doty  of  pro- 
to  the  resources  of  the  Sovereign,  which  viding  for  her  own  offspring,  and  is- 
had  been  given  to  the  Committee,  but  content  to  throw  them,  aa  it  were^ 
withheld  from  the  House,  be  merely  |  upon  the  parish  ;  a  greedy  Shy- 
said  that  the  estimate  of  £3,000,000,  lock — standing  on  the  Tetter  of  lur 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  I  bond,  insisting  on  her  poond  of  fleshy 


gave  as  the  total  savings  nf  the  Sove- 
reign, was  too  large,  but  the  1 
ber  did  not  say  that  in  such 
to  imply  that  there  was  anything  to 
prevent  Her  Majesty  from  making 
ample  provision  for  her  family.  I  am 
sure  that  the  people  of  this  country  are 
ready  to  give  all  that  is  necessary  to 
enable  the  Sovereign  to  perform  fully 
and  substantially  the  duties  that  are 
imposed  upon  her.  The  people  of  this 
country  do  not  grudge  the  splendour 
which  surrounds  the  Throne,  but  only 
those  additions  which  are  ridiculous 
and  absurd.  But  when  we  ask  for 
information  on  this  vital  point 
of  the  H'lvoroign's  actual  means 
how  is  it  that  we  are  met  ?  We  are 
either  mot  with  mysterious  silence, 
or  with  vague  and  ovasivo  statements. 
We  are  told  that  wo  have  no  right 
to  know  those  particulars — that 
all  we  bave  to  consider  are  the 
contractual  obligations  under  which 
we  stand  towards  the  Sovereign.  But 
eren  so,  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  be 
bound  by  precedents,  the  younsest  of 
vbioh  is  60  years  old  and  eieated  whon 
Mr.  fFalket 


but  prepared  to  take  an  onnoe  less  for 
Mem-  I  prompt  payment,  though  withont  pre- 
tone  as  ■  judice.  I  believe  that  to  be  the  real 
attitude  of  Her  Majesty's  QoTsmmenfc 
in  this  Bill,  and  I  have  therefore  iu>- 
besitation  in  taking  upon  myself  th«- 
responribility  of  moving  its  rejection. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leare  oat- 
the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  tha 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this- 
ilay  three  months." — {Mr.  Waliue.) 

Question,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  mad. 
%  second  time,"  put. 

No  Division  being  challenged,  Hr. 
Speaker  declared  tiiat  the  "Ayes" 
had  it. 

Mb.  PHILIPFS  [Lanark,  Mid)  then.- 
rose  to  continue  the  Debate. 
*Me.  SPEAKER:  Order, order!    Th«. 
"Ayes"  have  it. 

Mb.  FHILIPPS  :  I  rise  to  a  point  of' 
order. 

«Mr.  SPEAKER:  "What  point  oT 
order? 

Mb.  PHILIPPS  :  I  wish,  Sir,  to  otU 
^our  attention  to  the  fact  that  I  ww  on. 
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my  legs  at  the  time  the  Question  was 
leingpnt. 

♦Mb.  speaker  :  That  is  not  so.  I 
"distinctly  saw  the  hon.  Member  rise 
4ifter  the  Question  had  been  put  and 
-decided. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agpreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  to-morrow. 

POST  OFFICE  SITES  [EXPENSES.] 

Oonsidered  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Besolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise 
the  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by 
Parliament,  of  all  oosts,  charges,  and  expenses 
incurred  by  the  Postmaster  General  in  carrying 
into  effect  any  Act  of  the  present  Session,  to 
Jiuthorise  the  transfer  of  the  site  of  the  Cold- 
iMith  Fields  Prison,  in  the  county  of  Middlesex, 
to  Her  Majesty's  Postmaster  OeneraL 

Resolution  to  be  reported  to-morrow. 

.UNIVEBSITIES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

(No  307.) 
'Order  for  Third  Heading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." 

♦Mb.  WALLACE:  I  wish  to  make 
.one  remark  in  regard  to  this  Bill  which 
I  had  not  the  opportunity  of  making 
when  it  was  passing  through  Oommittee 
— nameljythati  do  not  think  it  will  work 
4satisfaotoril7,  owing  to  the  inadequate 
jiature  of  its  pecuniary  arrangements. 
I  do  not  think  1  am  exaggerating  when 
J  say  that  possibly  one-fourth  or  one- 
fifth  will  be  abstracted  from  the  fee- 
iund  by  the  arrangements  for  extra- 
mural teaching  and  affiliated  colleges. 
The  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
in  referring  to  the  subject,  was  careful 
to  enlarge  on  the  comparatively  large 
'Salaries  drawn  by  about  50  of  the  prer 
sent  professors ;  but  he  forgot  to  add 
.that  there  are  50  professors  whose  in- 
comes average  only  about £470,  and  that 
if  they  are  to  be  raised  to  £600 
according  to  the  recommendation  of 
^e  Oommission,  the  amount  of  £6,500 
will  be  at  once  chargeable  on  the 
fund ;  and  that  there  will  have  to  be 
•added  the  cost  of  the  new  professor- 
ships, the  assistant  professorships,  the 
endowment  of  new  Ohairs,  and  other 
^natters  recommended  by  the  Oommis- 
inon.      It  will  be  found  that  the  cost 


of  these,  if  carried  out  on  the  most 
moderate  scale,  wiU  be  £25,000,  and  if 
this  be  added  to  the  amount  for  the  sala- 
ries of  the  professors  it  sems  to  me  to  be 
impossible  that  £42,000  should  meet  all 
the  charges.  I  have  forgotten  to  inclnde 
the  arrangement  for  compensation,  and 
when  I  look  at  all  these  matters  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  measure  is  in  danger  of 
shipwreck  for  want  of  resources  to  carry 
it  out.  If  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  will  make  it  certain  that 
those  who  succeed  him  will  be  respon- 
sible for  providing  everything  in  the 
nature  of  compensation  or  pensions  it 
might  be  possible  to  arrange  for  carry- 
ing out  the  proposed  reform ;  but  if  no 
such  arrangement  is  made,  the  result 
will  be  disastrous  to  this  measure,  and 
possibly  we  may  have  to  resort  to  the 
calamitous  expedient  of  trying  to  increase 
the  revenues  of  the  University  by  in- 
creasing the  contributions  of  the  students. 
I  beg,  Sir,  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read 
a  third  time  this  day  three  months. 
♦Mb.  SPEAKEE:  Does  any  hon. 
Member  second  the  Motion  ? 

Mr.  storey  (Sunderland):  Yes, 
Sir ;  I  will  second  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  **  now,  "  and  at  the  end  of  the 
question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  three  months." — {Mr.  Wallae$.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
*  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

♦The  OHANOELLOR  ofthb  EXOHB- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  am  somewhat 
surprised  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Sunderland,  who  is  gener- 
ally on  the  side  of  economy,  has  sup- 
ported the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Edinburgh.  The  hon.  Member  was 
not  in  his  place  yesterday,  when,  in 
reply  to  a  question  which  stood  in  his 
name,  I  stated  that  it  was  utterly  im- 
possible for  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  assent  to  the  proposal  that  compensa- 
tion should  be  paid  out  of  public  funds, 
inasmuch  as  such  a  course  would 
lead  to  the  raising  of  all  sorts  of 
extravagant  claims.  I  cannot  recognise 
the  duty  of  Parliament  to  undertake 
such  a  task,  and  beyond  this  I  entirely 
demur  to  the  view  that  Parliament  is 
bound  to  provide  for  a  University  on  the 
scale  suggested  by  the  Boy  al  Oommission. 
Boyal  Oommissions  do  not  alwavs 
primarily  regard  the  interests  of  the 


1808 


Coinage  {Light 


{COBiMONSI 


GoLi)BM. 


180# 


taxpayer.  I  think  that  Parliament  has 
dealt  very  liberally  with  the  great  Scotch 
Universitiea,  and  I  must  repeat  my 
belief  that  there  is  a  large  margin  of 
economy  to  be  effected  in  those  Univer- 
sities by  a  revision  of  the  scale  of 
payment  to  the  profefssors,  a  scale  which 
IS  very  largely  in  excess  of  similar 
emoluments  paid  to  the  professors  in 
other  Universities. 

Mr.  storey  :  Perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  state  that  I  merely  seconded 
the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  in  order 
that  the  Government  might  be  induced 
to  reply  to  the  points  raised  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  Having  done  that,  I 
do  not  mind  adding  that  I  agree  in  the 
views  expressed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  shall  not  press  the 
matter  any  further. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time  (Queen's 
consent  signified),  and  passed. 

REVENUE  BILL  (No.  316.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  25,  Prohibition  of  the  sale  of 
methylated  spirits  on  Sunday. 

Sib  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth) :  I  should  like  to  know 
what  is  the  object  of  this  clause  ? 

The  SEOKETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.):  The 
object  of  the  clause  is  to  meet  a  difficulty 
which  has  arisen  in  Scotland,  by  reason 
of  the  large  sale  of  methylated  spirit, 
which  is  sold  on  Sunday  for  other  pur- 
poses than  that  for  which  the  spirit  is 
intended.  It  is  said  that,  owing  to 
Sunday  closing  in  Scotland,  the  shops 
licensed  to  deal  in  methylated  spirits 
are  in  the  habit  of  selling  these  spirits 
for  drinking  purposes,  and  this  clause 
will  enable  us  to  get  rid  of  that  abuse. 

Sib  W.  LAWSON:  And  the  object 
also  is,  I  assume,  to  protect  people  to 
whom  the  methylated  spirits  are  sold. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  question  is 
one  of  Revenue. 

Sib  W.  LAWSON:  But  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  spoken  of  the  great  evil 
arising  from  the  consumption  of  methy- 
lated spirits  on  Sunday. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  Yes;  and  the  object 
of  the  clause  is  to  prevent  the  sale  for 

Mr,  Ooschen 


drinking  purposes  of  methylated  apiritp^ 
on  Sunday,  and  also  to  protect  ih% 
I^evenue 

Sib  W.  LAWSON :  I  think  the  danse 
ought  to  go  a  little  farther,  and  I  there- 
fore move  to  add  the  words  '*  and  any 
other  intoxicating  liquors." 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order C 
If  the  hon.  Baronet's  Amendment  is  to 
protect  the  Revenue  it  would  be  in 
order,  otherwise  it  is  out  of  order. 

Sib  W.  LAWSON :  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances, I  will  not  press  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

New  Clause  (Repeal  of  52  and  5^ 
Yict.,  c.  7,  s.  18,  and  substitution  of 
other  provisions  therefor,) — {The  Attor^ 
ney  General,) — agpreed  to. 

New  Clause  (Extension  of  exemptio» 
of  coupons,) — {Mr,  timber,) — agreed 
to. 

Bill  reported,  as  amended^  to  be  con-^ 
sidered  to-morrow. 

COINAGE  (LIGHT  GOLD)  BILL.  (No. 821.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

♦Mb.    GOSCHEN:    In    moving    the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill  I  ma^  ob- 
serve that  to  deal  with  the  restoration  oC 
the  gold  coinage  comprehensivelv  would 
involve  many  broad  questions  of  contro- 
versy which  would  render  it  impossible- 
to  carry  through  such  a  measure  in  what 
remains  of  the  Session.    I  therefore  ask: 
the  House  to  assent  to  the  comparatively 
small  proposal  now  before  it,  the  execu- 
tion  of  which  will  supply  invaluaUe- 
experience  and  material  on   which  to- 
found  a  larger  measure.     Should  the 
House    assent    to     this    measure    the 
Government  would  not  regard  their  so- 
doing  as  an  assent  to  the  principle  that 
the  State  should  be  recouped  for  the^ 
loss  incurred  by  it  on  the  light  gold 
called   in.    The  sovereigns    and  half- 
sovereigns  of  former  reigns  are  to  be- 
withdrawn,  and  it  is  estimated  that  the 
value  of  the  half-sovereigns   of  pre-* 
vious  reifies  now  in  circulation,  and  all 
of  them  light,  is  £150,000,  the  loss  upon- 
which  would  be  £7,7u5,  while  thetotab 
estimated  value  of  light  soverei^;ns  of 
former    reigns   now    in   circulation  ie- 
£4,295,000.    The  total  cost  of  the  whol^* 
operation  is  estimated  at  about  £80,000, 
but  looking  to  the  difiioulty  of  reaching 
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all  the  light  gold  in  existence,  I  think 
that  no  larger  sum  than  £50,000  will  be 
required  in  the  present  financial  year. 
If  the  House  agrees  to  this  proposal  I 
shall  next  Session  be  prepared  to  take 
up  the  question  of  the  light  gold  coin- 
age, and  it  will  then  be  my  duty  to 
explain  the  general  principles  on  which 
Her  Majesty's  Oovernment  intend  to 
proceed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  ATKINSON  (Boston) :  1  ana  of 
opinion  that  the  subject  is  hardly  so  diffi- 
cult as  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
supposes,  and  I  believe  that  if  he  had  pro- 
posed a  larger  measure  the  House  would 
have  been  enabled  to  have  dealt  with  it 
to  the  advantage  of  the  country.  The 
country  makes  money  by  the  issue  of 
gold  and  silver  coin,  and  therefore  can 
well  afford  to  bear  the  burden  of  re- 
placing the  light  coins  instead  of  throw- 
ing it  upon  the  last  holder.  I  trust  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  see  his 
way  to  deal  with  the  whole  subject 
comprehensively  instead  of  by  a  balloon 
Bill  of  this  kind.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  the  cost  will  be  £50.000 
for  the  financial  year,  but  I  would  ask 
why  should  the  whole  of  that  sum  fall 
upon  one  year.  We  must,  however,  be 
thankful  for  small  mercies,  and  if  this 
Bill  be  assented  to  we  must  hope  that 
the  subject  will  be  dealt  with  in  a  future 
measure  upon  a  broader  basis. 
♦Mb.  yf.  P.  SINCLAIE  (Falkirk, 
&c.) :  I  am  sure  the  commercial  classes 
generally  will  be  grateful  to  the 
Uhancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  having 
introduced  this  measure,  because, 
although  it  is  but  a  small  Bill,  it 
establishes  an  important  principle — 
namely,  that  of  throwing  the  cost  of 
renewing  worn  coinage  upon  the 
State.  It  certainly  would  be  most  un- 
reasonable to  make  the  last  holder  pay 
the  cost  of  the  previous  wear  and  tear, 
and  I  regard  the  doctrine  of  this  Bill  as 
commercially  sound.  Did  I  rightly 
apprehend  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  say  that  the  value  of  the 
light  half  sovereigns  of  former  reigns 
now  in  circulation  is  £1 57,000  ?  I  should 
have  thought  it  was  a  much  larger 
sum.  I  should  strongly  object  to  the 
suggestion  of  the  last  speaker  that  the 
cost   of   replacing    the    light   coinage 


should  be  charged  on  anumber  of  years. 
The  charge  is  not  a  large  one,  and 
might  reasonably  be  paid  for  within 
the  year. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  to-morrow. 

FATBiASTER  GENERAL  BILL.    (No.  348.) 
Head  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  to-morrow. 

ARBITRATION  BILL  (LORDS).  (No.  267.) 
Bead  a  second  time,  and  conunitted 
for  to*morrow. 

JUDICIAL  FACTORS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

(No.  291.) 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [Sth  July],  ''  That 
the  Bill  be  now  considered." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered. 

Olause  1. 

♦Mb.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  B.:) 
My  object  in  proposing  the  Amendment 
which  stands  in  my  name  is  to  elicit 
some  discussion  on  the  point  whether  it 
is  advisable  that  the  two  offices  of 
Accountant  of  Court  of  Session  and 
Accountant  in  Bankruptcy  should  be 
united.  I  do  not  intend  to  express  my 
own  reasons  for  these  objections.  I 
prefer  to  give  the  reasons  wbich  have 
been  suggested  by  several  Public  Bodies 
in  Edinburgh,  and  I  trust  that  the 
Government  will  give  some  reply  to 
those  reasons.  There  are  four  Bodies 
which  have  objected  to  this  union  of  the 
two  offices.  There  is  the  Trade  Protec- 
tion Society,  an  Association  of  1,300  or 
1 ,400  merchants.  There  is  the  Edinburgh 
(Thamber  of  Commerce,  a  Body  of  high 
standing.  There  is  the  Incorporated 
Society  of  Accountants,  and  finally  there 
is  the  Council  of  the  Solicitors  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  who  are  also  an  im- 
portant and  influential  body.  Now,  the 
reasons  they  have  put  forward  seem  to 
me  to  be  strong  in  themselves.  I  da 
not  understand  them  to  disapprove  of 
the  proposal  to  extend  the  supervision 
of  the  Accountant  of  the  Court  of  Ses- 
sion over  judicial  factors.  They  agree 
that  that  is  a  great  improvement, 
although  they  hold  it  will  increase  verr 
considerably  the  labours  of  that  offldal* 
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irregularity,  then  the  Treasury  ought 
to  he  required  to  take  cognisance  of  the 
fact  in  settling  the  amount  of  pension  to 
be  given.  I  believe  if  the  Lord  Advocate 
accepts  the  Amendment  he  will  give  a 
great  deal  of  satisfaction,  and  idlay  a 
certain  amount  of  suspicion  and  difficulty 
that  exists  in  connection  with  this 
matter. 

Amendment  proposed,  Olause  4,  pag^ 
2,  line  26,  after  the  word  '' service," 
to  insert  the  words  '*  extent  of  private 
practice." 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted."— (ifr.  Wallace) 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  EOBERTSON :  I  do  not 
doubt  that  it  is  open  to  the  Treasury  in 
determiniug  the  amount  of  allowance  to 
take  into  consideration  all  the  circum- 
stances to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  alluded,  but  I  do  deprecate  the 
insertion  of  the  words  he  suggests, 
because  they  would,  I  think,  give  official 
recognition  or  sanction  to  a  principle 
which  ought  not  hastily  to  be  laid  down. 
I  think  this  is  a  matter  which  must  be 
left  with  the  Treasury. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  CALDWELL:  My  next  Amend- 
ment has  reference  to  the  audit  of 
accounts  of  judicial  factors.  According 
to  the  existing  practice  all  accounts  in 
cases  where  a  judicial  factor  has  been 
appointed  have  to  be  audited  by  the 
Accountant  of  the  Court  of  Session, 
and  the  object  of  my  Amendment  is  that 
in  Provincial  districts  the  audit  may  be 
made  by  auditors  in  those  districts.  Of 
course  the  Lord  Advocate  will  naturally 
object  to  my  Amendment,  but  I  may 
inform  him  that  I  am  proposing  it  at 
the  instance  of  a  legal  body  in  Glasgow, 
who  consider  its  adoption  necessary  for 
the  purpose  of  protecting  their  interests. 
Personally  I  have  no  interest  in  the 
matter. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
10,  at  end  of  Olause  12,  to  insert  the 
words : — 

*'  ADd  except  for  business  in  the  Court  of 
Session  any  account  for  law  business  incurred 
by  any  factor  or  other  person  subject  to  this 
Act  shall  be  deemed  sufficiently  audited  if 
audited  by  the  auditor  of  any  Sheriff  Court,  or 
by  the  auditor  appointed  by  the  faculty  of  pro- 
curators in  Glasgow."— (ifr.  CaldwU.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  Wallace 


Mb.  J.  P.  B.  BOBEHTSON :  Thi» 
point  was  considered  by  the  Ghrand 
Oommittee,  who  rejected  the  Amend- 
ment. I  must  depreoate  the  inaeitioik 
of  specified  persons  or  bodies  in  a^ 
Oeneral  Act  of  Parliament.  I  have  the 
highest  respect  for  the  Faculty  of 
Procurators  of  Glasgow;  I  am  oflvtain 
they  perform  most  valuable  duties,  but 
I  do  not  think  their  name  ahonld  be 
inserted  in  an  Act  of  Pariiament  under 
the  pretext  of  enabling  the  acoountant 
to  accept  the  reports  of  Froraieial 
auditors. 

Question  put,  and  negatiyed. 

Mr.  CALDWELL:  I  have  Btfll 
another  Amendment  to  propose,  and  the 
reception  of  it  by  the  Ooyemment  wiU,. 
no  doubt,  illustrate  how  determined  thej 
are  to  reject  the  most  ordinary  and  rea-* 
sonable  proposals.  Under  the  ezisting' 
law  in  bankruptcy  cases  there  is  no  fee* 
charged  for  the  audit  of  accounts,  but  by 
this  Bill  it  is  proposed  that  while  the 
accountant  is  bound  to  audit  the 
accounts  of  the  judicial  factors  free  oT 
charge,  the  audit  of  bankruptcy  ac- 
counts is  to  be  charged  for.  Now 
the  judicial  factors  are  usually  well- 
to-do  men,  yet  you  are  going  to  do  this 
work — for  which  they  can  well  afford  to 
pay — at  the  expense  of  the  country.  On 
the  other  hand  the  audit  of  bankraptoy 
accounts  is  to  be  charged  for,  and  peopte- 
who  are  not  getting  the  208.  in  the  £1 
are  to  be  mulct  in  charges  for  the  audit* 
I  maintain  that  that  is  not  reasonable^ 
and  I  therefore  move  my  Amendment^ 
although  I  know  yery  well  what  tho 
result  will  be. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  pSM  5,  line^ 
35,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  *\  and,'*' 
to  the  end  of  the  line. — {Mr.  CdUhoeiL) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  worA 
'  section '  stand  part  of  the  BilL'' 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  EOBERTSON  :^  Thi» 
question  was  also  carefully  oonsideired 
by  the  Grand  Oommittee,  and  I  am 
rather  surprised  at  the  indignant  tone- 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  seeing  that  fhese* 
was  no  difference  of  opinion  in  fb» 
Oommittee  on  the  point.   * 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to» 
Another  Amendment  made. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5|  lia» 
87,  to  leave  out  from  the  words  **  bankr 
ruptoy  cases." — {Mr.  CaldwM.) 
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Question,  ''That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  at 
end  of  Clause  17,  to  insert  the  words 

"And  Section  141  of  'The  Bankruptcy 
(Scotland)  Act,  1856,'  is  hereby  repealed,  so  far 
as  said  section  provides  for  the  reriew  of  the 
lord  ordinary  and  sheriff  in  the  matter  of  the 
trustees' remuneration. "—()/r.  Caldwell,) 

Question,  '*  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Another  Amendment  made.  • 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  May  I 
ask  the  House  now  to  read  the  Bill  a 
third  time  ?  The  Amendments  that  have 
been  made  are  simply  in  matters  of 
detail,  and  they  in  no  way  affect  the 
general  principle.  I  think  there  is  a 
general  concurrence  of  opinion  in  favour 
of  taking  the  last  stage. 

Question  proposed,  <*  That  the  Bill  be 
read  a  third  time." 

Mb.    CALDWELL:    In  passing  the 
Local    Government     Bill    the    House 
came    to    the    conclusion    that    there 
should   be    no    compensation   or    pen- 
sion    except    to    those    who,    by    the 
terms    of   their   engagement,   are    en- 
titled   to     such    compensation  on    the 
abolition  of  their  office,  but  I  think  it  is 
pretty  well  understood  that  one  object 
of  this  Bill  is  to  create  a  claim  for  com- 
pensation  for  the  holder  of  a  certain 
office.     The  matter  has  been  brought 
out  in  this  way :  the  office  he  holds  is 
to  be  conjoined  with  another  office,  and 
after  that  the  holder  of  the  conjoined 
offices  is  to  get  a  pension  in  respect  to 
the  two  offices.     Now,  an  Amendment 
was  moved  here    to  the  effect  that  if 
compensation  was  to  be  given  it  was 
not  to  extend  further  than  to  the  exist- 
ing office  the   person  might  hold  and 
according  to  the    emoluments  of   that 
office.     But  the  Government  have  hinted 
that  the  present  holder  might  continue 
his  appointment  for  a  year  or  two  and 
then  get  his  pension.     He  is  advanced 
in  years  and  may  only  hold  office  for  six 
or  12  months   and  then    retire  on  the 
pension  applicable  to  the  larger  salary. 
Now,  this  is  a  matter  that  I  should  not 
be  justified  in  allowing  to  pass  without 
protest,  and  I  do  protest  on  the  principle 
we  laid  down  in  the  Local  Gk>vemment 
Bill  where  we  refused  to  grant  a  pension 


or  even  compensation  on  the  abolltioi^ 
of  office,  unless  the  person  is  otherwise- 
entitled  to  this  compensation  or  pension. 
This  Bill  goes  further  and  creates  a  right^^ 
to  a  pension  by  the  holder  of  an  office.. 
Ostensibly  the  Bill  provides  for  the 
amalgamation  of  two  offices,  but  the* 
simple  effect  of  the  Bill  is  to  give  to  the- 
holder  of  an  office  a  pension  to  which 
he  is  not  now  entitled.  The  present 
holder  of  the  office  will  continue  in  offioe» 
for  six  months  or  12  months,  and  theik 
he  will  retire  on  the  pension  applicable 
to  the  larger  salary  of  the  combined 
offices. 

Mb.  DONALD  CRAWFORD  (Lan- 
ark,  N.E.) :  The  hon.  Member  gives  a. 
somewhat  startling  statement  of  tne  pro* 
visions  of  the  Bill;  but  my  understand- 
ing of  them  is  something  very  different.- 
The  hon.  Member  has  before  expressed 
his  opinion  that  the  effect,  and  even  the 
object,  of    the  Bill  was  to  unite  two 
offices,  and  then  the  holder  of  the  office  of" 
Accountant  of  the  Court  will  retire  with 
a  pension  based  upon  the  salary  of  th^ 
combined  offices.   That  statement  seems- 
to  have    made  some  impression   upon 
Members  on  this  side.     Now,   if  that 
were  the  effect  of  the  Bill,  no  one  would 
be  more  forward  than  I  to  condemn  it ;  but 
I  read  the  Bill  in  an  entirely  different 
sense.     I  understand  there  is  a  special 
clause  that   deals    with    the    office    or 
Accountant  of  the  Court,  an  office  which 
the  present  holder  has  held  for  man^ 
years  with  general  acceptance,  and  as  Xl 
read  the  Bill  there  is  no  provision  in 
it    for    compensating    him    except    iikt 
respect   to  the  present  office,  and  the 
double  office  will  be  filled  by  a   new 
officer  on  the  retirement  of  the  present 
officer,  which,  I  understand,  is  about  to- 
take  place.     There  is,  I  understand,  no- 
foundation  for  the  statement  that  the- 
double  office  will  be  held  by  the  present 
Accountant,  and  that  he,  in  consequence, 
will  be  entitled  to  the  double  compensa- 
tion.   This  is  clear  to  me,  but  it  might- 
be  well  if  the  Lord  Advocate  would  re- 
move any  doubt  there  may  be  in  the* 
mind  of  any  hon.  Member.     I  do  not- 
think  it  would  be  right  or  fair  that  we 
should  have  a  special  clause  providing;- 
for  compensation  to  the  holder  except- 
in  respect  to  the  office  from  which  fie- 
is  about  to  retire. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  bxsl 
most  happy  to  reassure  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  on    this   point,    though  I  should^ 
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'^hardly  have  tboaght  it  was  necessary  to 

^o  so.  The  present  holder  of  the  office 
of  Accountant  to  the  Court  has  served 

'  the  public  for  a  very  long  time  ;  he  is 
-entitled  to  retire,  and  I  understand 
•desires  to  retire.  His  compensation 
^ill    be    on    the    scale    of    the    per- 

'formance  of  the  duties  of  his  single 
office     without     any    relation    to    the 

-  new  office.  I  am  bound  to  say  I  did 
^ot  think)  and  I  scarcely  think,  how 

'  there  can  be  any  misconception  on  the 
;point  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 

'  for  Lanark,  but  if  there  is  I  hope  what 
Z  have  said  will  remove  it. 

Mb.  DONALD  OEAWFORD :  There 
''Was  no  misconception  on  my  part. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  a  third  time,  and  passed. 

BOARD    OF   AGRICULTURE    BILL. 

(No.  S65.) 

Lords  Amendment  considered. 

Mr.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE  (New- 
"ington,  N.):  The  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment h&ving  reference  to  the  regulation 

-  of  the  keeping  of  dogs  is  to  check  the 
disease  of  rabies  among  these  animals, 
1>ut  it  is  not  in  my  view  germane  to  the 
general  purposes  of  the  Bill.  Dogs  are 
not  exclusively  connected  with  agricul- 
ture, but,  on  the  contrary,  the  danger  to 
be  apprehended  is  from  dogs  in  the 
possession   of  other   than  agricultural 

-persons.     The  Bill  proposes  to  transfer 
to  the  Board    of    Agriculture  certain 
powers  prescribed  by  the  Privy  Council, 
.  and  I  may  be  wrong,  but  so  far  as  my 
knowledge  goes,  the  power  to  make 
regulations    for     dogs,    and    exercise 
control,    and    make    orders   for    muz- 
zling,    etc.,    does    not  reside    in    the 
Privy    Council     now,      but    in      the 
ISome  Office  or  the  police.   The  Amend- 
ment contains  certain   provisions  with 
reference  to  the  operation  of  the  Con- 
tagious Diseases  (Animals)  Act  of  1878, 
•  applicable  to  the  control  of  the  move- 
ments of  animals,  such  as  horses,  sheep, 
and  cattle,  but  are  far  from  being  appli- 
cable to  the  constant  muzzling  and  de- 
struction of  dogs.    So  I  suggest  this 
Amendment     is    not    germane  to   the 
.  general  purpose  of  the  Bill.     There  are 
many    difficulties    and    objections    in 
regard    to    the    mode    of   controlling, 
tnuzzling,   seizing,  and  detaining,  and 
-disposing  of  dogs  not  kept  under  proper 

J/r.  J.  P.  B,  Mohsrison 


control,  and  the  question  of  what  is 
proper  control  is  a  moot  point  at  present, 
and  the  question  of  compensation  to 
dogs  ordered  to  be  slaughtered  may 
arise.  Altogether  I  think  this  is  not 
among  those  matters  with  which  the 
Bill  was  intended  to  deal.  The  Board 
of  Agriculture  is  not  the  proper  autho- 
rity to  deal  with  such  a  matter.  The 
Amendment  contemplates  the  control  of 
all  dogs  in  the  country,  but  the  number  of 
dogs  that  have  no  connection  at  all  with 
ag^culture  far  exceeds  the  number  of 
sheep  dogs,  and  it  does  not  seem  to  me 
consistent  with  the  duties  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  to  undertake  the  control 
and  slaughter  of  stray  dogs  in  towns.  If 
there  is  any  doubt  of  this  duty  being 
with  the  Home  Office,  we  have  the 
newly-constituted  County  Authority, 
the  County  Council,  which,  in  my 
humble  judgment,  is  the  body  to  have 
this  control  and  management.  There 
are  provisions  in  the  Local  Government 
Act  that  transfer  certain  duties  from  the 
Privy  Council  to  the  County  Council, 
and  although  I  do  not  believe  the  Privy 
Council  has  this  power  now,yet  obviously 
it  was  within  the  intention  of  the  framers 
of  the  Local  Government  Act  that  cog- 
nate powers  should  be  transferred  fro  m 
the  Central  to  the  Local  Authority.  I 
object,  then,  to  this  particular  Amend- 
ment of  the  Lords  on  the  ground  that 
it  is  not  germane  to  the  general  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill,  and  is  directed  to 
remedy  evils  that  do  not  arise  purely 
out  of  agricultural  occupations,  and  also 
because  not  the  Board  of  Agricultorei 
but  the  Home  Office,  or  the  County 
Council,  is  the  proper  authority  to  have 
control  in  this  matter. 
♦The  first  LORD  of  thb  TBBA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  wish  at  onoe  to 
answer  my  hon.  Friend  with  refer- 
ence to  the  argument  which  praotioalhr 
amounts  to  this,  that  the  Privy  Oonnoil 
does  not  possess  the  power  now,  and 
therefore  it  should  not  be  transferred 
to  the  new  department  together  with. 
other  control  under  the  Contagious  Dis- 
eases Animals  Act.  My  hon.  Friend 
must  have  failed  to  observe  that  within 
the  last  few  days  the  Privy  Cfoonoil 
have  issued  an  Order  for  the  mu&dinff 
of  dogs  from  the  1st  of  August,  whiou 
proves  conclusively  that  the  'Pnrj 
Council  does  possess  that  authority 
which   the   Lozds    by   their    Amend- 
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ment     would     transfer.      The     chief 

Suestion  is  really  what  authority 
^ould  be  charged  with  the  duty  of 
issuing  regulations  for  the  prevention 
of  the  spread  of  the  dangerous  malady 
rabies*  The  question  is  whether  a  Oo- 
yemment  Department  should  have  power 
to  issue  orders  and  prescribe  regulations 
which  will  have  to  be  carried  out  by 
the  Local  Authority.  That  power  the 
Privy  Council  now  possess,  it  is  not 
vested  in  the  Home  Office,  or  in  the 
Local  Gt)vemment  Board,  and  will  not 
exist  at  all  unless  the  Board  of  Agricul- 
ture is  charged  with  it. 
♦Mb.  mark  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright)  :  I  think,  speaking  for  the  part 
of  the  country  with  which  I  am  ac- 
quainted, and  not  for  towns,  that  the 
clause  will  be  very  valuable,  enabling 
the  Local  Authorities  to  deal  with  a 
large  number  of  stray  dogs  that  do  much 
harm  to  our  flocks  and  herds.  At  present 
the  Authorities  have  practically  no  power 
to  stop  these  ravages,  but  the  Depart- 
ment will  issue  just  the  regulations  that 
are  required. 

Lords  Amendment  agreed  to. 

FACTORS  BILL  [LORDS]  (No.  310.) 

Bill,  as  amended  by  the  Standing 
Oommittee,  considered. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  re-committed  in  order 
that  a  clause  may  be  inserted  to  provide 
that  the  Act  shall  not  extend  to  Scot- 
land."— {Ths  Attorney  General.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

New  Clause  (Limitation  of  the  Act), 
read  a  second  time,  and  added  to  the 
Bill. 

Bill  reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be 
considered  upon  Friday. 

INFECTIOUS  DISEASES  NOTIFICATION 

BILL.   (No.  293.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

The  PRESIDENT  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Rrr- 
CHiE,  Tower  Hamlets,  St  George's) : 
This  Bill,  the  Second  Reading  of  which 
I  now  move,  has  been  for  some  time 
printed,  and  I  think  it  speaks  for  itself. 
The  design  of  the  Bill  is  to  extend  what 


is  practically  the  law  in  many  of  our 
large  towns  to  the  whole  country.    I~ 
may  say  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  are 
practically  enforced  by  local  Acts  in  52 ' 
towns  throughout  the  country,  compris- 
ing a  population  of  no  less  than  3^ 
millions.    If  any  other  town  desires  to- 
adopt  the  same  provisions,  the  present  ^ 
process  is  for  the  Authorities  to  intro- 
daco  a  Bill,  a  process  which,  as  hon.. 
Gentlemen  know,  is  attended  with  con- 
siderable expenditure    of   money  and' 
trouble.    That  the  provisions  are  good"* 
in  themselves  I  think  is  proved  by  the^ 
fact  of  52  largo  towns  having  availed 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  of  apply- 
ing them.     The  extension  of  the  pro* 
visions  contained  in  this  Bill  has  beeik 
recommended  strongly  by  the  Police  and 
Sanitary  Regulations  Committee,  by  the 
Royal  Commission  of  1 882,  by  many  Local 
Authorities    throughout    the    country, 
and  a  large  number  of  Medical  Officers 
of  Health,  who  have  represented  to  the 
Local    Government    Board    that  their 
difficulties  in  connection  with  the  pre- 
servation of  health  in  their  districts  are 
very  great    owing  to  the    absence  of 
notification  of  the  outbreak  of  infectious 
disease.      It    is    clear    that  the   Sani- 
tary Authorities    are    thus    placed    at' 
a  great  disadvantage  in  taking  timely 
measures    to    prevent    the    spread    of 
diseases  such  as  are  referred  to  in  the 
Bill.     With  a  view  to  legislation  on  the 
subject,  the  Local  Government  Board  in 
1887  addressed  communications  to  the 
Authorities  of  all  the  towns  where  notifi- 
cation   is    carried    out,    and    received 
absolutely  unanimous  testimony  in  re- 
ply in  favour  of  the  system,  which  is 
represented  to  work  smoothly  and  effi- 
ciently.    If  the  Bill  is  assented  to,  if 
these  powers  are  conferred,  the  procedure 
will   be  that    notification  will  set  the 
Medical  Officer  of  Health  and  the  In- 
spector of  Nuisances  in  motion  at  once.. 
They  will  visit   the  house  from  which 
notification  has  been  received  to  insure 
that  due  care  is  taken  to  prevent  the 
spread  of  disease,  by  means  of  isolatioui . 
or,  if  that  is  impossible,  by  means  of 
removal  of  the  patient  to  hospital.  That 
removal  is  not  compulsory,     we  do  not 
give  powers  of  forcible  removal,  but  it 
will  be  the  duty  of  the  Health  Authori- 
ties to  use  such  influence  as  they  can  in 
order  to  obtain  the  removal  of  a  patient 
to  a  hospital  where  all  precautions  wilt 
be  taken  to  prevent  the  spread  of  dis-^ 
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•ease.  Proper  dinnfection  will  then  be 
applied  to  the  house  from  which  the 
patient  is  remored.  Where  it  is  neces- 
•aazy,  the  Local  Authorities  will  com- 
municate with  school  managers,  with 
the  managers  of  public  institutions, 
such  as  free  libraries,  &c.,  giving  such 
information  as  will  conduce  to  pre- 
Tention  of  the  spread  of  disease. 
We  found  that  it  was  extremely  useful 
also  in  enabling  the  Local  Authorities 
to  trace  the  source  of  disease,  and  to 
attack  it  without  delay.  For  instance, 
there  was  one  borough  in  which  there 
were  no  less  than  30  cases  of  typhoid 
feyer  notified  to  the  Local  Authority, 
and  the  Medical  Officer  of  Health  not 
only  took  precautions  with  reference 
to  the  cases,  but  set  to  work  at  once 
to  find  out  how  it  was  that  the  disease 
had  attacked  so  many  persons.  The 
whole  of  the  cases  were  traced  to  one 
particular  source,  and  the  Authorities 
were  able  to  prevent  the  outbreak 
assuming  greater  dimensions.  In 
another  case  where  scarlatina  was 
notified,  all  the  cases  were  traced  to  a 
particular  school,  where  a  child  suffer- 
ing from  scarlatina  in  the  peeling  state 
was  mixing  with  the  scholars.  But 
for  this  notification  the  outbreak  would, 
in  all  probability,  have  assumed  very 
large  and  startling  dimensions.  The 
Government  propose  that  the  notifica- 
tion shall  be  compulsory  in  London, 
but  that  outside  London  it  shall  be  op- 
tional for  the  Local  Authorities  to  adopt 
the  Act  by  Resolution.  To  make  the 
Act  compulsory  at  once  on  Urban  and 
Itural  Authorities  all  over  the  Kingdom 
might  create  some  amount  of  friction ; 
but  if  it  be  found  that  Local  Authorities 
are  slow  to  adopt  the  Act,  it  may  be 
necessary  for  Parliament  to  consider 
whether  it  should  not  be  made  com- 
pulsorv.  With  reference  to  London,  it 
id  perfectly  obvious  that  the  same  course 
cannot  be  adopted,  because  London  is 
controlled  by  a  very  large  number  of 
Local  Authorities,  and  it  could  not  be 
contemplated  with  satisfaction  for  a 
moment  that  the  Local  Authority  in  one 
part  of  London  might  adopt  the  Act, 
while  a  Local  Authority  in  another  part 
of  London  might  not'  adopt  it.  There 
are  other  considerations  in  connection 
with  a  town  of  the  enormous  dimensions 
of  London  which  render  it  desirable 
that  in  the  Metropolis  the  provisions  of 
the   Act    should  be  obligatory  on  the 
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Local  Authoritiee.  The  diseases  which 
it  is  proposed  to  include  in  the  Bill  are 
smallpox,  cholera,  diphtheria,  eryaipelaSy 
scarlatina,  typhoid,  and  relapsing  rover ; 
but  the  BiU  also  contains  a  provision 
that  a  Local  Authority  may,  in  an  emer- 
gency, by  Beeolution  approved  bj  the 
Local  Gk>vemment  Board,  include  some 
diseases  other  than  the  diseases  men- 
tioned. I  refrain  from  dwelling,  as  I 
might  at  length,  on  the  obvious  advan- 
tages which  will  unquestionably  result 
from  placing  the  authority  charged  with 
the  health  of  the  inhabitants  in  posses- 
sion of  the  information  necessary  to  en- 
able it  properly  to  carry  out  its  duties. 
I  can  quite  understand  that  there  may 
be  objections  to  one  or  other  details  in 
the  Bill.  But  I  cannot  believe  that 
objections  from  any  quarter  will  be 
urged  against  the  principle  of  the 
Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.'* 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.):  May 
I  ask  if  the  Bill  extends  to  Ireland  P 

Mb.  RITOBGffi:  No,  Sir,  it  does 
not ;  but  I  have  not  the  least  objection 
to  take  measures,  if  hon.  Gentlemen 
desire,  to  insure  its  extension  to  Ireland. 
*SiK  W.  FOSTER  (Derby,  Hkeston^ : 
This  is  a  most  important  Bill  from  the 
point  of  view  both  of  the  Local  Authorities 
and  the  public ;  but  I  think  it  right  to 
point  out  that  there  are  many  people 
among  the  industrial  classes  who  view 
with  great  jealousy  interference  of  this 
kind,  which  they  believe  would  soon 
lead  to  the  removal  of  all  persons 
suffering  from  infectious  diseases  into 
hospitals.  There  is  certainly  no  pro* 
vision  of  that  kind  in  the  BiU,  oat 
that  is  thought  likely  by  many  to  be  the 
result  of  such  legislation.  On  this 
account  there  is  a  good  deal  of  objec- 
tion to  the  Bill  in  certain  quarters.  I 
mention  this  in  order  that  Members  of 
the  House  generally  may  know  the 
views  of  people  outside  with  reference 
to  the  Bill.  But,  looking  at  it  horn 
another  point  of  view,  I  must  confess 
that  I  have  a  good  deal  of  sympaJb^ 
with  the  object  of  the  Bill.  I  thmk  it 
necessary  that  we  should  endeavour  as 
far  as  we  can  to  stamp  out  the  diseases 
which  this  Bill  contemplates  stamping 
out  by  means  of  notification.  It  is,  of 
course,  necessary  that  all  citizens  should 
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•endeayotir  as  far  as  possible  to  check  the 
preralence  of  disease,  and  I  think  this 
may  be  done  to  a  considerable  extent 
%y  the  Notification  Olause  which  the 
Bill  contains ;  but  I  have  no  complete 
sympathy  with  the  method  proposed. 
The  Bin  calls  upon  medical  men  to  per- 
-fbrm  something  more  than  the  ordinary 
•duties  of  citizenship  by  requiring  them 
-to  become  informers  of  the  occurrence 
of  diseases.  The  relation  of  a  medical 
iDOtan  to  his  patient  ought  to  be  one  of 
•complete  confidence,  and  anything  that 
•oomes  to  the  knowledge  of  a  medical 
onan  in  the  practice  of  his  profession  is 
practically  an  inviolable  secret ;  and  I 
•do  not  like  any  Bill  to  interfere  with 
that  relationship.  I  know  myself  that 
•one  of  the  results  of  this  Bill,  if  passed 
into  law,  will  be  that  in  scores  of  cases 
medical  men  will  not  be  called  in  to 
•attend  people  suffering  from  infectious 
diseases.  I  have  known  cases  of  this  kind 
occur  in  a  populous  district.  The  child 
of  a  man  keeping  a  small  general  shop 
iias  an  infectious  disease,  the  medical 
attendant  notifies  it  and  the  Medical 
Officer  of  Health  sends  down  his  Inspec- 
tor in  the  uniform  of  his  class.  The 
^result  has  been  that  the  neighbours 
are  alarmed,  and  the  whole  of  the 
poor  man's  business  has  fallen  off  and 
ne  has  been  practically  ruined.  What 
is  the  consequence?  Six  months  or 
twelve  months  afterwards  the  doctor  is 
called  in  to  a  case  of  much  graver 
infectious  disease,  and  the  shopkeeper 
pleads  earnestly  with  the  doctor  not  to 
notify  it  or  he  must  go  on  without  any 
doctor.  I  think  that  all  the  advantages 
of  notification  will  be  obtained  if  you 
insist  upon  the  householder  or  guardian 
of  the  patient  making  the  notification. 
You  can  also  insist  upon  the  medical 
men  giving  a  certificate  to  the  house- 
holder as  to  the  nature  of  the  disease. 
I  admit  the  difficulty  of  the  position, 
but  I  am  anxious  that  no  measure 
should  pass  into  law  which  will  induce 
the  public  to  keep  these  diseases  more 
secret  than  they  have  been  in  the  past 
with  the  risk  of  adding  to  the  spreading 
of  them.  We  must  be  very  cautious 
not  to  do  anything  which  will  prevent 
the  public  from  placing  full  and  implicit 
confidence  in  their  medical  man.  I  can 
quite  conceive  it  to  be  possible  that,  if  an 
outbreak  of  infectious  disease  occurs  in 
a  populous  part  of  London,  the  people 
may,    in    order    to  prevent  exposure, 


refuse  to  allow  a  medical  man  to  come 
in,  and  in  such  a  case  we  shall  have 
tenfold  more  difficulty  than  at  present. 
Therefore,  while  I  am  anxious  to  pro- 
mote the  notification  of  disease,  I  do 
not  want  the  Government  to  adopt  any 
rough  and  ready  method  which  will  be 
likely  to  promote  rebellion  on  the  part 
of  the  public. 

♦Mb.  LLEWELLYN  (Somerset, 
N.)  :  T  wish  to  inform  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  how  thankfully  this 
Bill  will  be  received  by  those  who 
have  the  duties  relating  to  the 
public  health  thrown  on  them. 
The  hon.  Member  who  last  spoke  has 
given  an  instance  of  a  small  shopkeeper, 
and  has  said  how  hard  it  would  fall  upon 
him  to  have  the  doctor  compelled  to 
notify  the  outbreak  of  infectious  diseases 
on  his  premises.  But  I  would  point  out 
that  those  are  just  the  cases  which  this 
Bill  is  designed  to  meet — cases  in  which 
an  infectious  disease  breaks  out  amongst 
the  children  of  a  villafzre  shopkeeper, 
and  is  spread  from  family  to  family  in 
consequence  of  the  reluctance  of  the 
householder  to  make  known  the  fact 
that  the  disease  is  in  his  house.  Some- 
times a  whole  village  school  may  become 
infected  through  the  absence  of  proper 
notification,  and  this  is  particularly  the 
case  with  measles.  I  am  sorry  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  does  not 
propose  to  include  measles  in  the  Bill, 
for  nothing  is  worse  than  to  have  an 
outbreak  of  that  malady  in  a  village 
school.  I  am  prepared  for  the  opposi- 
tion of  medical  gentlemen  to  this  Bill. 
The  hon.  Member  who  last  spoke  would 
throw  on  the  householder  the  duty  of 
reporting  the  outbreak  of  infectious 
disease ;  but  we  know  that  the  house- 
holder does  not  report  in  such  cases. 
We  know  that  he  is  too  often  apt  to 
allow  his  children  to  run  about  the 
streets,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  there  is 
an  infectious  disease  on  his  premises, 
especially  if  the  disease  is  of  a  mild 
type,  though  we  know  that  a  person 
having  an  infectious  disease  of  a  mild 
type  may  communicate  it  to  another 
person,  who  may  have  it  in  such  a 
severe  form  as  to  cause  death.  Very 
often,  when  measles  and  scarlet  fever 
occur,  if  the  cases  are  mild,  the  parents  of 
the  sick  children  refuse  to  call  in  a  doctor, 
preferring  to  treat  the  maladies  them- 
selves and  to  take  their  chance;  and 
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UfOMA  Arfi  tJiii  vnMM^  ^^^  wAnt  t/>r]oAl  with. 
In  H  I'ffiAt  mill  if  my  fliniri/:!  with  whir:h  I 
urn  ^ofififirtiwl,  I  rftiiAmI  it  circular  to  bo 
Afinf.  Ui  mW  ihh  flortorn,  iiftkin^  for  iiifor- 
rriMlion  in  nt^nril  to  i\u^  outhnnik  of 
Inrfxtiiiiifi  fliNiinnnn,  mid  tJiov  nil  rofuHod 
I.O  leivK  it.,  mill  I  wiin  told  that  it  was 
u\\\y  imtiiiiil  thiil.  tlioy  nhoiild  rofiiHO  to 
lllvii  Mfinli  iiilotiiiiiliiifi  voliiiitiirilv.  I 
would,  lliiii«>riiiii,  ninko  it  fioriiiMilHory. 
To  iiifiki*  llio  Mill  riifilly  iiNnfiil  throiiffh- 
nuti  llin  mtititiv  1  would  iiiako  it  obli- 
Mntiiiv  to  put  tlin  iiioiiMurn  in  fomo  in 
niiitl  dintniifn  tin  >vrll  an  in  towni«. 

Mm.  MKX'H^N  :  I  a^nno  that  tho  Huh- 
iiMtt  diMill  i\ith  ill  tliiN  Hill  in  ono  of 
lltiMit  titi|>iittiiiir«i ;  and,  at'tor  tho  litiito- 
luiMtt  tnadit  hv  llio  li^lit  lion.  Uonthuuau 
in  iv|d^v  to  \\\\  tntiuin-juNt  now.  I  will 
t^»ni»nl(  with  \\\\  t'otlrn^noNinthtMniorvul 
)M^^iMMino\\  and  thoroiunuttoOHtap\  to 
InVo  (tioii  o^MiotMi  astit  whothoi  or  not  it 
\ionhn«o  doMiaMiMloU  tho  Hill  HhonUl 
*^Vrb   ^^^  Itolautl.     I  undorstand.  Ivth  | 


Local  Anthoritiee  in  urban  diatrieta  ravnd 
London  and  all  oyer  the  oonntiy.  I 
can  see  no  earthly  reason  why  Ijondnn 
should  be  treated  differentlj  to  the 
country  districts,  and  I  would  aak  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  remember  that 
the  Metropolitan  Members  sitting  on 
this  side  oi  the  House  hare  constantly 
urged  upon  the  Ooyemment  the  wiadom 
of  creating  oue  central  health  anthozity 
for  the  whole  of  London.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  me  afraid  to 
toko  the  people  of  London  into  hxa  oon- 
fldonce  as  he  does  those  outside.  He 
tmys  that  if  he  gives  London  the  discre- 
tion which  under  the  Bill  he  allows  to 
urban  authorities,  it  will  cause  friction;. 
but  docs  he  think  he  will  save  himself 
frtuu  that  friction  by  making  the  adoptioii 
of  tho  Bill  compulsory  in  London,  whilst 
rt»l'raiuing  to  render  it  compuIsoiT  over 
tho  wholo  of  the  country  ?  1  could  have 
uudorstood  the  logical  position  of  the 
ri^lit  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  had  coins 


fivn\  tho  (o\(  t't  (ho  Udl  and  tho  nght  |  down  and  said.  '^  We  have  this  podniapls 
hon.  \^M\(h  u\;u\'!«  »)^oovh.  that  this  i^^  <  in  foivo  in  some  of  our  large  townSi  sad 
<v  to  an  ouahr.n^  n*i«vHM;tx\  I Ui t  \ki:h  ,  wo  think  it  necessary  to  itppljr  it  to  the 
t'^^ina^^l  i\'  ;!;o  d;»%*;i>«v(  no;  r.auxod  whole  of  the  countrr/'  bat  whsaa  he 
\»  tho  U\r,  'th.o'.v  ;!i  a  v«'^'**'«'*Ar  x;;;aI;:;-  loll^us — acdIdonottnmkhasnfficisnl|j 
%>afUNu  ^^(  tV.o  «*v.,\M;;v^  I'vixux^^o  Vivo  doii;oT;$£rai)ed  his  reason — thai  he  is 
V^\^%  m\)«i  )Va^  V«>.^  IV  ',.;>s>(N(\v.Vvj:  :o  ^^u:    atncd  oi  applying  this  eomnoUoB  ts 
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have  been  raised.  Let  him  have  confi- 
dence in  London — let  him  rest  assured 
that  the  people  of  London  will  be  as 
ready  as  the  people  of  any  other  part  of 
the  country  to  enforce  the  powers  of  the 
Bill  if  they  are  for  the  good  of  the  com- 
munity ;  and  let  him  also  be  satisfied 
that  the  way  to  prevent  friction  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind  is  to  trust  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  people,  locally  elected, 
and  to  treat  all  parts  of  the  country 
alike.  If  the  case  of  London  is  made 
an  exception  to  the  general  policy  of  the 
Bill,  the  people  of  London  will  consider 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not 
regard  them  as  having  sufficient  intelli- 
gence to  put  in  force  the  powers  of  this 
measure 
♦Mr.  GAINSFORD  BRUCE  (Fins- 
bury,  Holborn) :  I  hope  this  Bill 
will  receive  general  support,  and  I 
believe  the  people  of  London  very 
generally  appreciate  its  provisions. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
spoken  said  the  Sanitary  Authorities  of 
London  would  hardly  approve  of  the 
provisions  of  ths  Bill.     But  they   have 

Eetitioned  this  House  in  favour  of  it.  I 
elieve  more  than  half  of  the  Sanitary 
Authorities  of  London  have  petitioned 
the  House  in  favour  of  this  Bill,  and  I 
am  satisfied  that  there  is  a  strong  desire 
for  it  on  the  part  of  the  people  of  Lon- 
don. There  is  one  matter  I  should  like  to 
mention.  Most  persons  are  of  opinion 
that  the  relatives,  or  the  persons  in  at- 
tendance on  the  patient,  and,  failing 
them,  the  occupier  of  the  house,  should 
be  bound  to  give  notification  to  the 
Local  Authorities,  but  there  is  great 
difficulty  in  framing  a  satisfactory  defi- 
nition of  the  word  ''occupier."  I  am 
informed  by  those  who  have  had  ex- 
perience in  these  matters  that  the  Act 
will  fail  to  reach  many  of  the  worst 
cases,  unless  the  definition  of  the  word 
occupier  is  somewhat  extended.  I  only 
mention  the  point  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  may,  before  the  Bill  reaches 
the  Committee  stage,  consider  how  far 
he  can  meet  the  views  of  the  Local 
Authorities. 

♦Mr.  W.  p.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk) : 
I  think  the  difficulties  felt  may  be  very 
easily  overcome  if  the  duty  is  first  placed 
on  the  householder  of  informing  the 
Health  Authority  of  the  outbreak  of 
disease  of  an  infectious  character,  and 
secondly,  and  only  secondly,  on  the 
medical  practitioner  in  attendance  on  the  | 
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case.  I  think  it  would  be  wrong  in  the 
first  instance  to  place  that  duty  on  the 
medical  attendant.  It  is  quite  right 
that  the  duty  should  be  performed  by 
some  one,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  it 
ought  first  to  be  performed  by  the 
householder  or  some  one  respon- 
sible in  the  household,  and  that 
is  so  provided  in  this  Bill ;  but 
where  the  difficulty  arises  is  that 
the  duty  is  also  at  onoe  thrown 
upon  the  medical  attendant.  That 
might  be  overcome  by  requiring  the 
medical  practitioner  to  go  to  the  head  of 
the  household  and  giving  him  a  certifi- 
cate stating  the  nature  of  the  disease,  and 
drawing  attention  to  the  sub-section  in 
which  the  duty  to  notify  is  first  oast 
upon  the  householder.  If  he  neglects 
his  duty,  then  the  duty  would  be  thrown 
upon  the  medical  officer.  I  think  medi- 
cal men  would  have  a  just  grievance  if 
the  duty  were  thrown  upon  them  in  the 
way  proposed  by  the  Bill.  But  they 
could  have  no  grievance  if  they  were 
only  required  to  give  the  householder 
a  certificate  that  the  disease  was 
infectious  and  required  him  to  give 
notice  ;  or,  if  the  householder  neglected 
to  do  his  duty,  that  the  medical 
practitioner  himself  should  give  notice 
to  the  Local  Authority.  If  an  Amend- 
ment to  that  efi'ect  were  introduced  in 
Committee,  the  Bill,  which  is  a  very 
valuable  one  in  other  respects,  might 
fairlv  be  accepted. 

♦Mr.  HALLEY  STEWART  (Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding)  :  I  am  anxious  to 
state  that  those  who  object  to  the 
5th  section  of  the  d2nd  clause  of 
the  Bill  do  so  in  the  interest  of  the 
public  health.  They  believe  that  the 
proposal  would  add  to  the  danger  which 
at  present  exists.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  promise  to  consider 
the  position  of  the  medical  profession,  I 
think  the  Bill  might  go  through  without 
opposition.  The  case  of  the  village 
shopkeeper,  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Llewellyn)  referred,  is  just  a 
case  in  point  where  the  medical  man 
should  not  have  thrown  upon  him 
the  responsibility  of  being  a  private 
informer.  A  breach  would  be  made  in 
the  relations  of  the  medical  practitioner 
and  the  family  he  attends,  and  constant 
distrust  would  be  created  which  would 
lead  to  medical  aid  being  dispensed  with, 
and  so  result  in  a  very  serious  growth  of 
infectious  d  iseases.  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  wiD  consider  the  indoaon  not  object  to  the  Bill  bem|^  oompnlsoiy, 

of  a  disease  of  which  I  do  not  know  the  bat  in  that  case  the  ocmipnision  should 

medical  name,  but  which  is  known  as    be  general.    

Oerman  measles,    and  which  I  am  in-  Mr.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen)  :  This  is 

formed  is  a  serions  kind  of  disease  not  a  Bill  of  very  great  importance,  and  as 

infrequently  fatal.     One  other  observa-  a  number  of  hon.  Members  who  are 

tion.  Those  of  us  who  are  opposed  to  com-  interested  in  it  are  not  present,  it  would 

pulsory  vaccination  feel  that  the  true  be  a  more  convenient  course  to  adjourn 

alternative  is  to  fall  back  upon  a  safe-  the  Debate.    I  beg  to  move  the  adjoum- 

guard  like  this.      I  do  not,  however,  ment  of  the  Debate. 

regard    the    question    of    oompajsoiy  Motion  made,  and  Qaerticm  piopoMd. 

vamnahon  from  a  medical  but  froma  .,    ^     ^   ^^      ^          adjonSed?' 

poutical  pomt  of  view.     I  am  opposed  * 

to    interference    between    the    parent  Mb.  EITCHIE  :  Hon.  Members  who 

and     a     healthy      child.       But     the  were  interested  in  a  matter  such  as  this 

moment  that  child   becomes  a  centre  might  be  fairly  expected  to  be  down  by 

of  infectious   disease,   I  do  not  know  half- past  three  o'clock  on  a  Wednesday 

where  I  would  stop,  even  if  it  should  afternoon  when  the  Bill  is  on  the  Paper, 

result     in     the     compulsory     convey-  Yesterday  I    communicated    with  the 

ance  of  members   of   a  household  to  Gentlemen  who  have  given   notice  of 

the  hospital  and   separating  them  from  their  intention  to  move  the  rejection  of 

all  the  comforts  which  are  supposed  to  be  the  Bill,  intimating  my  desire  to  know 

associated  with  home.      I  cordially  sup-  what  their  objections  to  it  might  be. 

port  the  Motion  for  the  Second  Heading.  One  of  them   very  frankly  replied  that 

♦Mb.  WINTERBOTHAM   (Cirences-  he  had  no  views  upon  the  subject  at  all. 

ter) :  I  think  this  a  most  valuable  Bill,  Looking  to  the  fact  that  the  opinion  of 

but   I  think  the  objection   which  has  those  who  have  spoken  in  the  House 

been  raised  as  to  the  medical  profes-  have  been    altogether    unanimous    in 

sion,  and  which  is  felt  very  strongly  in  favour  of  the  general  principle  of  the 

the  country,  is  worthy  the  consideration  Bill,  I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will  with- 

of   Her    Majesty's    Government.    The  draw     his    Motion    for    the    adjoum- 

Bill  will  be  doubly  valuable  if  it  enlists  ment. 

the  co-operation  of  the  medical  profes-  ^^  BR ADLAUGH'( Northampton): 
sion  throughout  the  country,  but  if  the  Considerable  pressure  has  been  put  upon 
duty  IS  first  cast  upon  the  medical  atten-  ^^  j^  regard  to  another  investiga^ 
dant  to  give  notice,  it  may  lead  to  dis-  ^^ich  is  now  going  on,  and  wlSch  is 
trust  among  patients.  Should  it  not  be  considered  to  have  a  bearing  upon  the 
left  to  the  medical  attendant  to  give  a  present  Bill.  I  thought  it  was  one  of 
certificate  to  the  person  in  charge  of  the  ^Yiq  matters  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
patient  requiring  him  to  give  notice  ^^^  j^{^^^  ^ell  consider,  because  no 
to  the  authonties?  ^oul^t  that  investigation   relates   to  a 

♦Sir    J.    LUBBOCK    (London    Urn-  class  of  infectious  diseases  which  this 

vewity) :  I  conciu- with  what  has  been  gill   does    not    touch.      Having    been 

said  by  the  hon.  Member  behind  me^th  considering  another  class  of  infectious 

regard  to  London.     I  quite  believe  that  diseases  only  a  few  minutes  ago,  I  find 

if  this  Bill   were  left  optional  to  the  ^^^^^    i^    considerable    difficulty     in 

authorities  m  London  it  would  be  ap-  entering  upon  a  discussion  which  I  had 

phedasmuch  m  the  Metropolis  as  in  not  anticipated. 

the  country.     I  am  afraid  if  it  is  made  ,,     -DTmnrrTn     t         u      •  x      xx 

compulsory  upon  London  it  will  prejudice  ,,  ^^  ^^TF^P  "  ^  "^^"i^^  point  out  to 

the  consideration  of  the  matter  in  the  ^\t  ^?°-  ^^vc^hf^r  m   reference  to  the 

eyes    of   the    Metropolis.       Londoners  other  investigation  to  which  he  alludes, 

hive   a  great    objection  to  being    too  *^^?  *^^«®  ^}}''  ^^^""^  ^PP^«^  to  vaooi- 

much   interfered   with,    and    I    cannot  f,*.*'^^.?''^  ^**^  strongest  supporters  of 

help   thinking,  anxious   as  I  am   that  ^^^^^  ^"A- 

the  Bill  should  be  applied  to  Tendon,  *Sir  W.  FOSTER :   I  would  like  to 

that   my  right  hon.  Friend  would    do  ^^^k   the    right  hon.    Gentleman    whe- 

well  to  consider    the  suggestion    that  *^er  he  will  consider  the  suggestion  1 

London  should  be  treated  in  the  same  ^*^o  thrown  out  ? 

way  as  the  rest  of  the  country.    He  did  *Mb.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order  I 

Mr,  H'llUy  Stewart 
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♦Sib  W.  FOSTER:  I  wished  to  ex- 
plain that  I  do  not  care  to  vote  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  Debate,  and  if  an 
opportunity  of  indicating  the  nature  of 
his  reply  were  afforded  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  it  might  guide  others 
in  voting. 


i83d 


The  House  divided : — Ayes  48  ;  Noes 
187.— (Div.  List.  No.  266.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

♦The  secretary  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Long, 
Wilts,  Devizes) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  must 
first  express  the  gratification  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  at  the  tone  of 
the  Debate  in  all  quarters  of  the 
House.  What  objections  there  are  are 
directed  more  to  points  of  detail  than 
to  the  general  principle  of  the  Bill. 
At  the  same  time,  I  am  instructed  by  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  give  hon.  Gentlemen  some 
information  on  the  points  they  have 
raised.  In  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Ilkestone 
Division  of  Derbyshire,  he  urges,  in 
the  first  place,  that  there  may  be  jealousy 
on  the  part  of  the  industrial  classes  as  to 
interference  with  their  domestic  freedom. 
I  think  it  is  essential,  in  the  interests  of  the 
working  classes,  that  a  Bill  of  this  nature 
should  be  carried  ;  and  even  if  it  did,  in 
some  degree,  hurt  their  feelings,  the 
good  which  would  be  derived  by  the 
prevention  of  the  spread  of  infectious 
disease  would  overwhelm  any  annoy- 
ance or  objections  of  that  description. 
Then  the  hon.  Gentleman  referred 
to  the  fact  that  the  medical  man's 
position  will  be  a  very  difiicult 
one,  and  he  contended  t];iat  nothing 
should  be  done  by  Parliament  to  inter- 
fere with  the  confidential  relations 
between  the  medical  man  and  his 
patient.  I  think  the  House  and  the 
country  ought  to  hesitate  a  long  time 
before  they  allow  any  consideration  of 
that  kind,  deserving  of  attention 
though  it  be,  to  interfere  with  neces- 
sary precautions  in  defence  of  the  public 
health.  I  would  appeal  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  whether,  under  the  present 
system,  it  is  not  his  practice,  when  he 
knows  of  an  infectious  disease  in  the 
house  of  a  patient,  to  make  the  fact  more 
or  less  known.  The  main  objection  is  that 
we  are  placing  the  medical  profession  in  a 
peculiarly  unfair  position,  and  the  hon. 
Member  asks  that  the  duty  should  be 


thrown  on  the  householder,  and  not  on 
the  medical  man.  He  says  his  experi- 
ence leads  him  to  believe  that  if  this 
unpleasant  duty,  as  he  calls  it,  is  thrown 
on  the  medical  man,  the  medical  man 
will  not  be  sent  for.  That  is  a  matter 
which  can  only  be  tested  by 
practice.  We  have,  at  all  events,  this 
on  our  side — that  in  the  52  towns 
where  similar  precautions  to  those 
contained  in  that  Bill  have  hitherto 
been  in  force,  householders  have  not 
only  not  been  deterred  from  calling  in 
medical  assistance,  but  the  origin  of 
disease  has  been  traced  and  its  spread 
arrested.  It  has  also  been  said  by  the 
hon.  Member  that  a  medical  man  ought 
not  to  be  called  upon  to  proclaim  to  the 
world  that  a  small  tradesman  has  disease 
in  his  house,  because  when  the  fact 
becomes  known  the  tradesman  may 
suffer  loss  in  his  business.  But  the  fear 
of  such  a  loss  would  surely  operate  on 
the  mind  of  the  small  tradesman  him- 
self if  it  were  thrown  upon  him  alone 
to  notify  the  outbreak  of  disease  in  his 
house,  and  he  might  be  induced  to  hide 
the  fact.  Therefore,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  cannot  hold  out  any  hope  that  it 
will  be  possible  to  relinquish  that  part 
of  the  Bill  which  imposes  the  double 
duty  on  the  householder  and  also  on 
the  medical  man,  because  if  the  house- 
holder alone  has  to  make  the  notification, 
and  there  is  default  on  his  part,  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  will  be  weakened 
and  its  successful  working  seriously 
imperilled.  It  has  been  suggested  that 
the  measure  should  be  extended  to  other 
diseases,  and  that  German  measles  in  par- 
ticular should  be  included  within  its  scope. 
The  Government  will  not  object  to  consiaer 
in  Committee  any  legitimate  addition 
to  the  list  of  diseases  to  which  the  Bill 
applies.  The  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
(Mr.  J.  Rowlands)  has  urged  that  Lon- 
don should  be  placed  on  exactly  the  same 
footing  as  the  rest  of  the  country  in  this 
matter ;  but  the  position  of  London  is 
absolutely  distinct  from  that  of  any 
other  part  of  the  country.  In  large 
towns  the  Corporation  is  the  Sanitary 
Authority  for  the  entire  area  of  the 
town,  and  the  regulations,  if  adopted  at 
all,  will  at  once  be  enforced  over  the 
whole  of  it.  But  in  the  Metropolis  the 
case  is  different.  There  we  have  a  large 
number  of  Sanitary  Authorities,  and  if 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  are  adopted  by 
only  one-half  or  two-thirds  of  then,  and 
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not  by  them  all,  the  good  effect  of  the 
measure  will  obviously  be  defeated  or 
greatly  impaired.  Therefore,  the  Go- 
yernment  canuot  consider  any  proposal 
not  to  make  the  Bill  compulsory  for 
London.  W^e  should  be  much  more 
inclined  to  adopt  a  suggestion  for  making 
it  compulsory  over  the  whole  country. 
Any  suggestion  of  the  kind  will  be  a 
fitting  subject  for  discussion  when  we 
reach  the  stage  of  Committee.  With 
regard  to  the  remarks  of  the  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton),  it  should 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  diseases 
specified  in  the  Act  of  Parliament  stand 
on  a  different  footing  from  those  to 
which  Local  Authorities  may  wish  to 
apply  the  regulations  without  any  refer- 
ence to  superior  authority.  I  may  say 
I  think  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
has  hardly  realised  that  Petitions  in 
favour  of  some  such  measure  as  this 
have  been  presented  by  half  the  Vestries 
and  District  Boards  in  London.  That 
hardly  looks  as  if  the  measure  is  re- 
garded with  any  feeling  of  hostility  by 
the  people  of  London  generally.  I  have 
only  once  again  to  say  how  grateful  we 
are  for  the  considerate  and  practical  way 
in  which  this  measure  has  been  dis- 
cussed, and  how  earnestly  I  hope  it  may 
be  passed  in  the  interests  of  the  public 
health. 

Mr.  storey  (Sunderland):  I  re- 
present a  town  which  a  few  years  ago 
adopted  such  a  law  as  is  now  proposed 
by  this  Bill.  At  the  time  we  adopted  it 
all  these  old-fashioned  objections  which 
have  been  expressed  in  the  House  this 
afternoon  were  brought  up  against  the 
proposal.  We  have  now  had  experience, 
which  is  the  best  teacher  in  these 
matters.  In  Sunderland  there  is  not, 
and  never  has  been,  since  the  first  three 
or  four  months,  any  jealousy  at  all  on 
the  part  of  the  householders  against  it. 
Our  population  is  much  in  favour  of 
individual  liberty.  We  object  to  law, 
and  have  as  little  to  do  with  it  as 
possible.  If  we  could  live  under  the  old 
dispensation,  when  every  man  did  what 
was  right  in  his  own  eyes,  we  should  be 
the  first  to  do  it,  and  if  there  is  any 
town  in  the  country  that  would  resent 
any  interference  with  public  liberty,  it 
would  be  ours.  The  Bill  has  recognised 
that  this  notification  of  diseases  is  a 
good  thing.  We  have  had  bitter  experi- 
ence in  our  town  of  the  spread  of  conta- 
gious diseases  through  our  not  having 

Lr.  Long 


had  the  means  of  laying  our  hands  upon 
it  in  the  early  days.  The  town  onoe 
lost  2,000  lives  from  an  attack  of  small 
pox  introduced  by  a  ship  that  entered 
the  port ;  and  the  Municipal  Authorities 
afterwards  came  to  Parliament  for  a 
private  Act  which  gave  powers  analo- 
gous to  those  contained  in  this  BiU. 
Those  powers  have  worked  admirably. 
There  is  no  jealousy  whatever  on  the 
part  of  the  householders  in  regard  to 
them,  the  people  recognising  the  ad- 
vantage arising  from  them.  One  of  the 
doctors  at  first  thought  it  unfair  to  call 
upon  him  to  reveal  the  existence  of  dis- 
ease in  the  households  of  his  patients. 
We  settled  that  doctor.  We  arranged 
that  every  doctor  who  made  a  notifica- 
tion should  receive  a  fee.  Although  I 
admit,  as  a  rule,  doctors  care  more  about 
doing  good  than  about  fees,  still,  like 
other  people,  they  like  fees.  They  re- 
presented that  the  fee  we  offered  was 
not  quite  enough.  We  gave  them  a 
little  more.  Their  objection  to  reporting 
has  entirely  disappeared,  and  they  work 
most  willingly  with  the  medical  officers- 
The  Act  has  worked  admirably  in  Sun- 
derland, and  has  been  a  great 
blessing  to  us,  and  as  far  as  our  ex- 
perience has  yet  gone,  we  have 
diminished  the  quantity  of  infectious 
disease  in  our  midst  by  the  judicious 
carrying  out  of  the  Act.  I  shall  be 
willing  to  support  an  Amendment  to 
extend  the  compulsory  operation  of  this 
Bill  to  the  whole  of  the  country. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) : 
In  Edinburgh  we  obtained  an  Act  of 
this  kind  some  10  years  ago,  and  the 
duty  of  notification  is  placed  on  the 
medical  officer  alone.  When  the  mea- 
sure was  first  proposed  for  adoption  by 
Edinburgh,  a  certain  jealousy  was  ex- 
pressed by  the  medical  men,  but  as 
soon  as  it  came  into  operation  that 
jealousy  disappeared,  and  it  has  now 
been  in  operation  for  10  years,  with 
the  full  and  cordial  approbation  of  the 
whole  of  the  medical  profession  of 
Edinburgh.  The  operation  of  the  mea- 
sure imposes  upon  tha  rates  of  the  City 
something  like  £1,000  to  £2,000  ayoar, 
and  no  complaint  whatever  has  been 
made  against  the  expenditure  of  that 
sum  of  money,  whilst  the  inhabitants 
in  the  poorer  parts  of  the  City  giro 
every  assistance  to  the  medical  omoer 
in  the  carrying  out  of  the  Act.  As  to 
the  benefits  we  in  Edinburgh  liaye  do* 
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rived  from  it,  I  can  Goii6rm  most  abso- 
lutely the  ezpreesions  used  by  the  bon. 
Member  for  Sunderland.  Medical  offi- 
cers have  stated  to  me  that  at  least  two 
outbreaks  of  small-pox  were  stamped 
out  in  consequence  of  the  observance  of 
these  provisions.  We  have  enormously 
diminished  the  death  rate  of  the  City, 
but  the  enumeration  of  diseases  in 
Edinburgh  is  somewhat  wider  than 
that  provided  for  in  the  Bill ;  measles, 
for  instance,  is  included  in  our  list.  I 
am  convinced  that  if  an  Act  of  this  sort 
is  once  put  into  operation  in  large  com  - 
munities  it  will  not  fail  to  receive  the 
support  and  co-operation  of  the  people. 
I  sincerely  hope  the  Bill  may  pass,  and 
be  given  full  application. 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolver- 
hampton, East)  :  I  would  not  have 
interposed  in  this  Debate  but  for  the 
fact  that  I  was  one  of  the  Members  of 
the  House  who  sat  upon  the  Committee 
to  whom  this  question  was  referred 
seven  years  ago.  I  am  very  glad  to  find 
that  even  now,  after  this  long  interval, 
the  recommendation  of  that  Committee 
is  at  least  being  brought  before  the 
House  so  far  as  general  legislation  is 
concerned.  We  had  a  large  number  of 
private  Bills  referring  to  the  notifica- 
tion of  diseases  before  us,  and  we  re- 
ported that  we  had  little  difficulty  in 
forming  an  opinion  that  the  time  had 
arrived  when  provisions  of  law  on  this 
subject  might  be  sanctioned,  at  least  in 
the  most  important  urban  districts.  We 
had  before  us  the  experience  of  Sunder- 
land and  Edinburgh,  and,  I  think,  of 
some  23  or  24  other  places  which  had 
adopted  these  provisions.  We  submitted 
to  the  House  clauses  which  were  drawn 
by  very  competent  authority,  and,  in- 
deed, the  question  received  our  ji.ost 
anxious  consideration.  We  heard  the 
evidence  from  the  medical  officers'  point 
of  view,  and  we  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  should  be  the  duty  of  the  occu- 
pier of  the  house  to  give  notice,  and 
that  it  should  also  be  the  duty  of  the 
medical  man  to  give  notice,  and  we 
recommended  a  uniform  fee — a  very 
moderate  one.  I  am  bound  to  say,  in 
justice  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Ilkeston  Division  (Sir  W.Foster), 
that  in  Nottingham  there  was  very 
strong  objection  on  the  part  of  the 
medical  men  to  this  clause,  and  Parlia- 
ment was  induced  to  modify  the  clause 
so  as  to  compel  the  medical  men  only  to 


give  notice  to  the  head  of  the  family. 
Certainly,  if  I  were  called  upon  to  vote 
again,  I  should  vote  as  I  did  in  1882. 
I  should  vote  for  the  proposal  of  the 
Government — namely,  to  make  the  notifi- 
cation compulsory  upon  the  medical 
men ;  because,  although  I  quite  appreciate 
the  natural  jealousy  of  a  medical  man 
in  the  matter  of  being  compelled  to  dis- 
close that  which  comes  to  him  in  a 
confidential  and  professional  capacity, 
I  think  the  enormous  preponderance  of 
evidence  is  in  favour  of  notification 
by  medical  men.  I  hope  the  Bill  will 
pass.  We  are  all  agreed  that  if  this  is 
a  good  thing  for  Manchester,  Notting- 
ham, Huddersfield,  and  Sunderland,  it  la 
a  good  thing  for  the  rest  of  the  kingdom. 
I  strongly  urge  that  the  Bill  should  be 
read  a  second  time,  because  in  Com- 
mittee we  shall  have  full  opportunity  of 
discussing  the  clauses  and  arriving  at  a 
satisfactory  conclusion. 

♦Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Eushcliffe) :  As  I  put  down  a  notice 
of  opposition  to  this  Bill,  I  desire 
to  say  that  I  only  did  so  in  order  to 
secure  a  proper  discussion  of  the  measure. 
We  have  seen  that  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  has  tried  to 
rush  the  Bill  through  after  half  past  5 
o'clock  on  a  Wednesday  evening,  and 
more  than  once  after  midnight.  I 
venture  to  think  that  is  hardly  the 
course  for  the  Government  to  pursue  in 
regard  to  a  Bill  of  this  character. 
I  think  the  President  will  allow  the  dis- 
cussion this  afternoon  has  been  a  most 
useful  one,  and  it  is  due  to  our  having 
secured  a  proper  interval  for  discussion. 
Having  said  this,  I  do  not  for  a  mo- 
ment wish  to  delay  the  passing  of  the 
Bill. 

Colonel  GUNTER  (Yorkshire,  W.E. 
Barkstone  Ash) :  I  should  like  to  give 
my  experience  as  Chairman  of  a  Board 
of  Guardians  and  a  Sanitary  Board.  It 
is  that  although  people  who  are  suffering 
from  infectious  diseases  may  not  go  into 
the  streets,  other  people  may  go  into 
the  houses  where  the  disease  is,  and  in 
consequence  spread  it  all  around.  We 
had  in  our  district  an  outbreak  of  scarlet 
fever.  As  the  Sanitary  Board  we  did  all 
we  could  to  prevent  it  spreading,  but  we 
found  great  difficulty  in  doing  so.  The 
fever  broke  out  in  a  village  where  there 
was  a  large  number  of  Irish  people  who 
would  insist  upon  waking  the  children 
and  others  who  died.     It  was  with  the 
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utmost  difiaculty  we  stamped  out  the  ^he  ATTOENEY   GENEBAL  (Sir 

disease.  H.  Wbbsteb,  Isle  of  Wight) :   I  have 

*Mr.   ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) :  considered  the  point  raised  last  night  by 

I  think  this  Bill  will  be  very  yaluable  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  and  I  think 

when  it  is  made  compulsory  all  through,  it  is  desirable  there  should  be  some  fixed 

Having  had  many  years'  experience  of  time    in   order  to   prevent    marriages 

the  working  of  the  Public  Health  Act,  solemnised  some  20  or  30  years  before 

I  can  testify  to  the  fact  that  thousands  being  rendered  yalid  under  this  Bill.   I 

of  lives  have  been  saved,  and  are  being  would  suggest,  however,  that  instead  of 

saved,  every  year  by  a  careful  obser-  his  Amendment  we  shoiild  insert — 

vance    of   the   Public    Health  Acts    as  « And  which  shall,  within  two  years  after  the 

regards    infectious    diseases.      I    want  passing  of  this  Act,  have  heen  registered  at 

upon  this  occasion  to  make  the  applica-  J?^^  P>^»  and  in  such  manner  as  the  Hi^ 

tion  of  the  Act  universal      In  AbPeen  ^^CT^V^^^i;^:^^ 

we  have  really  two  burghs  m  one  Parlia-  scribe." 

mentary  burgh.   Each  burgh  has  its  own  m.  4.  t  xu-  i.           u  v  i^             ^  mx. 

way  ofcarrvineoutthelaw  a  fact  which  ■^*^**» -^  think,  would  better  meet  the 

does  not  tend  to  a  aatiefact^Jry  end.  The  ^}^  *«  ^o"^"  »»*  ^«»™«*  Gendomaa 

more  uniform  the  administration  of  the  »-^_      mf\\i[T  Tx^a/^xT       t                 -i. 

law  can  be  made,  so  much  more  effective  3^?' .  ^^.^^?^^°^J    ^    T    ^""^ 

will  it  become.    I  trust  the  President  of  ?*^^«^^/  with  the  words  my  hon.  and 

the  Local  Government  Board  will  intro-  ^^^J^^^,  ^"t!J?  '''^^^?'  "f  therefore 

duce    a    clause  which  will   make    the  ^  ^^^  to  withdraw  my  Amendment, 

administration  of  the  law  uniform.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUAET  (Shoreditch,  Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 

Hoxton) :  I  should  like  to  know  whether  16,  after  the  word  ''  ordained,^to  insert 

it  is  intended  that  under  Clause  7  the  the  words — 

existence  of    syphilis   will  have   to    be  **  And  which-shall,  within  two  years  after  the 

notified.  passing  of  this  Act,  have  been  registered  at 

Mk.  EITCHIE:  It  has  never  been  such  place,  and  in  such  maimer  as  the  Hi^h 

•i.     jjxUi.Ai.i.j'              \.     ij  Commissioner  shall,  by  proclamation  within  aix 

intended  that  that  disease  should  come  months  after  the  pe^g  of  the  Act,  pre 

under  the  Act.  scribe."— (ifr.  Attorney  General.) 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to.  Question  proposed,  **  That  these  words 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com-  ^^  *^®^®  inserted." 

mitted  for  Monday  next.  *Sib  E.  WEBSTEE  :  When  I  looked 

at  the  Act  of  Fiji  it  seemed  to  me  the 

PASSENGER  ACTS   AMENDMENT  BILL  Position    taken   up   by    my  hon.    and 

rrnnnQi    /v^  qo?  \  learned  Friend  was  a  reasonable  one, 

[LORDS.]    (No.  827.)  y^^^  ^^  ^j^j^^   ^^^^  ^^^^^  ^^    ^^^^ 

Considered    m    Committee,   and   re-  Secretary    of    State  for  the  Ooloniee 

ported,  without  Amendment.  (Baron  H.  de  Worms)  and  myself  felt 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed.  ^®  could  not  prescribe  the  mode  of  re- 

'^  gistration.    I  have,  therefore,  proposed 

xrAT>T>TArL^a  /T>  A  aTToir^T  A  xrr.   i;l  n  utt  t  this  Amendment  iu  substitution  of  that 

MARRIAGES  (BASUTOLAND,  &o.)   BILL  ^^^^  j^^,^   Friend. 

[LORDS.]   (No.  862.)  ^^    q    MORGAN    (Denbighshire, 

Considered  in  Committee.  E.) :  The  Amendment  seems  a  reason- 

(In  the  Committee.)  able  one,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  aooepted. 


"And  which  shall  within  eighteen  months  in  other  parts  of  the   colonies  it  is  - 

after  the  passing  of  this  Act  have  been  entered    «^^^«^  ^^««„«^^««^    r^.   ^^ i^    •     xv^ 

in  the  register  of  marriages  in  the  territory  in  ^^.^°^^?  occurrence    for   people    in  the 

which  they  have  been  solemnised,  in  accordance  Wild    districts   not    to     have   any  COm- 

with  the  law  or  usage  for  the  time  being  in  munications  for  12  and  18   months  at  a 

force  in  such  territory."— (Jfr.  Tomlifuon.)  time.    I  know  of  places,  even  in  Austia* 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words  lia,  where  an  18  months'  notioe  would 

be  there  inserted."  be  of  no  avail. 

Col<m$l  Gunter 
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•8a  B.  WEBSTER :  I  think  the  sug- 
geation  is  worthy  of  consideration.  Of 
OODTM,  I  am  not  pereonally  acquainted 
with  the  actual  character  of  these  colo- 
nies, and  am  glad  to  receive  any  prao- 
tioal  BUKKOstion.  I  think  it  is  a  verj 
reasonalile  proposition  that  the  total  time 
ahonld  be  tnree  years,  and  I  fancy  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Tomlin- 
Bon)  would  not  object  to  the  alteration. 

Mr.  T0MLIN30N  :  I  have  not  the 
■lightest  objection  to  three  years  being 
allowed  instead  of  two. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  hne  1,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "two,"  and  insert  the  word 
"  three."— (Jfr.  MoUoy.) 

Question,  "That  'two'  stand  part 
of  the  Amendment,"  put,  and  nega- 
tiTed. 

Question,  "  That '  three '  be  there  in- 
serted," put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  again  pro- 
posed. 

Ur.  HDNTEE  (Aberdeen) :  I  beg  to 
move  the  insertion  of  the  words,  "  with 
the  consent  oi  both  partiea  to  the  mar- 
riage or  the  BurriTor  of  them,"  after  the 
word  "registered."  These  Validation 
Acts  are  very  excellent  in  their  object, 
but  this  is  a  peculiarly  sweeping  mea- 
sure, because  it  applies  to  a  territory 
which  formerly  did  not  belong  io  the 
British  Empire,  and  it  refers  to  matters 
which  occurred  in  that  territory  at  a 
time  when  it  did  not  belong  to  the 
British  Empire.  It  is  proposed  that 
anything  called  marriage  which  is  cele- 
brated by  a  ministei  of  any  denomination 
duly  appointed  or  ordained  shall  be 
rendered  valid.  I  find  no  distinction 
drawn  betweea  British  subjects,  when 
both  parties  are  British  sutnecte,  when 
only  one  of  the  partiea  is  a  British  sub- 
ject, and  when  neither  party  is  a  British 
subject.  It  would  be  quite  within  the 
scope  of  the  Bill  that  a  marri^e  between 
two  persons,  say  of  French  extraction, 
should  be  made  valid  by  registration, 
although  that  marriage  might  not  be 
valid  according  to  the  law  of  France. 
It  is  given  to  one  of  the  parties  to  go 
within  a  limited  time  to  register  the 
marriage.  Persons  who  may  have  gone 
through  some  ceremony  of  marriage  in 
these  territories  may  find  themselves 
married  without  their  eonsent,  and 
even  against  their    consent.     It  seems 


to  me  there  would  ha  no  seriooi  prae- 
tioal  objection  to  requiring  the  oonsent 
of  both  partiea  to  the  registration, 
because  if  both  parties  consented  no 
wrong  could  be  done  to  either  of  them. 
And,  in  the  same  way,  if  one  of  th« 
parties  happeas  to  be  dead,  it  would  be 
only  reasonable  that  the  survivor  alone 
should  have  the  right  to  register  the 
marriage. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  in  line  3,  by  inserting 
after  the  word  "  registered,"  the  words 
"  with  the  oonsent  of  both  partiea  or  the 
survivor  of  them."— (Ifr.  RwtUr.) 

Question  proposed , ' '  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted  in  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

Mr.  BBADLATTOH  :  There  is  another 
reason  why  the  Amendment  should  be 
accepted,  aud  that  is  that  the  Bill  does 
not  require  any  notice  of  the  intention 
to  register  to  be  given  by  the  person 
registering  to  the  other  person  of  the 
marriage. 

Me.  MOLLOY:  I  strongly  advise 
the  Attorney  Oeneral  not  to  accept  this 
Amendment.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Hunter)  had  aay  knowledge  of  the 
kind  of  life  which  is  led  in  these  wild 
districts  he  would  not  have  moved  an 
Amendment  of  this  kind.  If  you  are 
going  to  leave  it  open  to  one  of  the 
parties  to  refuse  to  have  the  marriage 
registered,  you  play  into  the  hands  of  a 
man  who,  for  instance,  baring  become 
tired  of  his  wife,  wishes  to  go  off  and 
enter  into  another  alliance.  By  adopt- 
ing this  Amendment  you  will  be  really 
undoiag  nine-tenths  of  the  good  done 
by  the  Bill. 

*SiB  H.  WEBSTEB  :  I  cannot  accept 
the  Amendment.  We  propose  that  the 
mode  of  registration  shidl  be  prescribed 
by  the  High  Oommissioner.  If  there  is 
one  question  which  ought  to  be  dealt 
with  by  the  Local  Authorities,  it  seems 
to  be  such  a  question  as  whether  or  not 
the  marriage  should  be  registered  oa  the 
application  of  two  or  of  one  of  the 
parties.  I  can  conceive,  if  we  adopted 
the  Amendment,  that  the  Act  might  be 
defeated  by  a  person  who  dewred  to  get 
rid  of  his  wife. 

Mb.  hunter  :  I  am  afraid  I  must 
take  the  sense  of  the  Committee  upon 
this  Amendment.  The  sole  point  of  my 
suggestion   ia    to    prevent  a    man  or 
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woman  being  married  against  his  or 
her  will. 

The  House  divided  : —  Ayes  48  ; 
Noes  199.— (Div.  List,  No.  267.) 

Amendment  proposed,  to  add  after 
''Commissioner''  the  words  **in  South 
Africa." — {Th  Attorney  OeneraL) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Mb.  BKADLAUGH  :  I  had  intended 
to  move  the  insertion  of  a  proviso  at 
the  end  of  the  clause,  but  from  an  in- 
timation I  have  received  from  the 
Attorney  General,  it  is  unnecessary  that 
I  should  now  trouble  the  House  with  it. 
To  prevent  misunderstanding,  however, 
I  will  state  that  my  Amendment  was 
for  the  purpose  of  providing  that  no 
entry  should  be  permitted  in  the  register 
without  21  days  notice  to  both  parties  ; 
but  as  the  Attorney  General  has 
privately  promised  that  the  point  shall 
be  raised  by  the  Chief  Commissioner,  I 
will  not  trouble  the  House  with  the 
Amendment. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  2  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered to-morrow. 

MOVABLE  DWELLINGS  BILL.   (No.  316.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 
In  the  Committee. 

Clause  1. 

Mb.  STEPHENS  (Middlesex,  Hom- 
sey) :  I  think  the  Committee  will  allow 
it  is  very  inconvenient,  to  say  the  least 
of  it,  that  this  Bill,  which  so  largely 
affects  the  liberty  of  a  considerable 
number  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects, 
should  have  arrived  at  this  stage  with- 
out having  been  considered  at  all 
by  the  House.  Of  course,  I  am  pre- 
cluded from  going  into  the  general 
principle  now ;  but  I  will  call  atten- 
tion to  the  very  great  hardship 
that  under  this  clause  will  be 
inflicted  upon  a  number  of  per- 
sons poor  and  feeble  in  position,  and 
which  to  them  will  be  absolutely  crush- 
ing. They  will  be  quite  unable  to  cope 
with  such  an  intricate  mass  of  regula- 
tions as  this  Bill  will  demand,  and  the 
effect  will  be  to  force  these  people  from 
a  healthy,  harmless  counti^  life,  into 

Mr,  Hunter 


our  overcrowded  towns,  where  they  are 
not  at  all  wanted,  and  where,  as  hon. 
Members  will  be  aware,  it  will  be 
impossible  for  them  to  earn  their 
living.  From  living  an  open  oonntry 
life  they  will  be  transferred  to  oonditiona 
of  existence  for  which  they  are  unfitted, 
and  which  they  cannot  long  en'^ore. 
Why  should  not  people  be  allow  to 
live  in  movable  dwellings?  At  '^his 
time  of  year  certainly  it  is  a  ry 
pleasant  form  of  residence,  and  I  ink 
at  least  they  are  as  much  entitled  to 
be  free  from  interference  as  the  j*  '^ple 
who  choose  to  live  in  house  boats. 
With  regard  to  this  section,  the  owner 
of  a  movable  dwelling  is  required  to 
make  application  to  the  County  Autho- 
rity, but  the  Clause  does  not  aay  to 
what  authority,  but  I  take  it  to  be 
another  duty  added  to  the  already 
overladen  County  Council.  I  have 
myself  brought  to  the  notice  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  the  great 
difficulties  the  County  Councils  nave 
in  coping  with  the  mass  of  intricate 
matter  suddenly  devolved  upon  them, 
and  here  is  a  new  and  perfectly  unne- 
cessary duty  pressed  upon  them,  and 
more  machinery,  not  indicated,  must  be 
brought  into  play.  We  shall  presently 
have  to  deal  with  the  educational  and 
sanitary  provisions  of  the  Bill,  but  first, 
there  is  this  section  directed  to  the 
suppression  of  the  mode  of  life  these 
people  follow.  These  moving  yans 
carry  goods  from  village  to  village,  and 
are  really  oo  operative  stores  for  the 
service  of  village  life.  We  all  know 
that  in  some  of  the  small  villages  there 
is  only  a  single  shop,  the  owner  of 
which  exercises  a  tyrannical  monopoly, 
which  the  competition  of  these  travelling 
stores  serves  in  some  degree  to  check.  1 
am  sure  that  persons  unable  from  age 
or  infirmity,  or  want  of  time  to  go  to 
the  county  town,  find  these  vans  a 
very  great  boon.  I  do  not  for  a 
moment  think  that  any  Member  of 
the  House  will  be  moved  to  support 
the  Bill  on  account  of  the  peculiar  ideas 
upon  sporting  rights  these  persons  who 
live  in  movable  dwellings  are  commonly 
supposed  to  entertain.  I  believe  that 
will  not  prejudice  the  persons  whom 
this  Bill  affects,  but  that  every  Member 
will  take  his  course  in  regard  to  the 
Bill  uninfluenced  by  these  oonsidera* 
tions.  I  have  no  doubt  that  hon. 
Members  who  promote  this  Bill  are  not 
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very  jealous  of  any  little  trespass  upon 
lands  these  persons  may  commit.  The 
clause  requires  the  owner  to  register 
his  movable  home,  and  inflicts  a  penalty 
of  20s.  for  every  day  the  van  happens 
to  be  used  without  being  registered. 
This  is,  I  think,  a  too  severe  and  drastic 
a  p^Vnalty  for  such  an  offence,  and  to  be 
iir!^cted  upon  people  who  are  unable  to 
t.^''  i.'ebt  themselves;  and,  therefore,  I 
{Pi\/e  to  substitute  2s.  6d.  for  20s. 

'Kr-TOMLINSON  (Preston) :  I  have 
an  Amendment  to  propose  which  would 
ociiZ'J  before  that,  and  one  to  which  I 
think  no  objection  will  be  taken.  The 
words  in  the  clause  are  "apply  to  a 
county  authority."  I  do  not  suppose 
that  it  is  intended  that  the  application 
should  be  made  to  any  County  Autho- 
rity other  than  that  of  the  county  where 
the  van  happens  to  be  ;  and,  therefore, 
I  propose  as  a  preliminary  to  stating 
this  in  so  many  words  to  leave  out  "  a  " 
and  insert  "  the." 

Amendment  proposed,  line  8,  leave 
out  second  "a,"  and  insert  **  the." 

Me.  BUET  :  I  think  I  may  accept 
that. 
Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed  (Mr.  Tomlin- 
son),  after  the  word  **  authority,"  in- 
sert ''  in  the  jurisdiction  of  which  the 
movable  dwelling  happens  for  the  time 
being  to  be." 

Sir  HORACE  DAVEY  (Stockton) : 
I  should  like  to  ask  my  hon.  Friend  in 
charge  of  this  Bill  whether  he  has  con- 
sidered what  the  County  Authority  is 
to  which  reference  is  to  be  made.  I  find, 
looking  at  the  Interpretation  Clause, 
Section  13,  that  the  term  County 
Authority  includes  Commissioners  of 
Supply  and  County  Councils  for  coun- 
ties  or  for  boroughs  that  are  counties 
in  themselves.  Well,  it  seems  to  me 
there  is,  in  the  first  place,  the  objection 
that  County  Councils  are  not  always  sit- 
ting, and  I  think  it  would  be  better  that 
reference  should  be  made  to  some  offi- 
cer of  the  County  Council  who  could 
always  be  go  at,  and  from  whom  the 
necessary  regulations  could  be  ob- 
tained. I  do  not  offer  this  observation 
in  opposition  to  the  Bill,  but  in  order 
to  make  it  more  useful. 

Mr.  BUET:  I  labour  under  the  dis- 
advantage of  scarcely  having  heard  a 
single  word  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
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Gentleman's  remarks,  and,  therefore,  I 
have  no  answer  to  make. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  STEPHENS  :  I  now  beg  to  move 
the  Amendment  I  have  already  indicated, 
to  read,  '*  two  and  sixpence  "  after  "  not 
exceeding,"  in  line  18,  instead  of 
''twenty  shillings."  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Stockton  has 
pointed  out  a  difficulty  in  fixing  any 
authority  with  the  duty,  and,  in  fact,  it 
will  have  to  be  handed  over  to  an 
official  who  will  be  very  little  under  the 
direct  control  of  the  representative 
authority,  and  will  be  far  more  under 
the  influence  of  residents  and  landlords 
of  the  neighbourhood.  It  is,  therefore, 
all  the  more  incumbent  upon  us  to  be 
careful  to  prevent  anything  like  injustice 
and  even  cruelty  in  the  exercise  of  this 
delegated  authority.  In  any  case,  as 
we  ourselves  know,  it  is  difficult  to  ap- 
peal against  the  harsh  exercise  of  such 
authority,  and  especially  so  in  the  case 
of  these  persons,  who  are  very  poor  and 
have  to  earn  a  precarious  living.  The 
more  I  consider  the  Bill  the  more  I  am 
struck  with  its  crudeness  of  construc- 
tion, and  the  more  I  regret  that  it  has 
not  been  subjected  to  a  free  discussion. 

It  being  half-past  Five,  further  pro- 
ceedings were  suspended. 

INDUSTRIAL  AGRICULTURAL  EDUCA- 
TION BILL.     (No.  296.) 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

METROPOLITAN  WATER   COMPANIES. 

Betums  ordered — 

'*  Of  the  Accounts  of  the  Metropolitan  Water 
Companies  for  the  year  ended  dlst  day  of 
December,  1888.  ^ 

Of  the  estimated  Population  of  the  Districts 
supplied  by  each  of  the  Metropolitan  Watejr 
Companies. 

Of  the  approximate  quantity  of  Water  sup- 
plied daily  by  each  for  domestic  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Of  the  Revenue,  so  far  as  it  can  be  ascer- 
tained, derived  from  Water  supplied  for 
domestic  and  for  other  purposes. 

Of  the  quantity  of  Water  supplied  by  each 
per  person  tor  domestic  purposes. 

Of  the  gross  Income  received  per  one  thou- 
sand gaUons. 

And,  of  the  Charges  authorised  to  be  made 
by  each  Company  (in  the  form  and  in  oontinu- 
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Advance  Notes  to  Seamen  Bill  [Bill  93] 

/.  AmendmenU  Reported  July  25,  1243 

Advertieement  Kating  Bill 

/.Read  2*  and  Committed  to   Standing   Com- 
mittee for  General  Billa  Jult/  11,81 

[Bill  124] 
Reported ;    Re-Committcd   to   Committee  of 

whole  Houto  July  16,  518  [Bill  163] 

Committee     on     Ke-Commitment  ;    Farther 

Amendments  made  Juty  19,  834 
Amendments  Reported  ;  Further  Amendments 

made  July  22,  973 
Read  3*  and  Pasted  July  23,  1071 
e.  Lords  Amendments  Considered  and  Agreed  to 
July  29,  1M3  [Bill  35] 

Adyooate,  The  Lord  {see  HobertsoNi 
Right  Hon.  J.  P.  B.) 

Africa  and  Italy 

Qaestion,  Commander  Betbell ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  July  23, 
1105 

Africa  (East  Coast) 

Oerman  Bombardment  of  Pangani,  Question, 
Dr.  Cameron ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  July  12, 265 

Africa  (South  East) 

Delagoa  Bay  Railway,  Questions,  Mr.  Brice, 
Sir  0.  Campbell  ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  July  11, 
129  ;  Question,  Dr.  Clark  ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  July 
18,  715 
British  Vice  Coniul,  Question,  Sir  G.  Camp- 
bell ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  July  12,  209 

Africa  (South) 

Swaziland^Concetsions  by  the  King,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  W.  F.  Lawrence;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  July  15, 
388 

Ztiiuland"  Trial  of  Native  Chiefs,  Questions, 
Observations,  Earl  of  Kingston,  The  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  July  30,  1694  ;  Ques- 
tions,  Mr.  T.  Kills ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  July  11,  130; 
July  16, 528  ;  July  18,  710  ;  Questions,  Mr. 
T.  Ellis,  Dr.  Clark  ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  July  16,  529; 
Questions,  Mr.  Baumann  ;  Answer,  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  July  19. 
851 

Aqg-Gardner,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Cheltenham 
Evasion  of  License  Duty  by  Bogus  Clubs,  1433 

AgrieuUural  Department    of  the    Privy 
Council 
T%nportation  of  Cattle,  Question,  Mr.  Knowles  ; 
Answers,  The  Vice  Chamberlain  July  18, 
696 
Report,  Question,  Sir  R.  Paget ;  Answer,  The 
Vioe  Chamberlain  July  18,  785  | 


Agricnltaral  Holdings  (Scotland)   Act 
(1887)  Amendmeiit  Bill 

e.  Lords  Amendments  Agreed  to  Jniy  15,  481 
I  Returned  from  Commons  with   Amendments 
Agreed  to  July  16.  493  [Bill  42] 

Royal  Assent  July  26,  1385 

Agricultural  Labourer^  Union 
Mr,  Areh,  Question,  Major  Rateh  ;    Answer, 
The  First   Lord  of  the  Treasury  JtJy  36, 
1432 

AiNSLiEy  Mr.   W.  O.,   Zancathiref    N. 
Lonsdale 
Registration  of  Deaths,  1429 

Aliens 
Address  for  Return  July  25,  1269 


Allotments  Act 
Crown  Leasee  of  Agrtetdiural  Land,  Qoestions , 
Commander  Betbell ;  Answers,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  July  15, 391 ;  July  16, 
526 

America 
International  Maritime  Conferenoe  {see  noder 
"Internationar') 

AmbrIOA,  South 
Falkland    Islands  —  Charges    against     the 
Oovemor,  Qnestions,  Mr.  Mae  Neill ;  An- 
swers, The  Under  Secretary  for  the  Golontes 
July  12,  259  ;  JtUy  15,  397 


Arbitxation  Bill 

0  Read  2«*/u/y  31, 1806 


[Bill  267] 


Argyll,  Duke  of 
Ireland— Gweedore  and  Olphert  Estatei,  Res. 

357,  374,  377,  1242, 1246 
Parliament—  Lords— Hansard's  Parliamentary 

Debates,  Res.  1080 
Servitudes  Redemption    (Scotland)  Bill,  2R. 

499 

Armenia 
Moussa  Bey*s  Visit  to  Constaniinople,  Qaet* 
tions,    Mr.   Summers,  Mr.  T.  More,  Mr. 
Channing  ;  Answers,  The  Under  Seeretary 
for  Foreign  Aflfairs  July  25,  1252 

Army  and  Navy  Accounts  Audit  Bill 
{see  Andit  [Army  and  Nafy]  Aecoonti  Bill) 

Abmy 

Auxiliary  Forces — Militia — y<m-Commi$sienei 
Offieers,  Question,  Mr.  Cobb;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  for  War  July  22,  986 

Transport  for.  Question,  Lord  Tmro;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  for  War  Jmhf 
22,  970 

Yeomanry  up  for  Annual  l\rainiM  and 
Vohmteers  in  Camp,  Qaestioo,  Sir  W. 
Foster ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  Ibr  War 
July  23, 1097 
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BandM^  Political  DemanstrcUions,  Question, 
Gapt.  Selwyo  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  July  15,  i02 

Bayonets,  Defective,  Question,  Lord  Henry 
Uroce  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War  July 
23,  1097 

Commismnsy  Question,  Colonel  Waring  ;  An- 
swer, The  Financial  Secretary  for  War,  852  ; 
Questions,  Sir  6.  Campbell ;  Answers,  The 
Secretary  for  War  July  26, 1422 

Contracts  —  Accoutrements —  Work  Done  in 
French  Prisons,  Questions,  Mr.  Hanbury ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  for  War  July  23, 
1091 

Colonel  Slade's  Equipment,  Question,  Colonel 
Blundell ;  Answer,  The  Financial  Secre- 
tary for  War  July  22, 991  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Hanbury ;  Answer,  The  Financial  Sec- 
reUry  for  War /u/y  19,843 

AJeat,  Question,  Mr.  Hanbury  ;  Answer, 
The  SecreUry  for  War  July  23, 1093 

Sweating  by  Contractors,  Questions,  Mr. 
Hanbury  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  for 
War  Jttly  25, 1262 

Contracts  Department,  Address  for  Copies 
July  10,  57 

Dover  Pier  Post,  Question,  Mr.  Childers  ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  for  War  Jtdy  18,  715 

Education^  Cooper's  Bill  College,  Questions, 
Observations,  Lord  Northbrook,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  War,  The  Secretary  for  India, 
Lord  Sandhurst,  Earl  of  Morley  July  30, 
1692 

^■pypt — Affairs  in  the  Soudan,  Questions,  Sir 
W.  l^wson,  Mr.  Bryce,  Sir  O.  Campbell, 
Mr.  Labouohere,  Mr.  Picton  ;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  for  War  July  11,  120 

Jititish  Troops,  Question,  Sir  6.  Campbell; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  Ju/y  26, 1423 

Dervishes,  Advance  of.  Questions,  Mr. 
Bryce,  Sir  W.  I^wson ;  Answers,  The 
Secretary  for  War,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Afliiirt  July  15,  398  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Childers ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
for  War  Jidy  18,  737 

Operations  on  the  Xile,  Questions,  Sir  W. 
I^wson,  Mr.  Woodall,  Mr.  Picton,  Mr.  J. 
E.  Ellis ;  Answers,  The  SecreUry  for  War, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
July  10,51 

Reinforcement,  Question,  Sir  W.  Barttelot ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War  July  22, 
991 

H-trscs,  Reserve,  Questions,  Obserfations, 
Lord  Sandhurst,' The  Under  Secretary  for 
War,  Earl  of  Kimberley  July  22,  988 

India— Swords  and  Side-Arms,  Testing  of, 
Question,  Mr.  Hanbury  :  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary for  War  July  23,  1092 

Ireland'' Cavan  Militia,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar; 
Answer,  The  Financial  Secretary  for  War 
/M/y29,1570 
Dnblin  Barracks,  Condition  of.  Questions, 
Mr.  Hanbury,  Mr.  A.  L.  Brown,  Mr. 
Woodall,  Mr.  A.  O'Connor;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  for  War/ti/y  25, 1263 

[cont. 


AiMY—eont, 
Manufacturing  Departments — WdUham  Abbey 
Powder  Works,  Old  River  Lea,  Questions, 
Sir  H.  Selwin-Ibberton,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  : 
Answers,  The  Secretary  for  War  July  18, 
703 ;  Questions,  Mr.  A.  Smith,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  ;  Answers,   The   Financial  Secre- 
tary for  War  July  19,  840 
Royal  Arsenal^Oas  Stokers,  Question,  Mr. 
C.  Graham  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  July  15,  396  ;  July  28,  1098 
Woolwich    Arsenal — Select    Committee   on 
Workmen,  Question,  Colonel  Hughes  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War  July  18, 
707 
Workmen  in.  Question,  Colonel  Hughes  : 
Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War  July  26 
1429 
Ordnance  Department— Director  of  Factories, 
Question,  Mr.  Hanbury  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  for  War  July  11,  108 
Ouns —Bursting    of     Gun     at    Sheemess, 
Question,  Mr.  Bazley- White ;  Answer, 
The  SecreUry  for  War  July  16,525 
Xew  Magasine  Rifle,    Question,  Sir  S. 
Wilson  ;    Answer,  The  Secretary   for 
War  July  15,  408  ;  July  22,  989 ;  Ques- 
tion,    Mr.     Hanbury;     Answer,    The 
Secretary  for  War  July  26,  1424 

Ordnance  Store  Department  —  Condemned 
Clothing,  Question,  Mr.  Hanbury  ;  Answer, 
The  Financial  Secretary  for  War  July  18, 
722  ;  Question,  Mr.  Hanbury  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  for  War  July  25,  1257 

Pensions,    Commutation    of.   Question,     Mr. 

Bradlaugh  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War 

July  22,  973 
Quartermasters  —  Infantry,  Question,  Sir  J. 

Swinburne ;  Answer,  The  Financial  Secretary 

for  War  July  29,  1574 

Regiments  —  Royal     Artillery  —  Scottish 

Division,     Question,     Mr.      Majoribanks  ; 

Answer,   The  Secretary  for  War  July  15, 

391 
Review    at    Alder  shot — Accommodation    for 

Members,    Question,    Sir    R.     Lethbrige ; 

Answer,  The   Secretary  for  War  July  18, 

738 

AsHEB,  Mr.  A.,  Elgin,  ^c. 
Local  Government  (Scotland),  &c.,  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 446,  568,  585,  586 
Unifcrsities  (Scotland),    Bill,   Consideration, 
629, 637 

AsQUiTH,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Fife,  U. 
Local  Gofernment  (SeotUnd),  4ms.,  Bill  Com- 
mittee, 431 

Atherlby-Jonbs,  Mr.  L.,  Durham,N.  W» 
Lunacy  AoU  Amendment  Bill,  Consideration, 
1749 

Atkinson,  Mr.  H.  J.,  BoiUn 

Coinage  (Light  Gold)  Bill,  2EL  1805 
Royal  GranU  Conuniitee,  1623 

Attornby-Gbnebal  {see  Wbbstbr,  Sir 
B.  E.) 
8  Y  8 
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Audit  (Armj  and  Ka?7  Accounts)  Bill 

c.  Rfna  8*  Julp  11,  237  [BiU  314] 

Coaiidered  in  Committee ;   Reported ;    Read 
«••  and  PasMd  /u/y  15,  480 
I  RmA  !••  Jti/y  16,  518  [Bill  164] 

Read   2**  and  Committed  to    Committee  of 

whole  House  July  29. 1566 
HooM  in  Committee  ;  Reported  July  30, 1691 

Augmentation  of  Beneflcies  Bill 

e.  Order  for  Retomiog  Adjoamed  Debate  ;  Bill 
Withdrawn  July  22, 1068  [Bill  231  ] 

Attstbalian  Colonies 

Chine$$^ Jmportatitmy   Qaettion,  Mr.   Watt; 

Answer,  The  Under  Secretar/  for  Foreign 

Aflkirs/u/j^25, 1258 
Crown  Landit  Question,  Commander  Bethel  I  ; 

Answer,    The     Under    Secretary   for   the 

Colonies  July  25,  1255 
Naturalization  of  Foreignerif  Question,  Mr. 

Henniker    Heaton ;     Answer,  The    Under 

Seeretary  for  the  Colonies  July  29, 1576 
Post  Office — Mailt  to  England^  Qaestion,  Mr. 

H.    Heaton ;    Answer,    The    Post- Master 

General /M/y  26,  1419 

AusTfiALiA  (Western). 

Aborigines,  Treatment  of,  Qaestion,  Mr.  S. 
Smith ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  July  19,  848 

OranU  of  Land,  Questions,  Mr.  C.  Wright ; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  July,  18,  728 

ResponsibU  Government,  Que&tion,  Sir  G. 
Baden -Powell ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  July  30, 1704 

Return  of  Sales,  ^e.^ Grants  of  Land,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  King,  Sir  G.  Campbell,  Mr. 
Childers ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
SUte  for  the  Colonies  July  18,  699 

Badkn-Powbll,  Sir  G.,  Liverpool,  Kirk- 
dah 

Australia,  (Western)  —  Responsible  Gofern- 
ment,  1704 

Behring  Sea  Fisheries  —  Seizure  of  British 
Fishing  Vessel,  1703 

H.M.S.  ♦*  Sultan,"  1578 

Irish  Society  and  City  Companies,  Ac,  Res. 
1370 

Malta,  Gofemment  of,  1099 

Venezuela— Goldflelds  of  Turu.iri— Conces- 
sions, 1099 

Bailbt,  Sir  J.  R.,  Hereford 
Transferred  Districts  in  Walt  s,  732 

Baird,  Mr.  J.  G.  A.,  Glasgow,  Central 
Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Consider- 
ation, 1021 

Balfoub,  Lord 

Census,  An  annual,  1410 

Local    Government  Provisional  Orders  Bills, 

237  ;  Suspension  of  Sessional  Orders,  1385 
Merchant  Shipping  (Tonnage)  Bill,  2R.  1234 
Railway  Accidents,  Res.  828,  833 
Telegraphs  (Isle  of  Man)  Bill,  2R.  670 

[eont. 


Balpoitb,  Lord^^on/. 
Tramwaya  Profislonal   Orderi  (No.  1)  Bill, 

2R.  69 
Tramways  ProTisiooal   Ordert  CSo.  9)  Bill, 

Suspensions  of  Standing  Orders,  653 
Trust  Funds  Infestment  Bill,  8R.  1565 
Wreck  of  the  '*  Astraeana"  in  Cowes  Roads, 

1240 


Balfoub,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.  (Ohief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  lieatenaiit  of 
Ireland),  MdnehesUr,  B, 

Ireland- 
Crime  and  Outrage-^ 

Alleged    Roman    Catholic    Outrage    at 

Drumgor,  1421 
Maiming  Cattle,  716 
Outrage  by  Orangemen,  112 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act 
Blunt,  Mr.  858 
Conybeare,  Mr.  717,  1431,  1581,  1582, 

1709, 1710 
Cos,  Mr.  122,  394,  395,  711.  858,  1100, 

1702,  1703 
Gill,  Mr.  122  391,  395,  711,  1100, 1702, 

1703 
Healy,  Mr.  Denis,  120 
Kelly.  Mr.  120 

M*Fadden,  Father  and  others,  405,  1710 
O'Brien,  Mr.  P.  1427 
Prisoners  in  Derry  Goal,  857, 1098, 1709, 

1710 
Stephens,  Father,  120, 1420 
Tanner,  Dr.  1583, 1707,  1708 
Emergency  Men  and  Mr.  Gonne  Maioney's 

Farm,  124 
Fisheries— Dungarfao  Bay,  1703 
Limerick — Shannon  Drainage,  339,  390 
Steam  Trawling,  1709 
Gaelic    Association    Football    Club     and 

Fenianism,  1705 
Land  Acts 
Fair   Rents,  1420,  1711,  1712  :  Olphert 

EsUte,  387 
Fixed  Kent,  859 
Land  Act  (1887),  1417 
Land  Commission,  113;  Co.  Cork,  131  ; 

Court  Valuer,  1701 
Purchase  Acts,  123 
Sub-Commissioners,  1424 
Valuations,  Kilmacrickard,  1095 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Alleged  Assault  upon   Emergenoj    Man. 

1432 
Carnalwey,  Rector  of,  400 
Cookstown,  Affray  at,  1413 
Firing  Revolvers  on  High  Road,  14U 
Jury     Packing    (alleged) —  Maryboroag h 

Summer  Assizes,  134,  718, 1706 
Larkin,  Michael,  Case  of,  690 
Placards  torn  down  by  Police,  846 
Westmeath,  Extra  Police  at,  109 
Wrexford— Press  and  Police,  115 
Light  Kailways—Co.  Down,  1700 
Local  Government  Board— Holyrood,  Kalt* 

ance  at,  847 
Navigation  and  Drainage ^Bann    Drainage 

^Scheme,  854 
Piers   and    Harbours— Fonit    Pier,    1095. 
1006 
Port  Stewart  Fishing  Harboor,  1700 

l©aWf« 
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Balpoob,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.^corU, 

Poor  Uw— Belfast  Workhouse,  698 

Dublin  Kates,  1713 
Royal    Irish    Constabulary  — Tyrone    Con- 

stubularj,  1421 
Unitersitj  Education  and  Catholic  Bishops, 
404 
Irish  Society  and  City  Companies,  &o.,  Res. 

1880 
Light   Railways  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  904,  908; 

Res.  1115, 1725 
Light   Railways  (Ireland)  Grants,  Ac,   Com- 
mittee, nil 
Looal  Government  (Scotland),  Ac,  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 214,  215,  593,  600,  601 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  651,  1582 
Parliamentary    Papers  —  Appendix  of  Ex- 
traneous Matter,  1717 
Select  Committee  on  Irish  Society's  Estates, 

1688 
Standing  Orders  and  Provisional  Order  Bill, 
Res.,  654,  055 
Sock  Drainage  Bill,  2R.  1790 
Trust  Companies  Bill,3R.  672 
Universities    (Scotland)    Bill,    Consideration, 
•27,  631,  636,  637,  638,  651,  1208 


Balfour,  Mr.  Q.,  Leeds  Central 

Local  Government  (Scotland))  Ac,  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 191,  195,  197 

Balfour,    Eight    Hon.    J.   B.,    Clack- 

mannan 

Local  Government  (Scotland),  &c.  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 302,  303,  311,  313,  314,  318,  355, 
424,  460,  474,  539,  563,  5G6,  567,  587,  588 

Universities  (Scotland)  Bill,  Consideration,  612 

Balfour,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Burnley 

Civil  Estnblishmcnts,  Commission  on,  841 
Coal  Mines— Use  of  Roburite,  842 


Banki 

PeopWs  Bank,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Maclean ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Juiif  22,  977 

Bann  Drainage  Bill 

Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  /u/y  11,  134;  Questions,  Mr. 
Philip;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  Jti/y  15,  406 ;  Question,  Mr.  Lea  ; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
July  25,  1265 

Bann  Drainage  BiU  [Bill  25] 

tf.  Select  Committee  Appointed  July  11,  160 

Report  from  Select    Committee  ;  Recom- 
mitted July  22,  997 

Bann  Drainage  (Oranta,  ftc) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  July  11, 135 ;  July 
12,  272 
Res.  Reported  and  Read  2"^;  Motion  that  the 
iloasc  Agreed  with  Committee /«/|f  15,  416 


Barclay,  Mr.  J.  W.,  For/arih%r$ 

Local  Government  (Scotland),  die.,  BiU,  Gom- 
mittee,  178,  423.  434,  439,  450,  451,  452, 
453,  466,  470,  478,  480,  546,  550,  552,  559, 
597,  603 

Baring,  Mr.  T.  0.,  London 
Intermediate  Education  (Wales)  Bill,  Consider- 
ation, 1687 

Bartlet,  Mr.  G.  0.  T.,  Islington,  N. 
Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  9) 

Bill,  Consideration,  1088 
Exhibition     of    1851 — Kensington    Estate — 

Proposed  Sale  of  Part  of  Inner  Gardens, 

1102 
Law  and  Justloe,  and  Police — King,  Thomaa— 

Imprisonment  of  Children,  523 
Parliament— Government  Business,  Res.  144 
Post  Office  Sites  Bill,  2R.  1759 
Royal  Grants,  Order  for  Committee,  1479 

Babttelot,  Colonel  Sir  W.  B.,  Suites, 

Egypt — Reinforcements,  991 

Uoyal  Grants,  Order  for  Committee,  1843 

Basing,  Lord 
Winchester   Burgessscs  (Disqualification  Re- 
moval)  Bill,  2R.  70 

Baumann,     Mr.    A.    A.,     Camherwett, 
Peekham 
Africa— Usibepu,  851 
Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2) 

Bill,  Consideration  1088, 1089 
India— Corrupt  Magistrates,  Res.  871,  878 
Metropolitan  Electric  Supply  Bill,  Kes.  1086  ; 

3U.  1087 
Parliament—Government  Business,  ReSi  147 

BAZLBY-WnrrB,  Mr.  J.,  Oravesend 
Army — Bursting  of  a  Gun  at  Sheemess,  525 

Beach,    Eight    Hon.    Sir    M.   HiOKt 

(President  of  the  Board  of  Trade)) 

Bristol,  W. 
Board  of  Trade— Employes  and  Seamen,  108 
•*  Bonnie  Doon,"  523 
Electric  Lighting,  396 
Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  Bill,  3R. 

836 
Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2) 

Bill,  2R.  3  ;  Consideration,  1088, 1089 
Electric  Lighting  Provisional   Orders  Bills — 

Birmingham  Corporation,  1422 
Ireland—Great  Northern    Kailway    Company 
and  the  Armagh  Railway  Collision,  117, 
393 

Holy  wood  Pier — Co.  Down^  1714 

Listdwel  Station— Poothridge,  395 
Irish  Society  and  City  Companies,  Ac.,  Ros. 

1383 
Lighthouse  and  Lightshipt— lUamlnants,  1 102| 

Trinity  House  Report,  1268 
Light  RaUwayl  (IrelAnd)  BiU|  Ret.  1724 
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Beaoh,  Right  Hon.  Sir.  M.  Hioks— <;on^ 
Merchant  Shipping — Fog  Signals— Committee 

Report,  127 
Merchant  Shipping  (Tonnage)  Bill,  Considera-. 

lion,  920,  021,  925, 926,  927,  928,  981,  935, 

936,  937,  938,  939 
MetropoliUn  Electrio  Supply  Bill,  Res.  1086; 

SR.  1087 
Patent  OfBoe— Expired  Designs,  888 
Railways-- Axles  of  Carriages,  1103 

Charges,  1250 

Lefel  Crossings — Hamilton,  264 

London,  Chatham,  and  Dofer  Railvray,  1254 
Regulation  of  Railways  Bill,  1265;  2R.  1174, 

1684, 1685 
Royal  Grants  Committee,  1656, 1657,  1677 
Royal  Mail  Steam  Packet  Company— Health 

Regulations  on  Passenger  Steamers,  1699 
Thames  and  Severn  Canal  Company,  851 
Tithe  Rent  Charge  Becofery  Bill,  2  a.  759, 

764 
V^elghts  and  Measures  Bill,  481 

Beauohamp,  Earl 

Advertisroent  Rating  Bill,  Appointment  ot 
Committee,  84 

Luton  National  School,  Res.  1558,  1562,  1563, 
1564 

Parliament — Lords— Hansard's  Parliamentary 
Debates,  Res.  1077 

Western  Australia  Constitution  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 378 

Bkaufoy,  Mr.  M.  H.,  Lamhethj  Kenning- 
ton 
Whitechapel  Outrages,  1573 

Jierhring  Seas  Fiehenei 

Seigureof  JBrUish  Fishing  Vettely  Question?, 
SirQ.  Baden-Powell,  Mr*  Gourley  ;  Answers, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
July  SO,  1703 

^elgrano  (Buenos  Ayres)  Oas  Company 
Bill 

border  for  2*  Negatived /u/y  11,  61 

Bentinck,  Eight  Hon.  G.  A.  C,  JVhite- 

haven 
Constitution  Uill,  1103 

Bentinck,  Mr.  W.  G.  0.,  Penhryn  and 

Falmouth 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1434 

Bethell,    Commander    G.    R.,    Fori, 
JE'.i?.,  ffolderness, 
Australia— Crown  Lands,  1255 
Crown  Leases  of  Agricultural  Land,  391,  392, 

526 
Italy  and  Africa,  1105 

Merchant  Shipping  (Tonnage)  Bill,  Consider- 
ation, 939 

Biggab,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Cavan,   W. 

Bann  Drainage  (Grants,  dsc).  Res.  416 
Factors'  Bill|  2R.  884 


BioGAB,  Mr.  J.  6. — ewni. 
Ireland— Cafan  Militia,  1570 

Workhouse,  Belfast,  697 
Irish  Society  and  City  Companiea,  Ac.,  Res. 

1384 
Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill,  9R.  899,  917; 

Order  for  Committee,  1175 
Poor  Law  Bill,  Committee,  1373 

■ 

BUl8  of  Sale  Bill 

/.  Read  2*  Committed  to  Committee  of  Whole 
House  Jtdylb,  377  [Bill  150] 

Considered  in  Committee  and  Reported  July 

16,515 
Read  3**  and  Passed  July  18,  671 

BiBKELL,  Mr.,  West  Fife 
Royal  Grants,  Order  for  Committee^  1346 

Blane,  Mr.  A.,  Armagh,  8. 
Audit  (Army  and  Nary  Aocoonts)  Bill,   3R. 

227 
Ireland— Affray  at  Cookstown,  1413 

Compensation  for  Burning,  263 

Fixed  Bent,  859 

Land  Act  (1887),  1417 
Loans  for  Improvement,  855 
Light  Uailway  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  910 

Blumdell,  Colonel  H.  B.  H.^  Latunahire^ 

S.  W.y  Ince 
Army— Colonel  Slade's  Contraots,  991 
Royal  Grants,  Order  for  Committee,  1484 

Board  of  Agricnltore  Bill 

I.  Read  2''  and  Committed  to  Standing  Commitee 

for  General  Bills  Jidy  11,  70      [BiU  \W] 
Reported;  Re-Committed    to    Committee    of 

Whole  Uouse  July  16,  518 
Committee  on   Re- Commitment ;     Reported 

July  22,  971 
Read  3*  and  Passed  July  23, 1070 
c.  Lords    Amendments   to    be   Considered    on 

Wednesday /u2y  29,   1588  [Bill  855] 

Lords  Amendment  Considered  and  Agreed  to 

July  81,  1815 

BoAKD    OF    T&ADE  —  President    («## 
Beach,    Eight  Hon.    Sir   M.    E. 

Hicks) 

Board  of  Trade 

** Bonnie  Boon,*  (Questions,  Colonel  N<dan, 
Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  July  16,  523 

Royal  Mail  Steam  Pcufkel  Cempanjf'^MgaUk 
lieyulations  on  Fatsenyer  Steamers,  Qims« 
tion,  Mr.  0*Keeffe  ;  Answer,  The  Preeideiifc 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  Jidy  30,  1699 

Seamen  and  Employes  of  the  Board  ef  IWmj^ 
Questions,  Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answert,  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  JvIm  11. 
108 

Bolton,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Stirling, 
Local  Gk>?emment  (Scotland),  Ac.,  Bill,  Ooni* 

mittee,  286,  295,  312,  316,  423,  484.  42ff. 

462,  539,  545,  556,  580 
Parliament— ^Business  of  the  Uooie,  860 
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Baaboubne,  Lord 

Master  and  Servant  Bill,  3(1.  1071 
Parliament — Standing  Committees,  Notice  of 
Motion,  1069 


Baadlaugh,  Mr.  C,  Northampton 

Army— Commutation  of  Pensions,  975 
Waltham  Abbejr  Powder  Works— Floods  in 
the  Lea  Valley,  703,  841 

Clril  Serfioe— Treasury  Minute,  2C9 

Friendly  Societies,   Select  Committee,  410  ; 
Report,  410,  415 
Yorkshire    Provident  Insurance   Company, 
1089 
Special  Report  of  Select  Committee,  Res. 
1106,  1107 

India — Angool,  Famine  in,  838 
Assam — Coolies,  975 
Benares — Maharajah  Amrit  Rao,  262 
Bengal— Distress    in   the  24    Pegunnahs  — 

Sutement  by  Mr.  Bolton,  839 
Budget,  1581 

Chittagong  and  Assam  Railway,  713 
Civil  Engineers  in  Upper  Burmah,  83d 
Corrupt  Magistrates,  Kcs.  874,  875 
Diamond    JIarbour   Subdivision  of  Pegun- 

nahs— Distress  in,  705 
Distress  in  Ganjam — Remission  of  Revenue, 
705 

Infectious  Diseases  Notification  Bill,  2R.  1828 

Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act — 
Mr.  Gill  and  Mr.  Cos,  680 

Local  Governmeot  Board — Local  Loans,  837 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  Consideration, 
1745 

Marriages  (Basntoland,  &c.)  Bill,  Committee, 
1838,  1839 

Navy— Pembroke  Dockyard  Workmen,  1419 
Thompson,  Alleged  Deserter,  720 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  531,  533, 
992 
Government  Business,  Res.  145 

Reformatories— Shipping  boys  therefrom  to 
Canada,  385,  386 

Royal  Grants,  Res.  996  ;  Select  Committee, 
Copies  of  Proceedings,  1105;  Order  for 
Committee,  1436,  1441,  1444,  1451,  1454, 
1455, 1507  ;  Committee,  1621, 1622,  1652  ; 
Report,  1710 

Seamen  and  the  Board  of  Trade,  108 

Trustee  Saving's  Banks — Macclesfield,  1715 

Bribery  (Pablic  Bodies)  Prevention  Bill 

note 

Bribery    (Pablic   Bodies   and   Officers 
under  the  Crown)  Prevention  Bill 

/.  Reported;    Re-Committed    to  Committee    of 
whole  House  July  16,  518  [Bill  90] 

Committee  on  Re-Commitment ;  Reported 
without  further  Amendments  Juiy  25,  1236; 

Head  3**  ;  Further  Amendments  made ;  Bill 
Passed  and  sent  to  Commons  July  29,  1564 

Bkidg£Mak,  Col.  Hod.  F.  C,  Bolton 

Cyprus — Turkish  Loan,  978 

BKOAntURsr,  Mr.  H.,  Nottingham^  W. 
PotUl  Orders,  267 


Bbodbior,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  P.  (Financial 
Secretaiy,  War  Department),  5«r- 
r^y,  Guildford 
Armj — Cavan  Militia,  1570 
Clothing,  Disused,  723 
Colonel  Slade*s  Contraots,  844,  991 
Commissions,  852 
(Quartermasters— I  afan  try,  1574 
Waltham  Abbey  Powder  Factory  and  River 
Lea,  841 

Bbown,  Mr.  A.  L.,  Hawick^  Sfc. 
Army — Dublin  Barracks,  1264 
Local  GoTernment  (Scotland),  Ac,  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 223,  354  ;  Consideration,  1143 
Royal  Grants,  Order  for  Committee,  1485 
Royal  Incomes,  1267 

Brownlow,  Earl  (Paymaster  General) 

Churches,  Free  Seats  in.  Res.  1558 
Industrial  Schools  Bill,  Committee,  949 

Bruce,  Lord  H.,  WiltSf  Chippenham 

Army — Defective  Bayonets,  1097 

Dog  Muzzles,  720 

National  Labourers*  Union,  1571 

Bbucb,  Mr.  G.,  Finshiry^  JBblbom 

Infectious  Diseases  Notiflcatioa  Bill,  2U.  1825 
Merchant  Shipping  (Tonnage)  Bill,  Considera- 
tion, 921 

Brunneb,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Cheshire,  North- 
to  ieh 

Irish  Society  and  City  Companies,  (kc.  Res. 
1384 

Partnership  Bill.  3R.  1230 

Subsidence  or  Main  Roads  at  Northwich,  1090, 
1091 

Tithe  Rent-charge  Recovery  Bill,  2R.  817 

Bbyob,  Mr.  J.,  Aberdeen,  8. 

Africa— Delagoa  Bay  Railway,  129 
Charity  Commission,  Scheme  of,  736 
Egypt — Affairs  in  the  Soudan,  120 

Dervishes,  Advance  of,  398 
India— Corrupt  Maf>istrates,  Res.  879,  883 
Local  Government  (Scotland),  dsc,  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 180 
Parliament — Government  Business,  Res.  151 
Thibet  and  China,  852 

Universities  (Scotland)  Bill,  Consideration, 
614,  620,  626,  633 

BuoHAiTAK,  Mr.  T.  E.,  Edinburgh,  W. 
Infeotious  Diseases  Notification  Bill,  2R.  1832 
Local  Government  (Scotland),  dMS.,  Bill,  Com* 

mittee,  179,  306,  451,  551,  556,  592,  600; 

Consideration,  1035,  1163 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  532 
Universities  (Scotland)    Bill,   Consideration, 

633,  1736 

Buildings  Metropolis  Bill 

c.  Order  for  2R.  Read  and  Discharged :  Bill  Wiih« 
drawn  July  29,  1687  [BUI  240 J 
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Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland)  Bill 
Qaestioni,    Mr.    Etslemont;    Answera,    The 
Firit  Lord  of  the  Treasory  July  18,  733 

Burials  Act 

CemeteriCB — Bow  Cemeterj/,  Qaestion,   Mr.  C. 
Graham ;  Answer,  The  llome  Secretary 
July  16,  625 
Jlford  Cemetery  ^Burial  by  Mistake,  Qoes- 
tiooB,  Mr.  Pickersgill ;  Answers,  The  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Govemmeot  Board, 
The  llome  Secretary  Juiy  16,  627  :  Ques- 
tions,  Mr.  Montagu,    Mr.    Pickersgill ; 
Answers,    The    Secretary  to   the    Local 
Gorernment   Board,  The    Home    Secre- 
tary JtUy  18,700 ;  Question,  Mr.  Pickers- 
gill ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  July 
22,  082 
Koneonformiet  Burials  at  Seaford,  Questions, 
Mr.  H.   Stewart,  Sir  J.   Swinburne  ;  An- 
swers, The  Home  Secretary  July  11,  126; 
Questions,   Mr.  H.  Stewart ;  Answer,   The 
Home  Secretary  July  26,  1416 

Burma — (see  India) 
Burt,  Mr.  T.,  Morpeth 

Royal  Grants,  Committee,  1610 
Mining  Inspectors  Reports,  1428 
MoTable  Dwellings  Bill,  Committee,  1811 

BuxTOH,    Mr.  S.    C,    Tower   Hamlets^ 
Poplar 

Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  800 

Light  Kailways  (Ireland)  Grants,  Ac,  Com- 
mittee, 1113 

Local  Government  (Scotland),  Ac,  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 281,  827 

Parliament — GoTernment  BusinesSi  Res.  HI, 
142 

I'igeon  Flying  on  Sundays,  704 

Royal  Grants,  Committee,  1614 

Byrne,  Mr.  G.  M.,  TTioklow,  W. 

Ireland- Fair  Rents,  1420 
Cadogan,  Earl  of  (Lord  Privy  Seal) 

Board  of  Agriculture  Bill,  SR.  1070 

County  Court  Appeals  (Ireland)  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1238,  1239 

Ireland — Gweedore  and  Olphert  Estates,  Res. 
1244 

Parliament — "  Hansard's  Parliamentary  De- 
bates," 821,  1072,  1084,  1085 

Cainb,  Mr.  W.  8.,  Barrow-in-Furness 
India — Abkari  Departments  in  Native  States, 
1251 
Drink  TraflSc,  1250 
Excise  Administration,  1252 
£xoiseDu(y,  1260 
Kailways,  1250 

Sudder  and  Out-still  Distilleries,  1251 
Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Committee, 
603 

Caldwell,  Mr.  J.,  Olasgow^  St,  Bollox 

Judicial  Factors  (Scotland)  Bill, Consideration, 
1808,1809,1811,1812,1813 

fsont. 


Caldwbll,  Mr.  J. — eoni. 

Local  Gofernment  (Scotland),  Ac.,  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 179,  195,  212,  981,  29.4,  299,  300, 
303,  306,  311,  312,  823,  889,  843,  844, 
354,  425,  433,  452,  470,  472.  474,  587, 
547,  556,  560,  561,  563,  565,  569,  571, 
579,  582,  585,  591,  597;  Consideratioo, 
615,  618,  620,  621.  1001,  1004,  1010 
1020,  1021,  1022,  1028,  1024.  1027,  1032, 
1045,  1047,  1048,  1051.  1063,  1058,  1055, 
1114,  1117,  1120,  1123,  1127,  1180,  1182, 
1135,  1154,1155.  1150,  1157,  1167,  1169, 
1170,  1172,  1183,1192, 1198,  1197 

Scotland— Distressed  DistricU,  898 
Government  Grants  to,  1100,  1101 


Oameron,  Dr.  C,  Olasgow  CoU^e 

Africa— German  Bombardment  of  Pangani, 
265 

India— Corrupt  Magistratei,  842 ;  Rea.  860, 
863, 873,  884 
Mamlntdars  and  Magistrates,  118. 115 

Lighthouse  lUnminants— Trinitylloiwe  Report^ 
1267 

Local  Government  (Scotland),  dEC.,  Bill,  986  ; 
Committee,  163,  224,  227.  271.  288,  234, 
285,  296,  300,  304,  430,  459,  460,  461,  462, 
537,  53S,  539,  541, 550,556,  557.  584,  565, 
566,  569,  580 ;  Consideration,  1001,  1004, 
1007,  1028,  1019,  1051,  1128,  1181 

Parliament  Business  of  the  Uoose,  583 
Government  Business,  Ret.  146 

Royal  Grants,  Order  for  Committee,  1483 

Scotland — Boycotting  Sir  John  Orde  and  Mr. 
Thomas  Wilson,  519,  530 
Tomb  of  St.  Molias,  1416 

Universities  (Scotland)  Bill,  Consideration, 
633,  635 


Cameron,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Wiehf  ife. 

Civil  Service  Writers,  138 

Local  Government  (Sootland),  dec..  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 424,  432,  434 ;  Consideration,  1017» 
1018,1193 


Campbell,  Sir  A.,  Renfirew^  W, 
Royal  Grants,  Order  for  CommiUee,  1884 
Local  Government  (Scotland),  fte..  Bill,  Com* 

mittce,183,  199,  318,  463,534;  ConaideiA- 

tion,  1030, 1045,  1059 


Campbell,  Sir  O.,  Kirkcaldy,  ^d. 

Africa — Delagoa  Bay  Uailway^  129,  289 
Army — Commissions,  1422 

Troops  in  Egypt,  1423 
Australia ( Western)— Ketnm,  701,  703 
Couooil  of  India  Bill,  2R.  356,  1371*  1873 
Electric  Lighting,  395 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (?fo.  3) 
Bill,  211.  1  ;  3R.  835 

Corporation  of  Birmingham,  1421 
Egypt— Affairs  in  the  Soudan,  121 

Debt,  110 
India — Corrupt  Magistrates,  Res.  883 

Excise,  1 1 1 
Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill,  3R.  898.  897 
Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Grants,  4s..  Cobia 

mittee^  ll09 
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Campbblt,  Sir  G. — cont. 
LooaI  Gofernment  ("Scotland),  Ac.  Bill,  Com- 
mittpe,  104,  169,  170,  184,  185,  200.  298, 
314,  827,  847,  423,  429,  448,  453,  478  474, 
476,  477,  650,  567,  568,  581, 583,  586,  601  ; 
Considerntton,  1025,  1029,  1032, 1042, 1116, 
1123,  1127.  1131,  1134,  1138.  1152,  1158, 
1170,  1182,  1183,  1190,  1195  :3a.  1199 
MetropollUn  Eleotrio  Supply  Bill,  Rei.  1086 
Navj — Thorn psoD,  Alleged  Deserter,  718 
Nevtfoondlaod— Coast  Rights,  400,  401 
Parliament — Business  of  the  lloose,  712 
Notice  of  Motion,  1181 
Rojal  Familj— Royallncomes,  1266 
Royal  Grants,  Comnoittee,  1657 
Universities  (Scotland)  Bill,  Consideration 
1222 


Campbell,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Glasgow  and  Aher- 
desn  Universities 

Local  Goftrnment  (Scotland),  Ae„  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 282  :  Consideration.  1013 

Unlfersities  (Scotland)  Bill,  Consideration 
609,610,1728,  1738 

Campbell-Bannerman,  Eight  Hon.  H., 
Stirling,  Sfc, 

Local  Goternment  (Scotland),  Ac,  Bill,  Com- 
mittee 165,  184,  280,  284,  285,   290,  294, 
297,  309,  311,  318,  326,  335,  346,  347,  421, 
428,  453,  457,  459,  461,  467,  553.  5U2,  583, 
596,  599,  603;  Consideration,  1019,  1027, 
1034,  1055,  1114,  1123,  1127,  1171,  1185, 
1195;  3K.  1199 
Tarliament— Business  of  the  House,  738,739 
UniTcrsities    (Scotland)    Bill,    Consideration 
610,  625,  631,  634,  640,  1205,  1222 
Compensation  to  Professors,  Ac,  271 

Camperdown,  Earl  of 

Local  GoTernment  (Scotland)  Bill,  1695,  1696 

Canada 
Liquor  Law  in,  Question,  Observations,  £arl 
of  Wemyss,  The    Prime   Minister,   Earl  of 
Kimberley  Jufy  12,  245 

« 

Canada  (Ontario  Boundary)  Bill 

/.  Read  2*  and  Committed  to  Committee  of  whole 
House  July  16,  514  [Bill  151] 

Considered  in  Committee;  Reported  July  18, 

671 
Read  3«*  and  Passed  Jt4ly  19,  835 
c.  Read  l***  July  22,  1068  [Bill  346] 

Read  2«»*yu/y  29, 1685 

Considered  in  Committee  and  Reported  ;  Read 
S«*  and  Passed  July  30,  1700 

Canadian     Pacific     Railway     Company 
( Contract) 
Copy  Ordered  and  Presented  July  18|  820 

CanaU 
Thame*  and  Severn  Canal  Company,  Question, 
Mr.  Ilolloilray  ;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trmd*  July  19,  851 


Canterbury,  Archbishop  of 

Cruelty  to  Children  Prevention  Bill,  2a.  962 

Carew,  Mr.  J.  L.,  Kildare,  N. 

Ireland — l^ind  Commission,  112 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Carnal wey,  Rector  of,  399 

Carnarvon.  Earl  of 

Bulgaria,  1544,  1546 

Western  Australia  Constitution  Bill,  2R,  96 

CattU 
Importation    of.    Question     Mr.     Koowles ; 
Answer,  The  Vice  Chamberlain    July  18» 
696 

Causton,  Mr.  R.  K.,  Southioark,  W. 
Irish  Society  and  City  Companies,  Ac,  Res. 
1382 

Cbylon 

Statistics^  Evictions  and  Deaths  frotn  StarvO' 
^ton,Questions,Sir|Edward  Watkin;  Answers, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  July 
31,1744 

Chamberlain,     Bight    Hod.    J.     Bir- 

mingham,  W, 
Royal  Grants,  Committee,  1595,  1602, 1678 

Chamberlain,  Mr.  R.,  hlingtonj  W. 
Post  Office  SitesBill,  2R.  1784 

Chancellor,  The  Lord  (w#  Halsbury, 
Lord) 

Chancellor    of    the    Exchequer    (^tee 
Goschen,  Right  Hon.  G.  J.) 

Channel  Tunnel  B%U 
Question,  Mr.  Maclure  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  July  22,  087 

Channino,  Mr.  F.  A.;  Northampton^  B. 

Fog  Signals— Committee's  Report^  127 
Ireland^  Great  Northern  Railway  Company, 

116 
International  Maritime  Conference,  408, 076 
Loeal  Gofernment  (Scotland),  dec.  Bill ;  Con- 
sideration, 1030 
Moussa  Bey's  Visit  to  Constantinople,  1253 
Parliament— Government  Business,  Res.  159 
Railway  Carriage  Axles,  1103 
Regulation  of  Railway  Bills,  1265 
Technical  Education  Bill,  Committee,  487 

Charitable  TruBts  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1«»  July  30, 1792  [Bill  359J 

CharitahU  TrusU  {Mont  Charges) 
Order  for  Eetilrn  discharged  July  29, 1584 
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Charities  Becovery  Bill 

L  Presented  ;  Read  !«•  July  25,  I2i2   [Bill  183] 

Charity  Commissioners 
j€8us  College^  Oxford  {Meyriek  Endowment), 
Qaestion,  Mr.  J.  Ellis;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  W. 
Lowther  July  15,  402 ;  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress Ju/^  11,280 
Schemes  of  Questions,  Mr.  Brjce;  Answers, 
Mr.  J.  W.  Lowiher,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  Jidy  18,  736 

Cheltenham  Improvement  Bill 

L  Motion  for  Dispensation  of  Standing  Orders; 
Bill  Read  2*»/utyl  1,69 

Ohildebs,  Eight  Hon.  H.  0.  E.,  JSdin- 

hurghy  8, 

Australia  (Western) — Return,  703 

Colonization,  State  direeted,  716 

Dover  Pier  Post,  715 

^£[yp^  Agricultural  Prospects  in,  119 
Dervishes  Advance,  737 

Light  Railways  (Ireland),  Grant,  <bc.,  Com- 
mittee, 1110, 1112 

Local  Government  (Scotland),  <bc..  Bill  Com- 
mittee, 167,  177,  305,  307 ;  Conbideration, 
1137 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  092 

Regulation  of  Railways  Bill,  1266 

Sugar  Convention  Bill,  739 

Church  of  England 
Free  Seats  in  ChurcheSt  Motion    for  Return 
JtUy  29,  1558 

Churchill,  Right  Hon.  Lord  R.  H.  S., 

Faddington,  8, 
Royal   Grants,    Order  for  Committee,  1384, 
1285,1441,1414,   1449,1451,   1451,  1456, 

1457 

Civil  Estahlishments 
Commission  on,  Question,  Mr.  S.   Balfour ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  Jttly 

19,841 
Treasury  Minute,  Question,  Sir  J,  Puleston ; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

July  26, 1429 

Civil  8ervic0 

Treasury  Minute,  Questions,  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
Mr.  II.  Lawson,  Mr.  H.  II.  Fowler ;  Answers, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  July  12, 
2C9 

Writers,  Question,  Mr.  M.  Cameron  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  July  11, 
128 ;  Question,  Mr.  Tnito ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  tho  Treasury  Jttiy  18, 732 

Clancy,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Dublin  Co,,  If, 

Ireland^Dublin  Rates,  1713 
Post  Office—  Dublin,  1715 
Officials  and  Orange  Demonstrations,  1714 

Clabk,  Dr.  G.  B.,  Caithness 
Africa— Delagoa  Bay  Railway,  715 
Zululand— Trial  of  Natif  e  Chiefs,  539 

loont. 


Clabk,  Dr.  6.  B,^eoni, 

Friendly  Sooieties^Special  Report  of  Select 
Committee,  Res.  415 

Local  Government  (Sootland),  4e.,  Bill,  Com* 
mittee,  168,  182,309,  310,  819,  394,  331, 
340,  353, 428,  434,  451.  462,  468,  470,  472, 
539,  544, 545,  549,  550,  554,  557,  558,  561, 
562,  563,  564,  565,  566,  568,  669,  571, 
574,  584.  585,  587,  588,  591,  593,  598  : 
Consideration,  1033,  1030,  1034,  1039, 
1043,  1050,  1054,  1056,  1058, 1061,  1067, 
1120,  1124,  1125,  1129,  1134,  1136,  1151, 
1155,  1158,  1166,  1171,1173,  1181,  1192  ; 
3R.  1200 

Parliament— Business  of  tho  Iloase,  539 

Scotch  Education  Code,  726 

Universities  (Scotland)  Bill,  Gootideratioo, 
641,650,1222 

Clarke,  Sir  E.  Q.  (Solicitop  General), 

Plymouth 
Yorkshire   Provident  Insuranoe    Company- 
Special  Report  of  Select    Committee    on 
Friendly  Societies,  Kes.  1106 

Clerical  Disabilities  Act,  1870 
c.  Address  for  Return  July  22,  997 

Clifford  of  Chudleigh,  Lord 

Cruelty  to  Children  Prevention  Bill,  2R. 
966 


Coal  Mines 
Use  of  RoburitCf  Question,  Mr.  S.  Balfonr ; 
Answer,  Tho  Home  Seeretary  Jufy  19,  849 

Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act 
Questions,  Mr.  Fen  wick;  Answer,  The  ilome 
Secretary  July  12,  268 

Cobb,  Mr.  H.  P.,  Warwick,  S.E.f  Eughy 

Militia— Non-Commissioned  Ofitoert,  986 
Royal  Grants,  530,531 

Coohrank-Baxllie,  Hon.  0.  W.  A.  N., 

St,  Faneras,  N.  * 

Local  Government  (Scotland),  dM.,  Bill,  Com* 

mittee,  443 
Post  Cards,  721 
Post  Office  Sites  Bill,  2R.  1771 


Coinage  (Light  Gold)  BiU 

c.  Read  2^  July  81,  1804 


[BUI  391] 


Colonies  —  Secretary   of    State    {see 
Knutsford,  Lord) 

Colonies — Under  Secretary  of  State  (i## 
Ds  WoRMs^  Baron  H.) 

Coloniiaiion 
Stats    Directed,    Question,    Mr.    ChiUtri; 
Answer,    the    Under    Secretary  lor    Um 
Colonies /t«/yl8|  716 
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OOLTILLB  OF  OcTLBOSS,  Lord 

Wreck  of  the  "  Attraoaua"  in  Cowes  Road, 
1340 

Companies  Acts 
Alteration  of  Memorandam  of  Aasoeiation— 
Private  BilU,  Lordi  Select  Conamitteo  July 
15,  384;  Message  to    Commons  July     1(5, 
00  i  ;  Considered  July  22,  073 

Companies   Clauses   Consolidation  Act 
1888)  Amendment  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  Read  l«*  July  17,  652  [Bill  337] 

Read  2"*  July  24,  1231 

Considered  in   Committee ;  Reported  ;    Read 
3»»  and  Passed  July  25,  1374 
/.  Read  \*^  July  20,  1385  [Bill  187] 

CoMPTON,  Earl,  Yorkshire^  WM,^  Barns- 
ley 
Coldbath  Fields  Prison,  990 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animalt)  Acts 

Jmporlatton  of  Cattle tQMetiionSf  Mr.  Knowles; 

Answers,  The   Vice  Chamberlain  July  18, 

696 

Plearo-Pneuinonia,    Question,  Major   llasoh ; 

Answer,  The  Vice  Chamberlain  July  l\f 

127 

Compensation  for  Slaughter,  Questions, 
Major  Knsch,  Mr.  11.  Gardner  ;  Answers, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  July  15, 
406 
Rabies — Hotueleas  Cats  in  the  Metropolis ^ 
Question,  Mr.  U.  Farquharson  ;  Answer, 
The  Home  Secretar/  July  18,  706 

Musiling  Cats,  Question,  Mr.  Farquhar- 
son ;  Answer,  The  llome  Secretary  July 
19,853 

Mtitzling  Do^«, Questions,  Sir  U.  Roscoe,  Sir 
W.  Lawson  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of 
Treasury /u/y  15,  405;  Question,  Lord  11. 
Bruce  ;  Answer,  The  llome  Secretary  July 
18,  727;  Questions,  Mr.  Lawson,  Mr. 
Norris  ;  Answers,  The  llome  Secretary, 
The  First  Lord  ot  the  Treasury  July  22, 
970;  Question,  Mr.  Lawson;  Answer, 
The  llome  Secretary  July  25,  1258 

Conway,  Mr.  M.,  Leitrim  iV., 

Education—  Queen's  Scholarship  Examination, 
526 


Cooke,  Mr.  C.  W.  R.,  Newington,  W, 

Board  of  Agriculture  Bill,  Lords  Amendments 

Consider^,  1815 
Post  Office  Bites  Bill,  2R.  1786 
Royal  Grants,  Committee,  1585 

CoRBBT,  Mp.  W.  J.,  Wicklow,  E. 

Lunacy  Laws — Case  of  Mr.  J.  E.  Miers,  1573 
Increase  of  Insanity,  1574 

CoRXWALus,  Mr.  F.  S.  W.,  Maidstone 
Tithe  Rent-oharge  Rccofery  Bill,  2R.  777 


CossHAM,  Mr.  H.,  Bristol,  E. 

Bann  Drainage  (Grants,  Ac.),  Committee,  973 

Light  Hallways  (Ireland)  BUI,  2R.  887,  890  ; 
Committee,  1110;  Res.  1723 

Local  Gofernment  (Scotland),  &c.,  Bill,  Con- 
sideration, 1142 

Royal  Grants,  Order  for  0>mmtttee,  1$40, 
1341 

Cotton  Cloth  Factories  Bill 

(?.  Read  2°*  July  30,  1791  [BiU  294] 

Council  of  India  Bill 

c.  2R.  Ad iourned /fi;^  12, 355  [Bill  281 J 

Order  tor  2R.;  l>ebate  Adjoarned  July  25, 
1371 

County  Court  Appeals  (Ireland)  Bill 

/.  Read  2*  and  Committed  to    Standing  Com- 
mittee (or  Bills  relating  to  Law  July  11, 105 

[Bill  104] 

Reported :  Re-Committed  to  Committee  of 
whole  House  July  16,  518 

Committee  on  Re- Commitment ;  Adjoarned 
July  22,  974 

Order  for  Committee  on  Re-Commitment  Dis* 
charged  July  23,  1071 

Committee  on  Ro-Commitment /u/^  25,  1236 

Amendments  Reported;  Further  Amendments 
made  July  2^ ^  1561 

County  Court  Plaints 
Return  ordered  July  24,  1232 

Court  of  Session  and  Bill  Chamber  (Scot- 
lana)  Clerks  Bill 

/.  Read  2**  and  Committed  to  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  relating  to  Law  My  18, 
662  [Bill  152] 

CouKTNBY,    Mr.  L.   H.    (Chairman  of 

Committee  of  Ways  and   Means, 

and    Deputy    Speaker),    Cornwall^ 

Bodmin 
Cruelty  to  Children    Prevention    Bill,   Con- 
sideration, 31 
Local  Government  (Scotland),  &o.,  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 168,  277,  283,  290,  321,  332,  344, 
451,  476,  593,  598  ;  Consideration,  1027 
Post-OfiBce  Sites  Bill,  2a.  1775 
Revenue  Bill  Committee,  1803,  1804 
Royal  Grants,  Committee,  1585 
Technical  Education  Bill,  Committee,  488 

Cox,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Clare^  E, 
Ireland — Criminal  Law  and   Procedure  Aot^- 
Mr.  Cox  and  Mr.  Gill,  267 
Emergency    Men--Mr.    Gonne    Maloney's 

Farm, 124 
Shannon  Drainage  and  Limerick  Fisheries, 
389,  390 
London,  Chatham,  and  Dover  Railway,  1254 

Cozbns-ELabdt,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Norfolk^  iT. 
Contraband  Goods,  708 
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Craio,  Mr.  J.,  Newcattle-upon-T^ns 

Light  R»ilwaj8  (Irelnnd)  Bill,  Res.  1724 
Merob»nt  Shipping  (Tonnage)  Bill,  Considera- 
tion, 934 

Craio-Sellar,  Mr.  A.  0.,  Lanarkshire, 
Partieh 
Merchant  Shipping  (Tonnage)  Bill,  Considera- 
tion, 989 
Unifersitiea  (Scotland)   Bill,    Consideration, 
61d>  620 

Cr.vnborne,  Viscount,  Laneashire,  N.E., 
Darwen 
Intermediate  Education  (WaleB)   Bill,    Com- 
mittee, 1177  ;  Consideration,  1636 
Technical  Education  Bill,  Committee,  484 

Cranbrook,  Viscount  (Lord  President 
of  the  Goancil) 

Board  of  Agriculture  Bill,  2R.  70,  79  ;  Com- 

mittee,  972,  973 
Education  Code,  653 ;  Res.  243 
Luton  National  School,  Res.  1661,  1562,  1564 
Medical  Institutions,  Res.  1556 

Crawford,  Earl  of 

BeIfrano(  Buenos  Ayres)  Gas  CompanT  Bill, 
2R.  66 

Crawford,  Mr.  D.,  Lanark,  N,t\ 

Judicial  Factors  (Scotland)  Bill,  Consideration, 
1814.1815 

Local  GoTemment  y  Scot  land  >,  d:c..  Bill.  Com- 
mittee, 2S1.  3^3,  304,  30t$»  337,  342,  419. 
44i,  455,  456,  464.  465,  479,  536,  544; 
Consideration.  10J5,  1027,  1041.  1120, 
1133.1139,  1164 

UnlTcrsitfea  (Scotland)  Bill,  Consideration, 
619. 1223 

Crs>isr,  Mr.  AV.  R.,  Sh^rtJitch,  Hag 

Rojral  Grants,  Order  for  Committe*,  1474 

Question.  Mr.  Lei^h :  .\ns«er.  The  l'nd«r 
:?*creury  for  Forci^  .\lbir9  /hV  29.  !5S3 

1'kim.y.  Mr.  D..  Jirt>«^.  JVl 

Light  Railways  ylr^Und)  Bil!.  2R.  012 


Craelty  to  Children  (Preyention)  BUI 

e.  As  Amended,  Considered  July  ID,  5  [Bill  308] 
Order    for   SR.;    Dill    Rc-Committed ;    Coa- 
i>idered  in  Committee  ;  Read  8*  and  Passed 
July  12,  356 
/.  Read  1*«,  July  15,  357  [Bill  160] 

Read  2*  and  Referred  to  Standing  Committee, 
for  Bills  Relating  to  Law,  Ao.  July  22, 
950 


Cruelty  to  Children    Freyention    (Bx- 
penses 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  July  10,  4;  July  11 
160 
Resolution  Reported  and  Agreed  to  July  12, 
273 

CuRRiE,  Sir  D.,  Perthshire,  W. 

Local  Gofemment  (Scotland),  die.,  Bill»  Con- 
sideration. 1038,  1165 

Merchant  Shipping  (Tonnage)  Bill,  Conaiden* 
tion,  935 

Customs 
Contraband   Goods,    QnetUon,  Mr.    Cotena* 
Ilardj ;  Answer,  The  Chanoeilor  of  Uie  Ex- 
chequer  July  18,  708 

Cyprus 

Turkish  Loan,  Qoestions,  Colonel  Bridgemmn, 
Mr.  Leigbton  ;  Anawera,  Tbe  GhnnoeUor  of 
the  Exchequer  July  22,  978 

Darlixo,  Mr.  M.  T.  Stobmohtb,  (dolid- 
tor  General  for  Scotland),  JBiiksimr§k 
and  St.  Anireu^s  UmiwersiiUaM 

Local  GoTemmeat  (Scollaiid),  4o.,  Bill,  Oom- 
mittee.  329,  575, 576:  Conidentioa,  1088 

Scotland — Uerrittg  Fichi^g,  285 

UniTcraitlee  (Scocland)  Bill,  Oeaiideratiwi, 
617.  618,  619.  eSl.  1224,  1227 

Dayenfort,   Mr.   H.  T.,   SimfiHMm, 
Lsfk 
Local  GoTemmeat  (SeoiUnd}.  Ad.,  BQl,  CooH 

mittee,  222 
Lonacj   Acu  A-eodment   BUI,  OMuiJcni, 
1745 


LKvvEY,  Sir  H..  StocJttam 
^  Mwhaat  Shipping  ^Tonnage)  BiU,  CtMiJeim- 

C  RO^;?.  >  t8i»uQt  ^^ecx«Urv  of  ^:a:o  for  j        t;on.  9S0. 9*1 

In^iia^  '  I      MoTaM«  Dw«i:tBct  Bill,  o 

lndi*-UAng»U>w.  Sutioo  \U*ier  a:.  .M  T  ReTenue  Bill.  2R.  4S0 

Ci.\>pcr'»  IMI  Oor.^o.  l«:>3 


1811 


^uc«;ioos.  Coram AQd^r  tvthtX  :  .\Rs«f  r*.  Tho 

Th  , A  ,'»/■'««  ^ we Ux^e.  Mr.  J .  K ■  i ;•  ;  A S4««r. 
IV  Uc«xi«  $e<creurt  ^V>  11.  1^7 


i^s  L:$i>\  Mr.  S.  J.  L.  M.  P., 

aafct:«<r«  ^l 
fiN^uw;  KiMttiM  Bin,  Omh^Mml  4tt 


--■ii.' 
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DssuAJs,  Lord 

Adoption  of  Childreo  Rill,  2R.  512 
Board  of  Agriooltore  Bill,  8R.  1070 
Cbeltenbam  ImproTement  Bill,  2R.  60 
Local  Oofernment   Profisional   Orders    Bill, 

337,  238 
ParlianMDt — Lords — *'  Hansard's   Parliamen- 
tary Debates,"  Res.  1076 
Refistration  of  Conntj  Electors  (Extension  of 
Time)  Bill,  SR.  106 

Derby,  Earl  of 

Parliament — Lords — *<  Hansard's   Parliamen- 
tary Debates,"  1084 
Western  Australia  Gonstitntion  Bill,  2R.  103 

DB  Worms,  Baron  H.  (Under  Secretarj 
of  State  for  the  Colonies),  Liver- 
pool, HoBt  Toxteth 

Africa  (South) — Swaxiland— Concessions   bj 
the  King,  389 
Znluland— Trial  of  Native  Chiefs,  130,  528, 
529,  710,  851 
Australia,  Crown  Lands  in,  1255 

Naturalization  of  Foreigners,  1577 
(Western)  GranU  of  Land,  720;  Returns, 
700,  702,  703 
Responsible  Gorernment,  1704 
Treatment  of  Aboriginals,  849 
Ceylon  —  Statistics — E fictions  and    Deaths 

from  Survation,  1791,  1795 
Colonisation,  State  Directed,  716 
Falkland     Islands  —  Charges     against    the 

Governor,  259,  397,  398 
India— Perak,  Ez-SulUn  of,  398 
Malta,  Government  of,  1099 
Newfoundland— Fisheries,  530,  723 
Trinidad,  Coolio  Marriages  in,  727 
Native  Cultivators  in,  723 

Dillwtn,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swansea,  Town 
Irish  Estates  and  Societies  Committee,  1434 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Recovery  Bill,  1260 ;  2R. 
750 

D1M8DALE,  Baron  B.,  Herts,  Hitehin 
^  Tithe  Rent-charge  Recovery  Bill,  2K.  785 

DixoN,  Mr.  G.,  Birmingham,  Edghaston 
Parliament— Government  Business,  Res.  153 
Technical  Education  Bill,  Committee,  489 

Dixon-Hahtland,  Mr.  P.  D.,  Middlesex, 
Uxhridge 
Royal  Grants,  Order  for  Committee,  1326 

D0RCHE6TKR,  Lord 

Westminster  Hall  and  Constitution  Ilill,  680 

DoRiNGTON,  Sir  J.  E.,  Gloucester ^  TewkeS' 
burg 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police — Case  of  James 

Coyle,  847 
Lunacy   Act    Amendment    Bill,   Committee, 
1744,  1753,  1754 


Douglas,   Mr.  A.  A.  (the  Patronage 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury)  ITent, 
St.  Augustine^ s 
Banu  Drainage  Bill,  Appointment  of  Com- 
mittee, 160 

DuPF,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Banffshire 

Local  Government  (Scotland),  &o.,  Bill,  Com* 
mittee,  309,  315,  318,  444,  458  ;  Considera^ 
tion,  1197 

DiJNRAVEN,  Earl  of 

Cruelty  to  Children  Prevention  Bill,  2R. 
957,  961,  966 

Dyke,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.   (Vice 
President    of    the    Committee    of 
Council  on  Education),  Kent,  Dart- 
ford 
Education  Department — Queen's   Scholarship 
Examination,  527 
School  Fees,  985 
Shaldon  School  Board,  1715 
State  Aid  in  the  Parish  of  Llangar,  725| 
Vaccination  of  Pupil  Teachers  in   British 

Schools,  1428 
Wales,  403 
Intermediate  Education  (Wales)    Bill,   Com- 
mittee. 51,  52,   53,  56,  1176,  1177.   1178 
1179,  1180;  Consideration,  1686,  16^7 
Jesus  College,  Oxford  (Meyrick  Endowment) ; 

Res.  286 
PArliament — Government  Business,  Res.  153 
Technical    Education  Bill,    Committee,   481, 
489,  492 

East  India  {,see  India) 

Ecclesiastical  Assessment  (Scotland)  Bill 

e,  2R.  Bill  Withdrawn  July  18,  820  [Bill  105] 

Ecclesiastical  Dilapidations  Bill 

e.  2R.  Bill  Withdrawn  July  24,  1231  [Bill  159] 

Education  Department  {England andWaUs) 
National  Sehoolf  Luton,  Motion  in  House  of 

Lords /u^y  29,  1558 
New  Code,  Res.  Lords  Jtdy  12, 238;  Questions, 

Obsenrations,  Earl  Granville, Viscount  Cran* 

brook  July  18,  653 
Queen* t  Seholarthip    Examination,   Question, 

Mr.  Conway ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President 

of  the  Council  July  16,  526 
School  Feet,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Ellis ;  Answer, 

The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  July  22, 

985 
Science  and  Art   Seholarthip  and  the    Coin" 

mittionert  of  tl^e  Exhibition  o/1851,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Samuelson  ;  Answer,  The  Home 

Secretary  July  28,  1089 
Shaldon  School  Board,  Question,    Mr  Seale- 

Uayne  ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the 

Council  July  30,  1715 
Vaccination  of  Pupil    Teachers    in   British 

Sehoole,  Questions,  Mr.    Pioton  ;  Answers, 

The  Vice  President  of  the  Coanoil  July  29, 

1427 

[eont. 
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ELL 


EXH 


EdwxUion  Departme%\t — confc. 

JFaUt,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Ellis;  Answer,  The 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  Jult/  15,  402 
State  Aid  in  the  Panth  of  IJangar,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis,  Mr.  Mundella ; 
Answers,  The  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  Julj/  IS,  724 

Egypt 

Apicultiiral  Prospccti^  Questions,  Mr.  Wood- 
all,  Mr.  Childers;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  July  11,  117 

Army,  Question,  Sir  G.  Campbell;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretarj  for  Foreign  Affairs 
July  26,  1423 

Debt,  Questions,  Sir  G.  Campbell ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
July  11,  110 

Military  Operations,  Questions,  Sir  W.  Lawson, 
Mr.  Woodail,  Mr.  Picton,  Mr.  J.  Ellis; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  for  War,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  July  10,  67; 
Questions,  Sir.  W.  Lawson,  Mr.  Bryce,  Sir 
G.  Campbell,  Mr.  Labouchere,  Mr.  Picton  ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  for  War  July  11, 
120 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Bryce,  Sir  W.  Lawson  ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  for  War,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  July  16,  898 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Childers;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary for  War  July  18,  737  ;  Question,  Sir 
W.  Barttelot ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  July  22,  991 

Electric  Lighting 

Question,  Sir  G.  Campbell;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  July  16,  396 

Mlectric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  Bills 
Questions,   Sir  G.   Campbell;   Answers,  The 
President  of  the   Board  of  Trade  July  26, 
1421 

Electric  Lighting  (Provisional  Orders) 
Bill 

<?.  Read  3°  July  19,  836 

Electric  Lighting  (Provisional  Orders) 
Wo.  2]  Bill 

c  Uead  2"  July  10,  1 

Considered ;  ^Read  3°  and  Passed  July  23,  1087 

Elementary    Education     (Continuation 
Schools)  Bill  [Bill  171] 

e,  2R.  Bill  Withdrawn  July  29,  1687 

Elementary   Education    (England  and 
^jiTales)  Bill 

r.  2R.  Bill  Withdrawn  July  11,  228  [Bill  203] 

Elliot,  Mr.  A.  E.  D.,  Roxburgh 

l.ocal  Goyernraent  [(Scotland),  Ac,  Dill,  Com- 
mittee,    643;     Consideration   1026,   1117, 
lUO 
Universities    (Scotland)    Bill,    Consideration, 
1220 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.,  Leicsitershire^  Botworth 
Parliiunent<~Goveroment  BusinoM,  Ret,  166 


Ellis,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Nottingham^  Rtuhcliffe 
Egypt— Operations  on  the  Nile,  60 
Infectious  Diseases,  1266 
infections  Disease  Notification  Bill,  663  ;  2R. 

1834 
Ireland — Land  Purchase  Act,  123 

Royal    Irish   Constabularj— Appointmeuts 
1247 
Local  GoTernment  (Scotland),  4m>.,  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 330 
Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  Consideration, 

1742 
Macclesfield  Trustee  Saviufrg  Bank,  1 433 
Mines — Reports  of  the  Inspectors,  1428 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Iloase,  632 
Royal  Grants,  Committee,   734,1647,    1632; 

Report,  740 
Vifisectioo,  107 

Ellis,  Mr.  T.  E.,  Merionethshire 

Africa,  Zululand^Trial  of  Native  Chiefs,  130 
628,  629.  710 

Education — School  Fees,  086 

Intermediate   Education   (Wales)   Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1177 ;  Considered,  1080 

Jesus  College,  Oxford  (Meyrick  Endowment), 
402  ;  Res.  230,  234 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  632  ;  Res. 
166 

Tithe  Rent-chargo  Recovery   Bill,   2R.  764, 
772 

Wales— Education,  402,  724 
Welsh  Education  Bill,  740 

Endoiced  Schools  Act 
Jesus  College  {Meyrick  Endowment),  Motion, 
for  an  Address  July   11,    330;    Question, 
Mr.    J.    E.    Ellis;    Answer,  Mr.  J.   W. 
Lowther  y?#/y  16,  402 

EssLEMONT,  Mr.  P.,  Aherdeenehtre,  JE, 
Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Sootland)  Bill,  733 
Infectious  Diseases  Notifioation  Bill,  8R.  1835 
Local   Government  (Sootland),  Ae,,  Bill,  Com. 

mittee,  176,  277,  382,  283,  293,  316,  d53, 

430,  443,  446,  642,666,667.  668,  677,  603  ; 

Consideration,  998,  1000,  1017»  1038,  1069, 

1121,  1128,  1132,  1134,  1140,  1166,  1173, 

1191 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1683,  Res. 

166 
Royal  Grants,  Committee,  1663 
Town  Councillors  Election  (Sootland)    Bill, 

1708;  2R.  1231 
Universities  Scotland)  Bill,  Consideration,  637» 

632,  636.  636,  648,  1214, 1733 

EwiNO,  Sir  A.  Orr,  Bumharton 

Local  Government  (Scotland),  &c..  Bill,  Com« 
mittee,  226,  302,  643 

Exhibition  o/lS51 
Kensington  Estate — Science  and  Art  ^«M«r- 
skips,  Question,  Mr.  Saronelson ;  Answer, 
The  liome  Secretary  July  33, 1689 
Proposed  Sale  0/  Petri  of  Inner  OMrdens, 
Questions,  Mr.  Bartley,  Sir  L.  PUf iUr  s 
Answers,  The  Home  Secrstary  Mf  88, 
1102 
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Factors  BiU  (HX ) 

e.  Road  ^  and  Committed    to   Standing  Com* 
mittee  on  Trade /u/j/ 19,  8S4  [BUI  310] 
Report  July  25, 1247 

As    Amended    Considered;    Recommitted; 
Considered  in  Committee  ;  Reported  July  31 
1817 

Factors  Acts  Consolidation  Bill 

e»  Order  of  Committal   Read  and   Discharged  ; 
BiM  Withdrawn  Jufy  30,  1792       [Bill  80] 

Falklaiyd  Islands 

Charyes  Ayainst  the  Oovernor,  Questions,  Mr. 
Mac  Neili ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  July  12,  259  ;  July  15,  397 

Fabqxthabson,  Dr.R.,  Aberdeenshire,  W. 

Local  Government  (Scotland),  dec,  Bills,  Com- 
mittee, 466,  469,  470,  471,  473  ;  Considera- 
tion,  1029,  1037,  1053,  1124,  1125,  1126, 
1127 

Lunacj  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  Consideration, 
1742,1747,1761 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  992, 
1582 

UniTersities  (Scotland)  Bill,  Considered,  608, 
621,626,1212,  1221,731 

Fahquhahson,  Mr.  H.  R.,  Dorset,  JF, 

Ujdrophohia— Maizling  Cats,  700,  854 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Recofery  Bill,  2R.  778 

Fbnwiok,     Mr.      C,     Nort/iumherland, 
Wansheck 
Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act,  268 
Regulation  of  Railways  Bill,  1205 
Royal  Grants,  Committee,  1645 

Ferguson,  Mr.  R.  O.  Munro,  Leithf  Sfc, 

Local  Government  (Scotland),  &o.,  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 434,  438 

Ferqusson,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  (Under 
Secretary    of    State    for   Foreign 
Affairs),  Manchester ,  N,E, 
Africa— (East  Coast)  Bomhardment  of  Pan- 
gani,  266 
(Sooth)— Delngoa    Bay  Railwav,  129,  269, 
715 
Armenia— Moussa   Bey's  Visit  to  Constanti- 
nople, 1252 
Australia,  Chinese  in,  1258 
Behring  Seas   Fisheries— Seizure  of  British 

Fishing  Vessel,  1704 
Crete,  1583 

Egypt— Agricultural  Prospects,  118 
Debt,  110 

Derfishes,  Advance  of,  59,  399 
International  Maritime  Conference,  408,  977 
July  and  Africa,  1105 
Newfoundland -Coast  Rights,  400,  401 
Thibet  and  China— Negotiations,  852 
Venesuela — Gold  Fields  of  the  Yuroari  Con- 
cession, 1099 

Fevebsham,  Earl  of 

Western  Anttralia  Coottitation  Bill,  9R.  515, 
517 


Field,  Admiral  E.,  Sussex,  Easthourne 

India— Dock  at  Bombay,  1425, 1701,  1702 
Na?al  Review,  128 

FiNLAY,  Mr.  R.  B.,  Inverness,  8fe, 
Local  Government  (Scotland),  &c..  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 446,  467,  470 
Universities   (Scotland)  Bill,    Consideration, 
648 

Firth,  Mr.  J.  F.  B  ,  Dundee 

Local  Government  (Scotland),  <lEO.,Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 190,  107,  303,  320,  332,  337,  452, 
463,  468,  471,  472.  475.  677.  681,  581, 
585;  Consideration,  1057,  1155,  1161 

Post  OflBco  Sites  Bill,  2a.  1770 

F18HER,  Mr,  W.  H.,  Fulham 
Technical  Education  Bill,  Committee,  486 

Fishery  Acts  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill 

e.  Order   for    21t.    Read  and   Discharged ;    Bill 
Withdrawn  July  23,  1180  [Bill  91] 

Fishing,  Spe,  (Scotland) 
Keturn  Ordered  July  26, 1435 

FitzGerald,  Lord 

Adoption  of  Children  Bill.  2R.  511 

Belgrano  (Buenos  Ayres)  Gas  Company  Bill, 
2a.  67 

County  Court  Appeals  (Ireland)  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 973.  1236. 1237,  1239 

Cruelty  to  Children  Prevention  Bill,  2R,  965 

Fitzgerald,  Dr.  J.  Q.,  Longford^  S. 

Ireland — Outrage  by  Orangemen,  112 
Flynn,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Cork,  N. 

Ireland—Ballycotton  Harbour,  1579,  1580 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act — Uealy, 
Denis,  1426 
O'Brien,  Mr.  P.,  Assault  upon.  1427 
Donaghadee  Harbour — Co.  Down,  1712 
Mr.  C.  Roche,  R.M.  1431 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Houss.  1582 

FolJcestone  Water  Company 
Question,  Mr.   lloworth  ;  Answer,  The  Home 
Secretary  A/y  11,  115 

Foreign  Affairs — Secretary  of  State 
{see  Salisbury,  Marquess  of) 

Foreign  Affairs — Under  Secretary  of 
State  {see  Fergusson,  Bight  Hon. 
SirJ.^ 

Foreign  Affairs 
Crete,  Question,    Mr.    Leigh  ;    Answer,  The 

Under  Secretary  for  Foreign   Affairs  July 

29,  1588 
Cyprus,    Titrkish    Loan,   Q 

Bridgeroan,    Mr.    Leigh  tob  ,  ». 

Chanoellor  of  the  Eioheqner 
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/Vtyi/ii  J/ntrt^eont. 
/Wiij^M  lUip  AnVinijf,  Qoettiont,  Mr.  B17M, 
Sir  1«.  rAmpbell ;  Answers,  The  Under 
SecreUrj  tor  Porci|(n  Aflkirs  Jut^  11.  IS9  ; 
Qot«lion«  Sir  G.  Campbell :  Answer,  The 
Vnder  SecieUrj  for  Forel|rn  AAum  Jii/y  13, 
$60:  Question.  Dr.  CUrk,  Answer,  Tbe 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  ASsirs  July  IS, 

^py|\'ia«i  7>rAr,  Questions.  Sir  G.  Campbell ; 
Answers.  'Vb9  Under  SeerHary  for  Foreign 
Affaire  Jm;>  IK  110 

Kt^iitk  tiMit  lSs}ijtm  yjtrifs^  Qoeetions,  Mr. 
Labouebers:  Answen,  The  Under  Secre< 
tar;  for  Foreign  Affair*  Jm\  19,  :^0 

Jll,-tt^j  fVy,  Qnestioos,  Mr.  Snmm<r««  Mr.  J. 
More.  Mr.  C banning :  Answers.  The  Usder 
Seeretary  for  Foreign  Afifcirs  JWi  J5.  1J53 

Qneeiions«  $;r  0.  CjimpWII :  Answers,  Tbe 
Under  $««t*Xary  for  Koie:gn  Afairs  JmW  15. 

T%iheT  Am,i  Ot.'nj — .\>.vcr.sa,Mw,  Q^estiona. 
Mr,  Brtw :  Answers.  Tbe  UdiM*  Seereur* 
K>r  I»lia,  Tbe  Uwkr  S««ttry  \>r  Foi 

Pv^KTKcrj.  Karl 

Wesim:T44t(r  Ua::  asi  Omsliiimk  II..  ,  f^l 

Fc3i^vv>r>  Mr.  A.  B.  ^S^^wiaurT  to  il* 

i\M')s2rards — !>ni:,)c\*4.e — •".vtaw.  1*'.^ 

F^Mfrrx,  Sir  F.  W  .  Tf^hj^  J'r»y»-.Aitf 

Ir.iicaMis    I^iswinw    NicSoaum     SL...    IK. 
^TeiiKM — CTunuui.  1^«  u«t  PmneMicY  Axe-- 

?V»Mwr»  u  r^srr?  i^*n.  _  ""/HP 

SkCser..  eftS.  •t'^L  *T^  5** 
l4anc«  Am*  J-Bfoutmons  3iil.. 

i  S  «U.  f-.-   fr•^  ".""i?* 


Fowun,  Right  Hon.  fl,  H.— mhC 
ParliAment^Businon  of  the  Uoate,  859 

«*  Hantaiil*s  Debates,"  1256 
PaHnershipt  Bill.  3R.  ISSl 
Public  Tmetee  Bill.  SR.  1789,  1790 
Rjulwaj  Charges,  1849 
Reeenue  Bill,  Committee,  1088 
Roynl  Grants.  Committee,  1889 
Tithe  Rent-eharge  ReeoeerT  Bill,  SR.  888 
Trust  CompaniM  BUI,  1885 
Universities  (Seotlaiid)    Bill.   Comidentioa, 

810 
Western  Australia  Ooostitntioa  Bill,  987 

FEAssR-MAC£iyTosH,  Mr.  C.y  /mwtmm- 

Locxi  GoTeraaent  ^Seotlaad).  4e^  Bill.  Gem* 
mitfce,  18S.  -180 

ScoiUnd-C.-oftcrs  C-ammumom  im  Kortk  Uat, 
»1 
S«nre  of  Ktca  la  Leek  Xeviiy  5S8 
S-r  Joi;a  Orde  aad  Mr.  HHms,  5i8 

JL.T^Tui.'tevtetj' €•"'  Stdes  C*mmiSlM  Jid§  If. 

Tbe  r:r«  Lori  if  tke 

::    Brow  :  Awver,  A  l^mA  «f 

SwiRiKi.  iUqiics  imB  SuaeK  C4 

V -MiSLJiMniLua  f  1:  £eiHrs  dnfanvi  ^riv  91^ 


ia^iT-ica.  Mr  H.    i 

rime: 'ti:tjtt   ijil.   ..1;;: 
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OihraUar 
ydturaiised  Brltinh  SubjeeUj  Landed  Property , 
Qaestion,  Sir   W.   Houldswortb  ;    Answer, 
The  Attorney  General  Jtdy  18,  732 

Gladstone,  Right  Hon.  W.  E.,  Edin^ 
burgh,  Mid  Lothian 
Fiiendly  Sooie ties— Special   Kcport  of  Select 
Committee.  Res.  415 

ParliAment— Government  Business,  Res.  142, 

143 
Rojal  Grants,  Res.  095  ;  Order  for  Committee, 

1310,  1813,  1310,  1320,  1323 


Oleba  Lands  Occupation 

e.  2U.  Bill  Withdrawn  July  11,  228 


[Bill  62] 


G0LD8MID,  Sir  J.,  St,  Pancrat,  S. 
l*ost  Office  Sites  Bill,  2R.  1787 

G0LD8WORTHY,  General  W.  T.,  Hammer- 
nmith 
Post  Office  Sites  Bill,  2R.  1774 

G0R8T,  Sir  J.  E.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India),  Chatham 

Council  of  India  Bill,  2R.  355,  1371 
Cruelty   to  Children    Prevention    Bill,   Con- 
sidered, 28 
India— Abkari  Departments  in  Natite  States. 

1251 
A  ngool— Famine,  838 
Benares— The  Maharaja  Amrit  Rao,  262 
Bengal— Distress  in   the  24   Perunnahs— 

705,  840 
Bombay— New  Docks,  1425 
Burmah,  Upper— Civil  Engineers,  838 
Corrupt  Magistrates,  114,  843  ;    Res.   863, 

869,871.875 
Director  General  of  Telegraphs,  703 
Distress  in  Gamjam— Remission  of  Revenue, 

706 
Drink  Traffic,  1250 

Distilleries.  Sudder  and  Out-still,  1251 
Kicisp,  111,  1251,  1252 
Hyderabad  Deccan  Company,  S53  ;   Mining 

Concession,  1257 
Patna,  Distress  in,  740 
Public  Servioe  Commission,  721 
Railwa}s — Bengal  Nagpore,  1260 
f^hittagong  and  Assam.  713 
Royal   Grants,   Order  for  Committee,    1357, 

1359,  1359;  Committee,  1047 
Thibet  and  China — Negotiation,  852 

G08CHKN,  Rt.  Hon.  G.  J.  (Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer),  St,    George' »,  Han" 
over  Square 
Bogus  Clubs— Evasion  of  License  Duty,  1433 
Civil  EstablishmenU.  1429 
Coinage  (Light  Gold)  Bill,  2R.  1804 
Customs  « Contraband  Goods,  708 
Cyprus— Turkish  Loan,  978 
Light  Railways  (Ireland),  GranU,  ^.,  Com- 
mittee, 1112 
Macclesfltid  Savings  Bank.  524.  1433 
National  Debt,  Conversion  of,  1093 

[coHt, 
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GoscBBir,  Rt.  Hon.  G.  i.^eont, 

PM>ple's  Banks,  978 

PosUgo  to  the  Colonies,  15S1 

Pott  Office  Sites  Bill,  2R.  1788 

I'ublic  Trustee  Bill,  2a.  1789. 1790 

Revenue  Bill  Committee,  1068 

Royal  Grants,  Older  for  Committee,  1531, 
1533;  Ooromittee,  1680 

Scotland— Distressed  DistricU,  393 
Government  Grants  to,  1101 

Universities  (Scotland)  Bill,  271 ;  Considera- 
tion, 1737,  1738;  3R.  1802 

Ways  and  Meaos^  Registration  of  Joint  Stock 
Limited  Companies,  712 
SiKpenny  Stamp  Duty,  849 
Stamp  Duty — Purchase  of  Land,  1097 

Yorkshire  Provident  Insurance  Company — 
Special  Report  from  Select  Committee  on 
Friendly  Societies,  Res.  1107 

GouRLET,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 

Behring    Sea    Fisheries — Seiiure    of  British 

Vessel,  1704 
Naval  Manoeuvres,  856,  983 

Graham,  Mr.  H.  0.,  Lanark^  N,  JF, 

Army— Government  Gas  Stokers,  396,  1097 

Bow  Cemetery,  525 

Inland  Revenue— Officers,  855 

Local  Government  (Scotland),  Ac.,'Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 322,  426, 427,  428 

London  County  Council ~ Execution  of  Work, 
130 

Metropolitan  Police  Report,  730 

Miners'  Eight  Uoors  Bill,  1266 

Scotland — Commissary  Clerkships  of  Lanark- 
shire, 524,  993 

Orand  Jury  of  Kerry  Case  {Reserved  by 
Chief  Baron  Pallee) 
Copies  Ordered  July  15,  409 

Grants  to    University    Colleges  in  Great 

Britain 
e.  Copy  Ordered  and  Presented  July  12,  271 

Granville,  Earl 
Cruelty  to   Children   Prevention    Bill,    2R. 

967 
Education  Code,  653 
Ireland— Gweedore  and  Olphert  Estates,  Res. 

374,  375 
Parliament, Lords —"Hansard's  Parliamenf  ary 

Debates,"  Ret.  1083 

Gray,  Mr.  0.  W.,  EsseXf  Maldon 
Tithe  Rent-charges,  854 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Recovery   Bill,  2R.  803, 
805 

Grovb,  Sir  T.  F.,  WilU.,  Wilton 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Recovery  Bill,  2R.  785 

Gunter,  Colonel  B.,  Yorkshire^  W.  J?., 
Barktton  Aih 
Infections  Diseases  NotiAeation  Bill,  2  R.  1834 
3  Z 
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Haldane,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Haddington 

Local  Government  (Scotland )»  Ac,  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 348;  Consideration.  1038 
Public  Trustee  Bill,  2R.  1789 

Halsbury,  Lord  (Lord  Chancellor) 

Adoption  of  Children  Bill,  2R.  507,014 

Bel^rano  (Buenos  Ayres)  Gas  Company  Bill, 
2R.e7 

Bills  ofSale  Bill,  2a.  377 

County  Court  Appeals  (Ireland)  Bill,  Commit- 
tee, 1239 

Criminal  Law—Penal  Servitude,  Terms  of, 
1692 

Cruelty  to  Children  Prevention  Bill,  2R. 
96« 

InterpreUtion  Bill,  3R.  1566. 1568 

Offences  Committed  Abroad  Bill,  2R.  377 

OflBoial  Secrets  Bill,  2R.  85,  86 

Parliament,  Lords^-*'.  Hansard's  Parliamentary 
Debates,"  Res.  1084 

Hamilton,    Eight    Hon.   Lord  G.    F. 

(First    Lord   of    the  Admiralty), 

Middlesex^  Ealing 
Navy — Alleged  Deserter  Thompson,  720 
Authorities  at  Ilome  Ports— Legal  expenses, 

125 
Bombay,  Dock  at,  1701, 1702 
Coal  used  on  Measured  Mile  Trials,  1716 
Defence,  979 

Manoeuvres,  707,  867|  983 
Review.  128,  1261 

Royal  Naval  College  at  Portsmouth,  1254 
Ships— U.M.S.  "Sultan,"  1578 

Hamilton,  Colonel   C.   £.,  Southwarky 
Rotherhithe 
Naval  Review,  1263 

Hamlet,  General  Sir  E.  B.,  Birkmhead 
Local  Government  (Scotland),  &o..  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 211 

Hanbuby,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Preston 

Army  —  Accoutrements— Work     in     French 

Prisons,  1091,  1092 
Colonel  Slade's  Equipment,  843 
Condemned  Clothing,  722,  1257 
Disused  Stores,  Sale  of,  731 
Dublin  Barracks,  1263 
India— Swords  and  Side  Arms,  Testing  of, 

1092 
Meat  Contracts,  1093 
New  Rifle,  1424 

Ordnance  Factories,  Directors,  103 
Sweating  by  Contractors,  1262 

Harcourt,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  W.  Q.  V., 

JDerhy 
Friendly  Societies— Special   Report  of  Select 

Committee,  Res.  413,  414 
Irish  Society  and  City  Companies,  ^.,  Res. 

1370 
National  Debt,  Conversion  of,  1093 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  531,  050, 

737,1105,1717,1718 
Royal  Grants,  Committee,  1071.   1677,  1078, 

1081 


Harcourt,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  V. — eant. 
Tithe  Rent  -  charge  Recovery  Bill,  2R.  757, 

759 
Universities  (Scotland)  Bill,  Considered,  043 
650 

Habdinge,  Viscount 

National  Portrait  Gallery  Bill,  2R.  666 


flares  Preservation  Bill 

<?.  Read  V  July  11,286 


[Bill  326] 


Harris,    Lord    (Under    Secretary    of 
State  for  War) 
Army— Cooper's  Hill  College,  1693 
Reserve  Horses.  968,  970 
Transport  for  Auxiliary  Foroes,  070 

Hartington,  Eight  Hon.  Marquess  of, 
Lancashire,  RossendaU 
Royal  Grants,  Order  for  Committee,  till 
Technical  Education  Bill,  Committee,  483 

Hastings,  Mr.  G.  W.,  Woreestenhire,  E, 
Malvern  Poor  Law  Union,  1710 

Hatdek,  Mr.  L.  P.,  Leiirim,  S. 
Ireland— Fair  Rents— Mohill  Union,  980 
Mr.  Roche,  R.M.  1250,  1431 
Roscommon  Waterworks,  1359 

Healt,  Mr.  M.,  Cork 
Ireland — Fair  Rent  Applications,  i69 
Land  Commission,  Idl,  1424 

Heaton,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Cantdrhmry 

Anstralia— Naturalisation  of  Forei|iier8,  1576, 
Post  Ofllce -Australian  Mails,  1419 
Halfpenny  Post  Cards,  729 
India  and  Gibraltar  Mails,  1418 
Postage  to  the  Colonies,  1580 

Henniker,  Lord 
National  Portrait  Gallery   Bill,  9R.  965,  R. 

1070 
Parliament  Street  Improvementa,  979 
Westminster  Ilall  and  Constitation  ilill,  693 

Herring  Fishing  (Scotland)  Bin 

/.  Considered  in  Committee  on  Re^CommiUnent  * 
Reported  t/ti/y  II,  106 
Read  3*  and  Passed  July  18,  658      [BUI  94] 
e.  Lords  Amendments  Considered  and  Agreeil  im 
July  22,  994 
Royal  Assent  July  26,  1385 

Hbbschell,  Lord 
Belgrano  (Buenos  Ay  res)  Gas  Compnnjr  Bill, 

2R.  61,68 
County  Court  Appeals  (Ireland)  Rill,  2R.  t9il ; 

CommitUe,  974,  1237,  1238, 1939 
Cruelty     to    Children   Prevention    Bill,    2 It. 

950,  96C 
Indian  Plate  Daties,  Res.  1409 
InterpreUtion  Bill,  9R.  1599 
Official  Secrets  Bill,  8R.  89 


HEB        HUN 


{  SESSION     1889  } 
338. 


HUN 


IND 


II1B8CHBLL,  Lord^-eoni, 

Parliament — SUndiog  Order  and  Provisional 

Order  Bill,  Res.  056 
Private  Bill  Legislation  (Alteration  of  Memor- 
andum of  Association],  Eles.  257 
Trust  Fands  Investment  Bill,  2R.  063,  665 

Hill,  Mr.  A.   S.,  Staffordsht'r^,  King- 

si'vinfard 
Sixpennj  Stamp  Duty,  849 
Stamp  Duty — Purchase  of  Land,  1006 

Ho  ARE,  Mr.  S.,  Norwioh 
Royal  Grants,  Order  for  Committee,  1468 

H0BHOU8E,  Lord 
Trust  Companies  Bill,  3R.  671 

HoLLOWAT,  Mr.  G.,  Glouc0$ter,  Stroud 
Thames  and  Severn  Canal  Company,  851 

Home  Department — Secretary  of  State 
(jee  Matthews,  Bight  Hon.  H.) 

Home  Department — Under  Secretary  of 
State    {see    Wortley,   Mr.  0.    B. 

Stuart-) 

H0ULD8WORTH,  Sir  W.  H.,  Manchester  J 

N.W. 
Naturalized  British  Subjects,  732 

Howell,  Mr.  G.,  Bethnal  Green,  N,E, 

Cruelty   to   Children    Prevention    Bill,  Con- 
sidered, 36 
Macclesfield  Savinjfs  Bank,  524 

Ho  WORTH,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Sal  for  d^  S, 

Folkestone  Water  Company,  115 
Local  Government  (Scotland),  ke.,  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 186, 100 

Ho/iER,  Mr.  J.  H.  C,  Lanarkshire^  S, 

Local  Government  (Scotland),  dec,  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 278,  200,  313.  310.  421,  422.  424. 
455,  460.  472,  473,  475,  476,  477.  478,  470, 
533,  560,  573;  Consideration,  1150 

HuoHEs,  Colonel  E.,  Woohcieh 

\Voolwich  Arsenal,  Workmen  in,  707.  1420 

Hunter,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Aberdeen,  N. 

Infectious  Diseases  Notification  Bill,  2R.  1828 
Local  Government  (Scotland),  &c..  Bill,  Coro- 
mittoe,  161.  164,  171,  176,  270,  201,205, 
341,  504,  004;  Consideration,  1000,  1122, 
1127,  1132.  1140,  1156,  1163,  1166,  1160, 
1170,1106 
Marriages  (Basutoland,  dtc.)  Bill,  Committee, 

1837,  1838 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  730 
T^niversities  (Scotland)  Bill,  Consideration, 
605,  606,  617.  622,  624,  620,  635.  636,  638. 
630,  646,  647.  640,  1201,  1202,  1204,  1205, 
1200,  1210,  1218,  1221,  1225,  1226,  1228, 
1730,  1781.  1735,  1736, 1787, 1738 


HuNTLET,  Marquess  of 

Servitudes  Redemption  (Scotland)  Bill,  211, 
403,  501,  502 

Illikgworth,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford,  W, 

Light  Railway!  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  008 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Considera* 

tion.  1140 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  859 
Post  Office  SiUs  Bill,  2R.  1788 
Royal  Grants,  Committee,  1324 
Technical  Education  Bill,  Committee,  403 

Indecent  Adyertisements  Bill 

Royal  Assent  JtUy  26,  1385 

India — Secretary  of  State  {see  CbosS| 
Viscount) 

India — Under  Secretary  of  State  {see 
GoRST,  Sir  J.  E.) 

India 

Abkari  Departments  in  Native  States,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Caine  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
Ury  for  India  July  25,  1251 

Angool,  Famine  in.  Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  India  July 
10,838 

Army — Swords  and  Side  Arms,  Teitiny  of, 
Question,  Mr.  Ilanbury ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  for  War  July  23,  1002 

Bangalore,  Stalionmaster  at,  Question,  Ob- 
servations, Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley,  The 
Secretary  for  India  July  16,  517 

Benares — The  Maharaja  Amrit  Sao,  Question, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  India  July  12,  262 

Bengal— Distress  in  the  24  PegunnaAs,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  India  July  18,  705  ;  July  Id, 
830 

Botnbay,  Dock  at.  Questions,  Admiral  Field ; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  for  India  July 
26, 1425 ;  Questions,  Admiral  Field ;  Answers, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty /u/y  30, 1701 

Budget,  Questions,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answers, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  July  22, 
1581 

Burma,  Upper,  Civil  Engineers  in,  Question, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  India  July  10,  838 

Chittagong  and  Assam  Hailutay,  Question, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  India  July  18,  713 

Cooper's  llill  College,  Questions,  Observations, 
I^rd  Northbrook,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
War,  The  Secretary  tor  India,  Lord  Sand- 
hurst, Earl  of  Morley  July  30,  1603 

Drink  Trafic,  Question,  Mr.  C.iine  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  India  July  25. 1250 

Excise,  Questions,  Sir  G.  Campbell  ;  Answers, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  India i/u/y  11,  HI; 
Question,  Mr.  Caine  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  India  July  25.  1 250  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Caine  :  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  India  July  25.  1253 

Oanjam,  Distress  in —Remission  of  Revenue, 
Question,  Mr.  Bradlaof  h ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  India  July  18,  if05 
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Hyderabad  Jkecan  Company,  Qaettion,  Sir 
H.  Lethbridge  :  Answer.  The  Under  Secrc- 
Urj  for  India  July  19,  859  :  Qoestions,  Mr. 
Laboaobere  :  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  India /li/y  25,  1257 

Miiyutrat$s,  Corrupt,  Questions,  Dr.  Came- 
ron, Mr.  W.  M'Laren  :  Answers,  The  Under 
Seoretarj  for  India  July  11,  113;  Qaettion, 
Dr.  Cameron ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
Ury  for  India  Jvly  19,  842;  Motion  for 
Adjournment  of  the  House,  860 

Pfrttk,  EjT' Sultan  of.  Questions,  Mr.  F. 
Sterenson  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  July  15, 398 

Plate  Dutifi,  Debate  and  Motion  for  Address, 
Lords  July  26,  138G 

lVt<  O/Ue^MaHs^IndiamtdOihraUar,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Kinf,  Mr.  H.  Beaton;  An- 
swers, The  Postmaster  General  July  26, 
1417 

Po9tag4  to.  Question.  Mr.  H.  lleaton  :  An- 
swer, The  Cbancollor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  29,  1580 

Public  Service  Commisiion*i  RecommeHdations, 
Question*,  Sir  R.  Lethbridge :  Answers, 
The  Under  SecreUry  for  IndU  July  18,  721 

Railways,  Question,  Mr.  Caine  :  Answer.  The 
Under  Secretary  for  India  July  25,  1259 

SudderandOui^stiU Dutilleriis,  QnesUon,Mr. 
Caine  :  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
IndU /n/y  25, 1251 

Teleyraphs-'lHrettor  General^  Question,  Mr. 
King;  Answer.  The  Under  Secretarr  for 
IndU  Juiy  18,  70S 

Thih^taudCkina — yepatiatioMg,  Questions,  Mr. 
Bryce  ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
IndU,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
AfUirs/N/y  IP,  852 

Indis,  &8t  {A$i0m  Coolus) 
Address  for  Copies  July  22,  975 

Industrial  Agricnltoral  Education  Bill 

c.  Order  for  2R.  Read  and  Discharged;  Bill  With- 
drawn July  31,  1842  [Bill  295] 

Industrial  Schools  Bill 

/.  Reported  from  Standing  Committee  for  BilU 
reUting  to  Law,  Ac,  and  Ue-Committed 
yu/y  11,69  [Bill  154] 

Order  tor  Committee  on  Re-Commitment ;  Bill 
Withdrawn /M/y  22, 949 

Jn/eeiiou9  LUeaut 

Question.  Mr.  J.  £.  Ellis  :  Answer.  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Gorvrnment  Board  Jnly 
25,  1355 

Infect iou9  Dueaset  ybttfieatiam  BiU 
Question,    Mr.    J.    t.    EllU  ;    Aaawtr,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Local  Goternment  Board 
JuiyU 

Inftctioas  Diseases  Hotiflcation  BlQ 

c.  Re«d  ^  July  31, 1817  [BiU  293] 


I  Intermediate  Education  (Wales)  Bill 

e.  Considered  in  Committee,  R.P.  July  10. 50 
Considered  in  Committee  and  Reported  July 

23,  1175 
Considered ;   Re-Committed ;    Reported   with 

Amendments  July  26, 1535 
As  Amended  Considered  July  29, 1686,  349 
Consideration  eontiniied  ;  Read  3^  and  Passed 

July  30,  1791 

Intermediate    Education    (Wales    and 
Monmouthshire)  (OrantsK  ftc- 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  July  25,  1371 

Resolutions  Reported  and  Agreed  to  Jmly  26, 
1535 


Intenuttional  Mar%i%m$  Confermte^ 

Qoestions,  Mr.  Channing ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreiga  AflEsirt  Jvdy  15,  40S ; 
July  22,  976 

Interpretation  Bill 

/.  Reported :  Re-Committed  to  Cosamitte*  of 
whole  Uoose  July  23,  1085        [Bill  17^ 

Committee  on  Re-Commitmeat;  Rieportad  Jsi/y 
26.  1412 

3R.  Amendment  after  Debate ;  IMate  Ad* 
journed  July  29,  1566 

Ireland 

Army—Cavan  MiHtim^  Qnectioa,  Hr.  Bignr ; 

Answer,  The  Financial  Secffetary  Ibrwar 

July  29,  1570 
Dublin  Barracks,  Condiiim  af^  QaeaUoas. 

Mr.    Hanbary,  Mr.  A.   L.  Brown.   Mr. 

Woodall,  Mr.  A.  O'Connor  ;  Aaswera,  Tto 

Secretary  for  War  /ifi!y  25, 1163 
^  Bonnie  Doan^"  Qoettioaa,  (ToIomI  Nolu,  Mr. 
Sexton ;    Answers,  The  Pretidaat    of  tiM 
Board  of  Trade  /ai/y  16, 523 

Crime  and  Outrage — 

Alleged  Roman  CatkoUe  Ontrageai  Drummmr, 
Question,  llr.  Johnston;  Aaswar.  Thn 
Chief  Secretary  July  26,  1420 

Maiming  Cattle,  Qaestioas,  Mr.  MaaariMy, 
Mr.  Sexton,  Sir  J.  Swiabaraa,  Aaavrrv, 
The  Chief  Secretary  July  18,  717 

Outrage  by  Orangemen,  Qaeatiea,  Dr.  FlU- 
gerald ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seetatary  Jmty 
11,112 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act 

Conybeare,  Mr,,  Qaettioaa.  Mr.  Johaataa, 
Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  Tbe  Speaker,  Tlw 
Chief  Secretary  July  18,  717 ;  Claertiaa, 
Sir  W.  Foster :  Aaswer,  The  Chief  Sam* 
Ury  July  26,  1134  ;  Qaestioas,  Mr.  Maa 
NeUl ;  Answ«s.  The  Chief  Seetatary  Jniy 
29,  1581 ;  Qoestions,  Mr.  Mae  Neill,  t$ir 
W.  Foster ;  Answers,  The  Chief  ScaMary 
July  30.  1700 

Cox,  Mr.,  and  Gill,  Mr.,  Qaesttaai^  Mr. 
Sexton :  Answers.  The  Chief  Searetavy 
July  11, 122  :  July  15,393  :  Qaaatiaaa, 
Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Cox  :  Aaawan,  Tlw 
Solicitor  Geaaral  <br  Irdaad  Juiy  12, 
266 :  Qaestiiias,  Mr.  A.  WiUiaMs,  Mr. 
Sexton.  Mr.  Bradlaagh :  Aaaw«ra»  Tka 
Solicitor   GcMral  lor   Irebad  Jmhf  1«^ 
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IiiBLAMD— Crimtna/  Law  and  Procedure  Aet^ 
eoDt. 

5^9;  Question,  Mr.  A.  Williams;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Seeretarj  July  18,  711  : 
July  23,  1100  ;  Qaestions,  Mr.  Mac  Neill ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Seoretarj  July  19, 
858;  Questions,  Mr.  A.  Williams,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Mr.  Mao  Neill ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretarj  July  30,  1702 

Ucaly,  Lenit,  Questions,  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary, 
The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  July 
26, 1426 

Kelly,  Mr.,  Queriions,  Mr.  Mao  Neill; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretarj  July  11, 
120 

M*Fadde»,  Father,  Questions,  Sir  J.  Swin- 
burne, Mr.  W.  Macdonald  ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  July  15,  404  ;  Questions, 
Mr.  Mno  Neill,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary /u/^^  30,  1710 

0*  Br  ten,  Mr.  P.,  Assault  upon.  Questions, 
Mr.  Fiynn ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary July  26.  1427 

Prisoners  in  Derry  Oaol,  Questions,  Mr. 
Johnstone  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Julq  23,  1098;  Questions,  Mr.  Mac  Neill, 
Sir  W.  Forster  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  July  80,  1709 

Proclaimed  Meeting  in  co,  Meath,  Question, 
Mr.  Mahony;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary July  13,  1100 

Stephens,  Fatker,  Question,  Mr.  S.  Lofe?re  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  July  26, 
142  ;  Question,  Mr.  Mac  Neill ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  July  11,  120 

Tanner,  Dr.,  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 
AnswerSjThe  Chief  Secretary ,The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  July  29,  1682  ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Johnstone  ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  July  30,  1707 

Treatment  of  PrisoMrs,  ^Vii^iioTi,  Mr.  Mac 
Neill  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  July 
19,858 
Drainage  (For  Bann,  Barrow,  Shannon,  and 

Suck  Drainngo  Bills  see  under  their  respec- 
tive titles) 
Emergency  Men  and  Mr.  IT.  Oottne  Mzlowy^s 

Farm  ;  Question,  Mr.  Cox  ;   Answer,  the 

Chief  SecreUry  July  11,  124 
Evictions --Otphert  Estate,  Question,   Mr.  T. 

W.  Russell ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General 

for  Ireland  July  22,  989 
Fisheries 

Dungnrvon  Bay, Question,  Mr.  P.  J.  Power; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  July  30, 
1703 

Shannon  Drainage  and  Limerick  Fisheries, 
Question,  Mr.  Cox ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  July  15,  389  ;  Questions^  Mr. 
Cox,  Mr.  Mac  Neill ;  Answers,  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  July  15,  389, 
390 

Steam  Trawling,  Question,  Mr.  Murphy  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  July  30, 
1703 
Gaelic      Association      Football      Club      and 

Fenianism,     Questions,     Mr.     Johnston  ; 

Answers,    The    Chief   SecreUry  July  30, 

1705 
Lace  Industry,  Mr.  Alan    Cole*s   Lectures, 

Question,  Mr.  J.  M*Cartby  ;  Answer,  The 

SecreUry  to  the  Treasary  Jnlp  11,  109 

IconL 


Irsland — cont. 
Land  Acts 
Fair   Rente,    Question,    Mr.     M.    Healy ; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land   July    12,    269;    Question,    Mr. 
Byrne  ;  Answer,  The   Chief  SecreUry 
July    26,     1420  ;      Questions.     Mr. 
M*CarUn,   Mr.  Mac  Neill ;   Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  July  80, 1711 
Mohill    Union,   Question,   Mr.    Haydon ; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land July  22, 980 
Olphert  Estate,  Questions,  Mr.  Mao  Neill, 
Mr.    T,   W.   Russell :    Answers,   Tho 
Chief  Secretary  July  15,  386 
Fixed  Rent,  Question,  Mr.  Blano  ;  Answer, 

The  Chief  Secretary  July  19,  859 
Oweedore  and  Olphert  Estates,  Motion   in 
House  of  Lords  for  Returns  as  to  Judicial 
Rents  July  15,  357  :  Motion  in  House  of 
I.ords  for  Letter    written   by   Rev.    D. 
Stephens  C.C.  July  25, 1242 
Land    Act,    1887.    Question,    Mr.    Blanc; 
Answer,  The   Chief  Secretary    July  26, 
1417 
Land  Commission,  Question,   Mr.    Carew  ; 
Answer,  Tho  Chief  Secretary  Jti^y  11, 
112 
County   Cork,  Questions.  Mr.  M.  Healy ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  July  11, 

131 
Court   Valuer,  Question,  Mr.  M'CarUn  ; 
Answer,  Tho  Chief  Secretary  July  30, 
1701 

Land  Purchase  Acts,  Question,  Mr.  J. 
E.  Ellis,  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
/ii/yl],124 

Loans  to  Tenants,  Return  Ordered  July  15, 
377 

Sub' Commissioners,  Question,  Mr.  M. 
Ilealy;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
July  26,  1424 

Valuations^  Kilmacrickard,  Questions,  Mr. 
Mahony;  Answers,  The   Chief  SecreUry 
July  23,  1004 
Law    and    Justice    and     Police 

Alleged  AssauH  upon  an  Emergency  Man, 
Question,  Mr.  P.  J.  O'Brien ;  Answer, 
Tho  Chief  Secretary  July  26, 1431 

Carnal wey.  Rector  of.  Question,  Mr.  Carew; 
Answer.  The  Chief  Secretary /u/y  15,  399 

Compensation  jor  Burning,  Questions*  Mr. 
Blaine;  Answers,  The  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  July  12,  263 

Cookstown,  Affray  at,  Question,  Mr.  Blane  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  July  26, 
1413 

Dietharging  Firearms  in  the  Street — Case  of 
Jolin  IVhite,  Questions,  Mr.  Rowntree, 
Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  Tho  Chief  Secre- 
tary, The  Uome2  Secretary  July  26, 1414  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  M'Cartnn,  Mr.  Rowntree ; 
Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land July  29,  1575 

Grand  Jury  of  Kerry—Case  Reserved  by 
Chief  Justice  Pallas,  Copies  Ordered, 
July  15,  409 

Jury  Packing  ( A  lleged)^  Maryborough  Stim» 
mer  Assizes,  Question,  Mr.  W.  A.  Mac 
donald  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Jtd^ 
1 1 ,  183;  Question,  Mr.  W.  A.  Macdonald  i 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  July  18. 
718 ;  Qnettions,  Sir  John  Swioborne,  Mr. 

leont. 
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IwLLkKD^^Law  and  Justice  and  Folice^ oont, 

Mao  Neill ;  Aoswers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Jui^  80,  1706        » 
Larkin,  Michael,  Case  of,  Qaestion,  Mr.  J. 
M*Cartby  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
JvXy  18j  608 
Placards  Torn  Down  by  Police,  Questions, 
Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary July  19,  845 
IFestmeath,  Extra  Police  tn,  Question,  Mr. 
Tuite ;    Answer,    The     Chief  Secretary 
Ju/y  11,109 
Wexford — PcHee  and  Press,  Question,  jMr. 
W.  Redmond  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary/w/y  11,  116 
Light    Railways — Co.  Down,  Question,  Mr. 
Mulholiand;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
July  30,  1700 
(For  Light  Railways  Bill,  see  Light  Railwars 

(Ireland)  Bill) 
Local  Oovemment  Board 
Holy  wood,    Nuisance   at,     Question,    Mr. 
Sexton;    Answer,    The    Chief   Secretary 
July  19,  847 
Roscommon    Water   iVorls,  Question,  Mr. 
ilayden ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland,  July  25,  1259 
Magistracy 

Mesident  MaaisiraJles 

Divisional  Commissioners,  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;    Answer,  The  Solicitor  Gene* 
ral  for  Ireland,  July  25,  1257 
Mr.  C,   Roche    R,   M,,   Question,    Mr. 
Hayden  ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral  for  Ireland  July  25,  1259  ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Ilayden,  Mr.  Flynn;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  July  26,  1431 
Sealy,  Dr,  H,  B.,  Question,  Mr.  Morrogh  ; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land July  29,  1578 
yational  Educatiott 

Antrim     Co.,    Question,    Mr.    M'Cartan; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land July  20, 1575 
Catholic    Bishops    and  University    Educa- 
tion,   Questions,    Mr.    rarnoll,    Mr.   J. 
Morley ;    Answers,   The  Chief  Secretary 
July  15, 404 
Queen* 8  Scholarship  Examination,  Question, 
Mr.  Conway ;  Answer,  The  Vice  ^'resident 
of  the  Counoil  July  16,  520 
Xational    Schools,  Belfatt,    Question,   Mr. 
Finkerton ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  July  22,  981 
Teachers,  Question,  Mr.  Macartney;  Answer, 
The   Solicitor  General   for  Ireland  July 
29,  1570 

Xavigatiofi    and  Drainage — Bann   Drainage 
Scheme,  Questions,  Mr.  Storey  ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  July  19,  ^54 
Ulstir  and  Tyrone  Cattals,  {see  Ulster  and 
Tyrone  Navigation  Act) 

Piers  and  Harbours 
Ballycolton  Harbour,  Questions,  Mr.  Flynn  ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
July  29, 1579 
Donaghadee  Harbour  and  Pier,  Questions, 
Mr.  M*Cartan,  Mr.  Johnston,  Mr.  Sex- 
ton ;  Answers,  The  Speaker,  The  Seore- 
tary  to  the  Treasury  July  26,  1430; 
Questions,  Mr.  Johnston,  Mr.  Flynn  ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
July  30, 1712 

[eont. 


iRELAtt^'^Pieri  and  Harbours— oont 

Fenit  Pier,  Questions,  Mr.Mahony;  Answers, 
The  Chief  SecreUry,  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  JxUy  28,  1095 

Foynes  Harbour,  Question,  Mr.  O'Keeffo  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  The  Treisory 
July  22,  086 

Holy  wood  Pier — Co.  Down,  Question,  Mr. 
M'Cartan  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  July  30,  1718 

Portstewart  Fishing  Harbour,  Qaestion^Mr. 
Mulholiand ;    Answer,    The    Chief  Sec- 
reUry July  30,  1700 
Post  Office 

Dublin  Post  Office,  Question,  Mr.  Clancy ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  July 
30,  1715 

Limerick,  Sunday  Delivery  in,  Qaestion, 
Mr.  0*Keeffe;  Answer,  The  Poetmastcr 
General  July  18,  722 

Mail  from  DMin  to  JFaterford,  Question, 
Mr.  R.  Power  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster- 
General  July  18,  714 

Officials  and  Orange  Demonstrations,  Ques* 
tion,  Mr.  Clancy ;  Answer,  The  I'ost- 
roaster  General  July  80,  1714 

Postmastership    of  Knoekaney,    Questions, 
Mr.  AV.   Abraham  ;  Answers,  The  Post- 
master General  July  19,  848 
Poor  Law 

Belfast  WorkJwttse,  Master  of,  Qaestion, 
Mr.  Biggar;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary July  18,  697 

Dublin  Rates,    Question,  Mr.  Clancy  :  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  July  80,  1718 
Prisons 

Clonmel  Gaol — Sanitcwy  CondUioH,  Ques- 
tions, Dr.  Tanner ;  Answers,  The  Speaker. 
The  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  July  20, 1586 

Derry  Gaol— Covered  Emereise  Grounds, 
Question,  Mr.  Mac  Neill ;  Answer,  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  July  12,  266 

Death  of  the  Man  Corr,  Question,  Mr.  Mac 
Neill ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  Gcnerml  for 
Ireland  Jt(/y  22,  981 

Whitewashed  Cells,  Question,  Mr.  Mac 
Neill ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Jn'y 
19,  857;  Questions,  M.  Mac  Neill;  An. 
swers,  The  Ilome  Secretary  July  U,  119 

Quinn    Charity,    Questions,    llr.    W.    Red- 
mond ;    Answers,    The    Attorney    General 

July  II,  123 

Railways 
Armagh  Railway  Collision  —  I%e  Great 
Northern  Company,  Question,  Mr.  T. 
W.  Russell ;  Answer,  The  Presidect  of 
the  Board  of  Trade /ufy  16,892  ;  Motion 
and  Debate,  Lords /ii/y  19,  821 
Great  Northern  of  Ireland  Mailway  Com* 
pany.  Questions,  Mr.  ChaoniDg;  An* 
8wers,The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
Julyll,  116 

Listowel  Station  —  Footbridge,  Question, 
Mr.  Mahooy  ;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  July  15,895 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary  —  Appeintmenti, 
Questions,  Mr.  J.  £.  Ellis,  Mr.  U.  J. 
Wilson;  Answers,  The  Solicitor Genend 
for  Ireland  July  25, 1247 
Tyrone,  Question,  Mr,  Johnitoo;  Auweri 
The  Chief  SecreUr/  July  26, 1421 
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Irish  Societies  Estates  Committee 

(^ettions,  Mr.  Dillwyn,  Mr.  Lawspn ;  An- 
swer, The  First  l^ord  of  the  Treasury  July 
36, 1434  ;  Oaestions,  BIr.  Sexton  ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  July  29,  1G88 


JEP 


KtM 


Irish  SoeiUy  and  City  Companies  {Irish 

Estates) 
AppointmenI  of  Select  Committee  July  11, 

160 
Motion  to  Discharge  Mr.  J .  Morley  from  the 

Select  Committee;  Debate  Adjourned  yt(/y20, 

1874 
Report  from  Select  CommiUee,  4c.,  Brought 

op  and  Read  JtUy  30,  1718 
Adjourned  Debate  on  Motion  for  Discharge  of 

Mr.  J.  Morley;  Order  Postponed  July  30, 

1792 

IsAios,  Mr.  L.  H.,  Netcington,  Walworth 
Cruelty  to  Children  Prevention  Bill,  Considera- 
tion, 48 
Post  Office  Sites  Bill,  3R.  1758 

Isaacson,     Mr.     F.    Wootton,     Tower 
JSamlets,  ISiepney 
Rojal  Grants,  Committee,  1037 

Italy  and  Africa 

Question,  Commander  Bethell ;  Answer,  Tho 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  July 
23,  1105 

Jackson,  Ifr.  W.  L.  (Secretary  to  the 
Treasury),  Leeds^  iV. 
Civil  Establishments,  Coramitsion  on,  811 
Civil  Service  Writers,  129,  732 
Crown  Lands-- Allotments,  620 
Crown  Leases  of  Agricultural  Land,  392 
Governor  of  Ipswich    Gaol,    Action  against, 

982 
Ireland — Lace  Industry—Mr.  *  A.  Cole's  Lec- 
tures, 110 
Piers  and  Harbours — Balljcotton   Harbour, 
1679,  1580 
Donaghadee   Harbour,    co.    Down,  1431, 

1712.  1713 
Fcr.it  Pier,  1000 
Fojncs  Harbour,  987 
Light   Railways   (Ireland)   Grant,   iS:c.,  Com* 

mitteo,  1112 
local  Government  (ScollanJ^,  dec.  Dill,  Com- 
mittee, 424 
Pailiamcnt — Business  of  the  House — Supple- 
mental Estimates,  713 
"  llan»ard*s  Parliamentarj  Debates/'  1250 
Post  Office  Sites  Bill,  2U.   818,    1780,  1781, 

1783,  1784 
Revenue  Bill,  Committee,  1803 
L'Isterand  Tjrone Canalo,  1709 
Universities— Colleges  ot    England  —  Annual 
Grants,  990 

Jam£^,  Eight  Hon.  SirH.,  Bury^  Lanca- 
shire 
Royal  Grants,  Committee,  160^,  1669,  1070, 
1077 


Jeffreys,   Mr.    A.   F.,  Bants^   Basing^ 
stoke 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Recoverj,  Bill,  2R.  775 


Jennings,  Mr.  L.  J.,  Stockport 
Crueltj  to  Children  Prevention  Bill,  Considera* 
tion,  6,  11,27 

Jesus  College,  Oxford j  {Meyrick  Endowment) 
Motion  for  an  Address  July  11,  228 
Return  Ordered  July  16,  588 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast,  8, 

IreUnd — Alleged  Roman  Catholic  Outrage  at 
Drurogor,  1420 
Constabulary  in  Tyrone,  1421 
Criminal  l^aw  and  Procedure  Act — Cony« 
beare,  Mr.  717 
Prisoners  in  Derry  Goal,  1098,  1099 
Tanner,  Dr.  1708 
Donaghadee  Harbour,  eo.  Down,  1712, 1713 
Gaelic  Association  Football  Club  and  Fenian- 
isni,  1705 
Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  Considered,  1745 
Metropolis^  Sunday  Processions,  1705 

Jordan,  Mr.  J.,  Clare,  W. 

UUter  and  Tyrone  Canals,  1709 

Judicial  Factors  (Scotland)  BOl 

c.  Considered;   Read  Z**^  and  Passed  July  31* 
1806  [Bin  166] 

Juvenile  Offenders  Bill 

I,  Presented  ;  Road  1«*  July\%,  821  [Bill  170] 
Bill  Withdrawn  July  26, 1412 

Kay-Shuttleworth,  Right  Hon.  Sir  U. 
J.,  Lancashire,  CUtheroe 
Technical  Education  Bill,  Committee,  480 

Kklly,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Camlerwell,  N, 
Cruelty  to  Children  Prevention  Bill,  Considera- 
tion, 5,  6,  39,  42,  48 
Sutton  Water  Company,  5il 

Krnnaird,  Lord 
Adoption  of  Children  Bill,  2R.  513 

Kknyon,  Hon,  O.  T.,  Denbigh,  ^'c» 

Intermediate   Education   (Wales)   Bill,   Com- 
mittee, 55, 1178 

Kerans,  Mr.  F.  H.,  Lincoln 
Royal   Grants,   Order   for   Committee,    1401| 
1495 

KiMBERLEY,  Earl  of 

AdopUon  of  Children  Bill,  2R.  510 
Army — Kcservo  Horses,  970 
Board  of  Agriculture  Bill.  2R.88 
County  Courts  Appeals  (Ireland)  Bill,  1071 
Indian  I'latc  Duties,  Res.  1888 
Liquor  Laws  in   Canada  and  United  Statesi 
256 
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KiMssBtrr*  Eatl  of^«0ii/, 

PjMliMMiii  —  LoTd»— Mar  Pcenge  Debate— 
''IIsMir^f  ParlMOMiUfT  Dt^tade;"  69« 
fttaiidiBf  Orders  ami  ProrUiooal  Order  Bill, 
Bee.  e64, 056 

Pofi  OfBee    Ma'ito  to  India  and    Gibraltar, 

1417 
Weetem  Awtralia  Coottitotioo  Bill,  2R.  100  ; 

3R.M0,5I7 


Kiiro,  Mr.  H.  S.,  ITti//,  CnUral 

Aoatnilia  (Wcttorn)— GranU  of  Land,  699 
India— Dirtetor  General  oi  Telegraphs,  703 


KivotfTox,  Earl  of 

Africa  —  Zololand  —  Treatment  of  Usibcpa, 
1694 


KinuHiii,  Hir  J.  O.  8.,  Perthf  E. 
Local  (ioTemment  (Scotland),  4c.,  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 447,  464,  047 


Kkowles,  Mr.  L.,  Salford^  W, 
Importation  of  Cattle,  690 

KifUT0FOBD,  Lord 

AfHoa—Zalnland— Trial  of  Natire   Chiefs- 
Treatment  of  Usibepu,  1694 
(JanAda  (Ontario  Boundary)  Bill,  2K.614 
Mnriloges  (Basntoland,  &o.)  Bill,  2R.  657 
Trust  Funds  Investment  Bill,  2R.  664 
Western  Australia  Constitution  Bill,  2B.  80  ; 

Committee,  381 ;  aR.  515 
Windward  Islands  Appeal  Court  Bill,  2R.  657 

Labo(70HEBX,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 
Cruelty  to  Children   Prerention   Bill,    Con- 
sideration, 17 
Eg7pt^Affairs  in  the  Soudan,  120 
India— U/derabad  Deooan  Mining  Conoession, 

1257 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police — Case  of  Charles 

Tripp,  1260 
Nafles,  English  nnd  Italian,  850 
KoyAl  Grants,  Res.  994,  996;  Order  for  Com- 
mittee, 1278, 1281,  1284,  1285, 1813,  1320, 
1357,  1531;  Committee,  1024,  1660,  1670 

Lamington,  Lord 

MotropoliN  —  ImprOTomonts   —    Parliament 

Street,  672 
National  Portrait  Gallery  Bill,  2R.  068 
Westminster  Hall  and  Constitution  Hill,  681 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1887)  Amend- 
ment (Leaseholders)  Bill 

c.  Order  of  Resuming  Adjourned  Dvbate ;   Bill 
Withdrawn  July  11,  228  [Bill  31] 

Laurie,  Colonel  B.  P.,  Bath 

Irish  Society  and  City  Companitt,  &Ci,  Ret. 
1382 
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Lmw  mki  JmMtiee  ttmd  F^iet 
BmlUm  mmd  PmrtukmU  JSjdhkUimu^  Qi 
ifr.  l^waoB  ;  Aaswcr, ' 
tarj  Jwlf  19,  849;  /d^ttp  t» 
Pmekmit      AeadmU^ 
Lavioo;   Aaawer,    Tlw  Hi 
July  18,  738 

Bmildimf  Soeietia^LoUena  AOs^ 
Mr.    Scale- llaTM;    Ami 
Secretary  Jmly  18,  TOi 

C€yU,  Jmmei,  Case  mf,  Qaeatioa,  Sir  J.  Dttring- 

ton;    Answer,  The  fUmm   SceiwUry  Jwh/ 

19.847 
FolknUme   TTaUr  Camptmy,  QaeaticM,  Mr. 

Howorth  ;   Aoswera,  The  llcae  ScarcCary 

JulyU,  115 
ffmwwood,  Gfo.—Jmr€mUe  O/gmisr,  Qaestioa, 

Mr.  Fuller ;  Answer,  The  Ilcae  SecreUry 

July  30,  1698 

Ipiwieh  Gaol,  Governor  of^  Aetitm  afmimttt 
Question,  Mr.  Piekersgill ;  Aaawer,  The 
Home  Secretary  July  18, 731 ;  QoetikNi,  Mr. 
ricker»gill ;  Answer,  Tbe  Secretary  to  Ibc 
Treasury,  July  22,  982 

King,  Tkomat — ImprtMonmemi  of  CkiUren, 
Question,  Mr.  Bartley  ;  Answer,  The  Uone 
Secretary  Juiy  16, 523 

Merchandize  Marke  Att  and  the  DvreeUr  of 
Publie  Froeeeulians,  Qoettioo,  Mr.  U. 
Vincent ;  Answer,  Tbe  Attorney  General 
July  15,  403 

Penal  Servitude,  Temu  of,  Qoestions,  Obser* 
vations.  Lord  Norton,  The  Lord  Cbaacellor 
July  30,  1689 

Pigeon  Flying  on  Sunday i,  Qaestions,  Mr.  S. 
Smith,  Mr.  S.  Buxton  ;  An8wera,The  Homo 
SecreUry  July  18,  704 

Police  Signalling  by  Bleetrieity,  Question,  Sir 
Albert  Hollit;  Answer,  The  Home  Secre- 
tary/u/y  23,  1098 

Effonnaloriet — Shipping  Boyi  therefrom  to 
C7ana<to, Questions, Mr.  Bradlaagh;  Answers, 
The  Home  Secretary  July  15,  385 

Tripp,  Cha$, — Severe  Sentencei,  QoeatioD,  Mr. 
Labouchere ;  Antwer,  The  Home  Secretary 
July  2b,  1260 
Weet  London  Commercial  Batik  ^Proeeedingt 
against  the  Bireetore,  Question,  Mr.  Whit- 
more  ;     Answer,    1  he     Solicitor    General 
July  18,  735 
Whitechapel  Outragee,  Question,  Mr.  Beaoroy  ; 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  July  29, 
1573 
Reward,  Question,  Mr.  Montagu  ;  Aniwer, 
The  Home  Secretary  July  18,  730 

Lawrence,  Mr.  W.  P.,  Liverpool  Ah$f 

cromhy 

A  frica^SwAiiland— Concession  by  the  KiDg» 
388 

Cruelty  to  Children  rre?cntion  Bil^  Con- 
sideration, 46 

Lawson,  Mr.  H.  L*  Wj,  8t.  Panera%^  W. 

Balloon  and  Parachute  Exhibitions,  849,  986 

Parachute  Accident,  738 
Ciril  Serrice— Treasury  Minute,  369 
Irish  Society  and  City  Companies,  4s.,  Res. 
1377, 1380 

Action  of  Goftramsnty  1431 


lA^       ^ 
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Siephen*."  g  JT., 

Neaton 

crew.  IB33    .        ^  Q-ine*.  ^'" 


Council- '^'Zk.  \n8tfer,  »n«    3^5 
Sir  Geo.  C^«»P^^^^{  Trade /tayl5.|^„^^^ 
S^'^ .  ^f  tho  Board  oi    _  ^^..♦von.  Wt. «" 


5lnt  oC  lV»o  Bo»^^\  Q,tteaUon»  Wj.^ 

^'^"^"'k^/c;^^^  ^-^  **^%he  Pre.\dent  ot 
^C.  G'^^^T  Government  Uoar<l 

the  l^o«*^  ^  Mr     ta^«^*' 

The  PreBidetit  01 
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MAC 


iUyiUration  of  iMatkt,  Qoctuoc,  Mr.  Ainalie ; 

Aofwer,  Tliie  Prestdent  of  tbe  Local  Gorern- 

ment  IkMird  /if/5  26,  I  «29 
S*Jih%id/tn^t  of  Main  tioads  at  yhrthwiehf  Qaei- 

tioDf ,  Mr.  Bmnoer ;  Answers,  Tbe  Pretident 

of  the  I»cal  Goreroment  Board  JfUf  23. 

lOdO 
Hnitofi     WaUr    Company ^    i^oestion,   Mr.  J. 

Kellv  ;  Answer,  The  Prefideot  of  the  Local 

Goremmeijt  Board  Jvtly  16,  521 


liOBD  Advocate,   The  [ue 
Bight  Hon.  J.  P.  BO 


Local     Ooternment     Pr of i*  tonal    Order$ 
BilU 
Obterrationf,    I>ord    DeDman,   l>ord    Balfoor, 
Earl  of  Milltown  JuUj  12,  237 

Local  OoTernmeDt  Provisional  Orders 
(Ho-  Z)  Bill 

/.  .Suspension    of   Session   OrJcri   Agreed   to  : 
Ke.id  2*» /ii/y  26,  1385 

Local  Oovemment  (Scotland)  Bill 

Questions,  Obserrations,  Karl  of  Carapcrdown, 
Marqoesfl  of  I^thian  Jttly  30,  1005  ;  Ques- 
tion, \)r.  Cameron  :  Answer,  The  I/ord  Ad- 
vocate July  22,  080 

Local     Oovernment     (Scotland)     Bill 

and  [BUI  187] 

Local   Oovemment   (Scotland)   Sapple- 
mentary  ProviBions  Bill     [Bin  188] 

c.  Appointment  of  and  Instruction  to  Committee; 
Considered   in  Committee;    llrportcd  and 
Re-Committed  July  10,  60 
Considered  in  Committee /u/y  11,   101  ;  July 
12,  373  ;  July  15,  416  ;  July  16,  533 

Contolidated  into 

Local  Oovemment  (Scotland)  Bill 

July  16,593  [Bill  334] 

c.  Rc-Committed;  Considered  in  Committee  and 

Reported  July  16.  593 
Considered;   Further   Proceedings    Adjourned 

July  22,  908 
Considered  as  Amended  July  23,  1113 
further  Considered  as  Amended  ;  Committee 

on  Re- Commitment ;  Read  3^  and   Passed 

A/y2l,  1181 

London  County  Council  {Money)  Bill 

Question,  Mr.  II.  11.  Fowler:  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  ol  tlio  Trcasnry  July  20,  1583 

London  County  Council  (Mioney)  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Read  1°»  July  29,  1584    [Bill  850] 

LoNo,  Mr.    W.  H.  (Secretary  to    tbe 
Looal  Government  Board),    Wilt*,, 
Devizes 
Infectious  Diseases  Notification  Bill,  652;  2R. 

1829 
Wbikecbapel  Union— Barial  b/  Mistakci  709 


Lord  LixcTEyAST  of  Ibklajtd — (%ief 
Secretary  to  the  ^m«  BaIiFOCB,  Bight 
Hon.  A.  J.) 

Lord  Presidext  of  ths  CorarciL  'm 
Crasbrook,  Yiflcoimt^ 

Lord  Priyt  Seal  («m  Cadogax,  Earl) 

LoTHiAX,  Marquees  of  (Secretary  for 
Scotland) 

Court  of  SessioD  and  BUlCbainbers  (Scoiland) 

Clerks  Bill.  2R.eeS 
llerring  Fishery  (Seotbukd)  Bill,  3K.  ••• 
Local  GoTemmeat  (SeoUand)  BUI.  ItM 
I'arliament — Mar     Peerage    Debate — **  Han- 
sard's Parliainentary  Debates,"  087 
Servitudes   Redemption  'Scotland)  Bill,  3R. 
499,  502 

Lottery  Acta 

Building  SoeietieHy  Qoestioo,  Mr.  Seale- 
Ilaync ;  Answer,  Tbe  Uoim  S«eretMT  JnHy 
18,  706 

LowTHER,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Cumherhnd,  Pm- 

rith 
Charity  Commission,  Scheme  of,  796 
Jesus  College,  Oxford,  (Mejriok  Endowmenl), 
402 ;  Res.  233 

Lubbock,  Sir  J.,  London  Universiij^ 

Infections  Diseases  Notification  BUI,  2R  187 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill  (H.LO 

c.  R.  ported  Jidy  15,  409  [BiU  199] 

Considered  as  Amended  ;  Read  8^  and  Pntsed 
July  30, 1739 

Lunacy  Laws 

Case  of  Mr,  /.  E,  Miert,  Qncatioo,  BIr.  Wno. 

Corbet;  Answer,  The  Ilome  Seovetary  t/ufy 

20,  1573 
Increase  of   Insanity y  Qncation,   Mr.    Wm. 

Corbet ;' Answer,  The  llome  Secretary  JtUf 

29,  1574 

Lyell,  Mr.  L.,  Orkney  and  Shetland 

Local  Gorcrnment  (Scotland),  4c.,  Bill,  Com- 
mittee. 167,  341,  350,  353,  432;  Conuden- 
tion,  1017,  1064,  119  J 

Universities  (Scotland)  Bill,  Contidermtion, 
1228 

Lymiicgton,     Bight    Hon.     Yiscoi^p]!^ 
Devon,  South  Jlolton 
Post  Office  Sites  Bill,  2R.  1761, 1766 

Macartney,  Mr.  W.  O.  £.,  Awtrm^  & 

Ireland— Maiming  Cattle,  71jB 
School  Teachers,  1570 
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McOartak,  Mr.  M.,  Downy  8. 

Ireland — Discharging   Firearms  in  a  Street— 
Case  of  John  White,  1575 
Donaghadeo  Harbour  and  Pier,  1  iSO 
Fair  Rents.  1711 
lloljwood  Pior,  00.  Down,  1713 
land  Commission,  Court  Valuer,  1700 
National  Education,  Antrim  Co.  1675 

MgOabtht,  Mr.  Justin,  Londonderry 

Ireland— Lace  Industrj,  109 
Michael  Larkin,  Case  of,  608 

McDonald,  Dr.  E.,  Ro%i  and  Cromarty 

Local  Government  (  Scotland),  &c..  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 429,  432,  449,  587,  590,  598  ;  Con- 
sideiation,  1128,  1129,  1139,  1195 

Lunacj  Act  Amendment  Bill,  Consideration, 
1747 

Universities  (Scotland)  Bill,  Consideration, 
620 

Macdonald,  Mr.  W.  A.,    Queen^s   Co,, 
Ossory 
Ireland — Jury    Packing    (alleged)    at    Mary- 
borough, 133,  718 
Trial  of  Father  M'Fadden,  405 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1582 

MacTnnes,     Mr.,    M.     Northumberland, 
Hexham 
Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  Consideration, 
1739 

McLagan,  Mr.  P.,  LinUthgow 

l.ocnl  Qovernment  (Scotland),  <bc.,  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 292,  308,  310,  434 

McLaren,  Mr.  W.  S.  B.,  Cheshire,  Crewe 

India— Mamlutdnrs  and  Magistrates,  114 
Local  Government  (Scotland),  &c.,  Bill,  Con- 
sideration, 1031 
Poor  Law  Bill,  Committee,  1372 

Maclean,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Oldham 

Naval  Review,  1260 
People's  Banks,  977 
Royal  Grants'  Committee,  1030 

Maclure,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lancashire^  S.F., 
Siretford 
Channel  Tunnel  Bill,  087 

Mac  Neill,  Mr.  J.  G.  S.,  Donegal,  S. 

Falkland  Islands — Charges  against  the  Gover- 
nor, 259,  397 
Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act— 

Conybeare,  Mr.  1581,  1582,  1709 

Cox,  Mr.  853,  1703 

Gill,  Mr.  1703 

Kelly,  Mr.  120 

M*Fadden,  Father,  and  Others,  1710 

Stephens,  Father,  120 

Treatment  of  Prifonerii  858,  1709 


Mac  Neill  Mr.*J.  G.  S. — cent. 
Fair  Rents,  1712 

Olphert  Estate,  386 
Fisheries — Limeriokand  Shannon  Drainage, 

390 
Jury  Packing,  Alleged,  1700 
Prisons— Dcrry     Gaol — Covered    Exercise 
Grounds,  26G 

Death  of  Corr,  981 

Whitewashed  Cells,  857 


Madden,  Mr.  D.  H.  (Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland),  Dublin  University 

Bann  Drainage  Bill,  1205 
Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act—- 
Cox,  Mr.  267,  529,  530 
Gill.  Mr.  267,  529,  530 
llealy,  Dennis,  1426 
Tanner,  Dr.  1583 
Evictions— Olphert  Estate',  990 
Fair  Rents — Applications,  269 

Mohill  Onion,  980 
Fisheries— Limerick,  and  Shannon  Drainage, 

390 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police— Compensation 
for  Burning,  263 
Discharging  Firearms  in  Street^Casc  of 
John  White,  1576 
Magistracy — Resident     Magistrates  ~  Divi- 
sional Commissioners,  1257 
Mr.  C.  Roche,  1259 
Dr.  IL  B.  Sealy,  1679 
National  Education  — Antrim  Co.  1575 
Belfast  National  School,  981 
Teachers,  1570 
Prisons— Derry    Gaol — Covered     Exercise 
Grounds,  266 
Death  of  Corr,  982 
Roscommon  Water  Works,  1259 
Royal   Irish    Constahulary— Appointments, 
1218 
Steam   Trawling  (Ireland)    Bill,    Comiiittee 
918 

Mahony,  Mr.  p.,  Meath,  N, 

Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act — 
Proclaimed  Meeting  in  co.  Meath,  1100 
Fenit  Pier,  1095,  1096 
Land    Valuations  —  Kilmacrickard,    1091, 

1005 
Listowel  Railway  SUtion— Footbridge,  395 

Malcolm,  Col.  J.  W.,  Argyllshire 

Local  Government  (Scotland),  &o.,  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 294 

Malta 

Qovernment  of^  (Question,  Sir  G.  Baden - 
Powell  ;  Answer,  The  Under  SecreUry  for 
the  Colonies  July  23,  1099 

Maple,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Camberwell,  Dulwich 
Patent  Office — Expired  Designs,  888 

Mappin,  Sir  F.  T.,  York,  W.R.,  HaUam- 

shire 
Parliament— Divison   List  on  Queen's    Met* 
•age^Oorreotions  1097 
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Mar,  Earl  of 

Crueltj  to    Children    Prevention   Bill,    2R. 

969 
ParSUment  —  Mar   Peerage   Debate  — "  Han* 

■ard'i  ParlUmentarj  Debatei/'  691,  694 

Mabjobibanks,  Bight  Hon.  E.,  Berwick- 
shtre 
Armj—  Rojal  Artillery— Scottish  Division,  39 1 
Local  GoTernment  (Scotland),  &c..  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 855,  417,  536,  570,  571,  575  ;  Con- 
sideration, 1113,  1148 
Parliament—  Business  of  the  Iloase,  532 

Markets  and  Fairs  ( Weighing  of  Cattle) 
A€t{nS7) 
Ucturn  Ordered  (ILL.)  Juli/  23,  1085 

Marriages  (Basutoland,  ftc)  Bill 

/.  Ilead  I**  July  1 1,  69  [Bill  155] 

Uond   2**  and   Committed  to  Committee  of 

Whole  House  July  18,  657 
Committee,  Reported  July  19,  834 
Head  3**  and  Passed  July  22,  973 

c.  Read  P*  July  26,  1535  [Bill  352] 

Read  2«»  July  29,  1685 
Considered  in  Committee,  P.R.  July  30,  1791 
Considered  in  Committee  and  Reported  July 
31,  1885 

Mabbiott,    Eight   Hon.     Sir    W.    T. 

(Jud^e  Advocate  General),  Brighton 
Irish  Society  and   Citj  Companies,  d(0..  Res. 
1376,  1879 

Master  and  Servant  Bill 

I.  Reported ;    Re-Committed    to    Committee    of 
Whole  House  July  16,  518  [Bill  111] 

Committee ;  Ueported  July  22,  975 
Rend  8»  and  Passed  July  23,  1071 
Rojal  Assent  July  26,  1385 

Mathbb,  Mr.  W.,  Zancishire,  Gorton 
Crueltj  to  Children   Preyention   Bill,    Con- 
sideration, 35 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1105 

Matthews,  Eight  Hon.  H.  (Secretary 

of  State  for  the  Home  Department), 

Birmingham^  JS, 
Bnlloon  and  Parachute  Exhibitions,  8 10,  986 

Parachute  Accident,  739 
Burials  Acts— Bow  Cemeter/,  526 

Nonconformists  and  the    Vicar  of  Scaford, 
126, 1416 
Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act,  268 

Use  of  Roburite,  842 
Exhibition  of  1851— Kensington  Estate— Pro- 
posed   Sale  of  Part   of  Inner    Gardens, 
1102 

(Science  and  Art  Scholarships,  1090 
Folkestone  Water  Companj,  110 
Hydrophobia — Muszling  Cats,  854 
Ireland — Firing  Revolver  on  High  Road,  1415 

Prisons— Whitewashed  Cells,  119 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 

Cojle,  James,  Case  of,  847 

liny  ward,  George— Juvenile  Offender,  1698 

[eenl. 


Matthews,  Right  Hod.  K.-^eomi. 

Ipswieh  Goal,  Governor  of,  731 

King,  Thomas — Imprifonment  of  Childrea, 
524 

Pigeon  flying  on  Sandayf,  704 

Police  Signalling  by  Elaetrioitr.  1098 

Reformatoriea— Shipping  Boja  therefrom  to 
Canada,  386 

Tripp,  Cbas.,  Case  of,  1260 

Whitechapel  Murders.  730.  731, 1574 
Lottery  Acts-~Building  Societiee.  707 
Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill :  CooiideratioB, 

1741,  1744,  1747,   1748,  1740,  1751,  1751 
Lunacy  Laws — Increase  of  Insanity,  1675 

Miers,  Mr.  J.  E..  Caae  of,  1573 
Metropolis— Homelem  Cats,  706,  854 

Muxxling  Dogs,  727, 980,  1250 

Sunday  Processions,  1706 
MetropoliUn      Poliee— Chief      Commiisioner 
Munro    and    the   SUir   Newspaper,    133 

Crime  in  the  Metropolis,  1569,  1570 

Pensions— George  Elmtlie,  885 

Report,  730 
Mines— Inspectors'  Reports,  1488 
Nary— Thompson,  Alleged  Deserter,  719 
Poor     Law.Whitecbapel    InftriDary— Banal 

by  Mistake,  428.  710,  983 
Post  Office  Sites  BUI,  2R.  1763,  1766 
Prisons— Coldbatb  Fields  Prison,  900 

Convict  Labour— Death  of  a  Conviet,  1572 

Newgate  Goal— New  Criminal  Coart,  853 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Recovery  Bill,  2B.  741, 

773,  774 
Vivisection— Cruelty  to  Animals  Act,  107 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.  (A  Lord  of  the 

Treasury),  Wigion 
Friendly  Societies  Act  Amendment  Bill,  Con- 
sideration, 819 
National  labourers'  Union,  1571 
Scotland— PosUl  ArrangemenU.  401,  403 
Yorkshire    Provident    Assurance   Company— 
Special  Report  from  Select  Committee  on 
Friendly  Societies;  Res.  1107 

Mayne,  Admiral  E.  0.,  Pemiroh  and 
Haverfordwest 
Naval  Authorities  at  the  Home  Ports,  1911 

Meath,  Earl  of 
Adoption  of  Children  Bill,  9R.  009,  514 
Cruelty     to   Children  Prevention  Bill,  9R. 

962 
Western    Australia    Constitatioa    Bill,    8R. 

516 

Medical  Institutions 
Motion  in  House  of  Lords  as  to  Petition  for 
Inquiry  into  July  29,  1518 

Merchandize  Marks  Act 
Director  of  Public  Prosecutions,  Questions,  Mr. 
H.  Vincent ;  Answel*,  The  Attorney  Oen«fa1 
July  15,  403 

Merchant  Shipping 
"  Aitraeana  *'  —  Wreck    in    Cowes    keada^ 
Question,  Observations,  Lord    ColTUto   of 
Cttlross^Lord  Balibnr /fii^  95, 1940 
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M^rckant  Shipping ^coni. 

Fog  SigncUt^  Committee  Report,  Qaeitions, 
Mr.  Cbannin;;:  ;  Answers,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  July  11,  127 

Jntefnational  Maritime  Conference,  Qaestions, 
Mr.  Channin^f  Answers,  The  Under  Seore- 
tarj  for  Foreign  Affairs  July  15,  408  ;  Julg 
29,  976 

Lighthouse  liluminants.  Question,  Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  July  23,  1101 ;  Questions, 
Dr.  Cameron ;  Answers,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  July  25,  1267 

Seainen  and  the  Board  of  Trade,  Questions, 
Mr.  Bradlaugb  ;  Answers,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  July  11.  108 

Signalling  at  Sea — Report  of  Committee,  Ques- 
tion. Mr.  Channing;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  July  U,  127 

Merchant    Shipping  Acts   Amendment 
Bill 

c.  Ordered  :  Read  1«*  July  18,  820    [Bill  339] 
Read  2<'* /tt/y  23.  1180 
Considered  in  Committee  ;  Reported  July  25, 

1374 
As  Amended  Considered  ;  Read  3"*  and  Passed 
July  26,  1535 
I.  Read  1**  July  29, 1537  [Bill  191] 

Merchant  Shipping  (Tonnage)  Bill 

e.  Considered  ;  Amendment  made  ;  Read  3°*  and 

Pasted  Jidy  19, 920  [Bill  202] 

I.  Read  !••  July  22,  049  [Bill  1 74] 

Read  2*    and  Committed    to   Committee  for 

General  Bills  July  25,  1234 
Reported;    Re-Committed  to   Committee   of 
whole  House  July  30,  1689         [Bill  106] 

Metropolis 

Homeless  Cats,  Question,  Mr.  II.  R.  Farquhar- 
son ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  July  18, 
706 
Improvements^  Constitution    Hill,     Question, 
Observations,  £arl  of  Wemjss,  Lord  Ilen- 
niker  July  18, 674  ;  Questions,  Mr.  C.  Ben- 
tinck.   Mr.  II.  Gardener;  Answers,   The 
First   Commissioner  of  Works  July  23, 
1103 
Parliament  Street,   Question,    Observation, 
Lord   Lamington,    Lord    Ilenniker  Jtdy 
18,  672 
Kensington  Oore — Proposed  Sale  of  Part  of 
Rxhibition  Gardens,  Questions,  Mr.  Bartley, 
Sir  L.  Plajfair;  Answers,  The  Home  Secre- 
tary July  23,  1102 
Muzzling  Dogs,  Questions,  Sir  II.   Roscoo,  Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  July  15,  405  ;  Question,  Lord 
II.   Bruce  ;  Answer,  The  Home   Secretary 
July  18,727;  Questions,  Mr.  Lawson,  Mr. 
Norris ;    Answers,   The   Home    Secretary, 
The   First  Lord   of  the  Treasury  July  22, 
979  ;  Question,  Mr.  Lawson  ;  Answer,   The 
Home  Secretary  July  25,  1258 
Sunday  Processions,  Question,  Mr.  Johnstone  ; 
Answer,    The   Home    Secretary,  July    SO, 
1705 

Metropolis  Water  (Ho.  3)  Bill 

c.  2R.  Bill  Withdrawn  July  11, 134  [Bill  311] 


Metropolitan  Police 
Chief  Commissioner  Munro  and  the  "  Star  *' 

Newspaper,  Questions,  Mr.   Wharton,   Mr. 

Sexton  ;    Answers,   The    Home    Secretary 

July  11,  133 
Crime  in  t/ie  Metropolis,  Qaettious,  Mr.  U. 

Vincent,  Mr.  J.  Rowlands  ;    Answers,  The 

Home  SecreUry  July  29,  1563 
Pensions— Oeorge  Elmslie,  Question,  Mr.  11. 

Vincent;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  July 

5,384 
Report,   Question,  Mr.  C.  Graham ;  Answer, 

The  Home  Secretory  July  18,  730 

Metropolitan  Electric  Supply  Bill 

c,  SUnding  Orders   S upended ;     Read    3*    and 
Passed  July  23, 1086 

Metropolitan  Water  Companies 
e.  Returns  Ordered  July  31,  1842 

MiLLTowNy  Earl  of 

Board  of  Agriculture  Bill,  Committee,  971 
973 

County  Court  Appeals  (Ireland)  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1238,  1239 

Local  GoTornment  Provisional  Orders  Bills, 
238 

National  Portrait  Gallery  Bill,3R.  1069 

Parliament — SUnding  Order  and  Provisional 
Order  Bill,  Res.  655,  656 

Mines 
Inspectors*  Reports,  Questions,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr. 

J.  E.  Ellis  ;  Answers,  The  Home  Secretary 

July  26,  1428 
Miners'  Eight  Hours  Rill,  Question,  Mr.  C. 

Graham ;  Answer,  The   First   Lord  of  the 

Treasury  JtUy  25,  1266 

MoLLOY,  Mr.  B.  C.  King^s  Co,,  Birr 
Lunacy  Acts  Amendments  Bill,  Consideration, 

1746,  1748,  1753 
Marriages  (Basutoland,  ko.)  Bill,  Committee, 

1836,  1838 
Technical   Education   Bill,   Committee,   488, 

491 

Montagu,  Mr.  S.,  Tower  HamUts^  White- 

ehapel 
Whitechapel    Infirmary — Burial  by    Mistake 

709 

More,  Mr.  B.  J.,  Shropshire,  Ludlow 

Mottssa  Bey's  Visit  to  Constontinople,  1253 

MoRQAN,  Eight  Hon.  Q.  0.,   Denbigh^ 

shire,  E. 

Intermediate  Education  (Wales)  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1177 

Marriages  (Basutoland,  4o.)  Bill,  Committee, 
1336 

Royal  Grants,  Order  for  Committe,  1470, 
1473 

MoRGAK,  Mr.  0.  v.,  BatUreea 
Town  Uoldiogt  Committee,  Report,  855 
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Parltamknt — CoMMOirs — Bxmnett  of  the  Houie 
and  Fuhlie  Business— eont, 

Ellis,  Dr.  Clark,  Mr.  Boohanan,  Dr. 
Cameron  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  July  16,  531 ;  Question,  Sir 
W.  liarcourt :  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary July  17,  660  ;  Questions,  Mr.  H.  J. 
Wilson,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  July  18,  733 ;  Ques- 
tion, Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Mr.  CampbelU 
Banncrman  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  The  President  of  the  Local 
GoTcrnment  Board  Ju^y  18,  737 ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Hunter,  Mr.Childers,  Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman,  Mr.  Storey,  Sir  R.  I^th- 
bridge,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  J.  £.  Ellis  ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
July  18,  739;  Questions,  Mr.  11.  II. 
Fowler,  Mr.  Ulingworth,  Mr.  J.  C.  Bolton, 
Sir  W.  Lawson  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  July  19,  859  ;  Questions, 
Mr.  Cbilders,  Dr.  Farquharson,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Sir  G.  Trevelyan, 
Mr.  U.  Gardner  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  July  22,  992  ;  Questions, 
Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Mr.  Mather ;  Answers, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury/tt/y  23, 11 05 ; 
Question,  Mr.  C.  Bentinck:  Answer,  The 
First  l^rd  of  the  Treasury  July  26,  1434  ; 
Questions,  Sir  J.  Swinburne,  Dr.  Farqu- 
harson, Mr.  Flynn,  Mr.  W.  A.  M'Donald, 
Mr.  Esslemont ;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary, The  Lord  Advocate,  July  29,  1852 ; 
Question,  Sir  W.  liarcourt ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  July  30. 
1718 
OovernfMftt  Business,  Res.    After    Debate 

Agreed  to /u/y  11,  135 
I^otiee  0/ Motion  (Sir.  G.  Campbell)  July  24, 

1181 
Supplemental  Estimates,  Question,   Sir  G. 
Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  July  18,  712 
Chairman's  Panel,  Appointment  of  Chairman 
of  Standing  Committees  on  Trade  July  11, 
135 
Division  Lists,  Division  on  Queen's   Message, 

Corrections  July  30, 1697 
**  Hansard's  Debates,"  Questions,  Mr.  U.  H. 
Fowler;  Answers,    The    Secretary    to   the 
Treasury  July  25,  1256 
Orders  of  the  Day,  Correction?,  July  23, 1089 
Parliamentary    Papers  —  Appendix    of  A«- 
traneous     Matter,      Questions,      Mr.     A. 
O'Connor ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary, 
Mr.  Speaker  July  30,  1717 
Private  Bills  {Alteration  of  Memorandum  of 
Asociation),  Motion  for  Select  Committee 
(Lords)  July  12,  257 ;  Message  from  the 
Lords  July  16,  604  ;  Lords  Message  Con- 
sidered July  22,  973 
Public  Petitions  CommitUe,   Thirteenth  Re- 
port July  II,  134  ;  Report  July  25,  1269 
Select     Committee     on    Friendly    Societies, 
Special  Report  Considered  ;  Appointment  of 
Select  Committee  July  15,  410;    Special 
Report  as  to  Yorkshire  Provident  Insurance 
Company  July  18,  695  ;  Order  for  Consider- 
ation of  Report  Deferred  July  22, 997  :  Res. 
July  23,  1106  ;  Question,  Mr.  Seale-Hayne ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
July2B,  1104 

[.eanl* 


I'arliambkt—  Commoks — eont. 
Select  Committee  on  Irish  Societies*  Estates, 
Questions.  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
SecreUry/«/y  29,  1688 
Sittings  and  Adjournments  of  the  House 
Adjournment  Motions  tinder  Standing  Order 

9,  Return  Ordered  July  25,  1269 
Corrupt  Magistrates  in  India,   Motion  for 
Adiouinment    of    the    House;    Motion 
Withdrawn  July  19,  860 
Standing   Order   25  {Closure  of  DehaU),  Re- 
turn Ordered  July  25,  1269 
Standing  Orders  Suspended  JtUy  23, 1086 

.Nieto  Writs 
July  12— For  Mary lebone  (Eastern  Division)  f. 
Lord  Charles  Beresford,  Cbiltern 
Hundred 

New  Members  Sworn 
July  15— George  Wyndham,  Esq.,  for  Borough 

of  Dover,  409 

/u/y  22— Edmund  Boulnois,  Esq.,  for  Borough 
of  Marylebone  (Eastern  Division) 

July  22— John  Lloyd  Morgan,  Esq.,  for 
County  Carmarthen  (West  Divi- 
sion) 

PALACE  OF  WESTMINSTER 

WestminsUr  Hall,  Question,  Observatiooa, 
Earl  of  Wemyss,  Lord  Dorchester,  Lord 
Lamington,  Earl  Forteseue,  Lord  Uenniker, 
Earl  Rosebery  July  18,  674 

PJilVILEOE 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  {Ireland)  At^-^ 
Imprisonment  of  Dr,  Tknner,  Letter  re- 
ceived by  Mr.  Speaker  July  31,  1793 

Members  of  Parliament  {Charges  and  Allega- 
tions) —  The  Special  Commi$sion—Mr,  Monro 
and  the  **  Star  "  Newspaper,  Questions,  Mr. 
Wharton,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Home 
Secretary/«/y  11.  133 

Summonses  and  Warrants  against  Members — 
Mr,  QUI  and  Mr.  Cox,  Questions,  Mr. 
Sexton;  Answers,  The  Chief  SeereUrj 
July  15,  393 

Parkell,  Mr.  0.  8.,  Cork 
Ireland— University  Education  and  Catholic 
Bishops  404 

Partnership  Bill 

e.  Reported  from  Select  Committee 

Re-Committed  to  Committee  of  whole  Hosm 

/M/yl7.652  [BiUSaCl 

Considered  in  Committee,  Juiy  19,  948 ;  R«. 

ported  July  22. 1067 
Order  for  3R.  Debate  Adjourned  July  24,  18S0 
Order  for  resuming  Adjourned  Dehatc  oa  8R. 

Ro-Committed  ;  Considered,  and  Reported  ; 

Read  30*  and  Passed  July  25,  1873 
/.  Read  ^*  July  20,  1335  [BUI  188] 

Passengers  Acts  Amendment  Bill  (H.L.) 

e.  Read  !"•  July  12,  272  [BiU  887] 

Read  2«»*  July  18,  818 
Considered  in  Committee  Jwty  28,  II7i,  JfUp 

30, 1790,  July  81,  1885  ,  .      .     _ 

Reported  ;  Read  9^  and  Paiwd  Jahf  81, 1888 
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Patent  Office 

£wpir0d  Deiigm,  Queition,  Mr.  Blondell 
Ma^ ;  Aniirer,  The  President  of  the  Board 
ofTrade/ti/y  15,388 

Paymaster  OeEoral  Bill 

$,  Orderf4  Read  !«•  July  23,  1175    [Bill  318] 
Read  2»^yti/y  31, 1806 

PbilippSi  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lanark,  Mid 
Bann  Drainage  Bill,  406 
LeTel  Croesing^Newhall  Road,  Hamilton,  S64 
Light  Railwaji  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  915 
Local  GoTomment  (Scotland),  dtc.,  Bill,  Con- 

aideration,  1041 
Prince  of  Wales'i  Children  Bill,  2R.  1800 

P1CKBB8OILL,  Mr.  E.  n.,  Bethnal  Oreen, 

S.W. 
Borial  bj    Mistake— Wbitechapel   Infirmarj, 

527,710,983 
Ipswich  Oaol,  Gorernor   of.  Action   against, 

731,982 
Newgate  Gaol— New  Criminal  Courts,  853 
Parliament — Government  Basiness,  Res.  145 
PostOfBce  Sites  Bill,  2R.  1772,  1784 
Royal  Grants,  Order  for  Committee,  1329 

Committee,  1642 

PiOTON,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Leieettw 
Egjpt — Aflkirs  in  the  Soudan,  122 

Operations  on  the  Nile,  59 
Royal    Grants,  Order  for   Committee,  1491, 

1494,  1495 
Vaccination    of   Pupil   Teachers    in    British 

Schools,  1427 

PiNKBBTON,  Mr.  J.,  Oalway 

Ireland— Belfast  National  Schools,  981 
Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  902 

Playfaie,    Bight    Hon.    Sir     Lyon, 

Leeds,  S. 

Exhibition  of  1851—  Kensington  Estate— Pro- 
posed Sale  of  Part  of  Inner  Gardens,  1102 

Local  Government  (Scotland),  Ac,  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 181;  Consideration,  1125,  1127 

Royal  Grants,  Committee,  1618,  1622 

Universities  (Scotland)  Bill,  Consideration, 
1216,  1727,1730,1731,1738 

Plowden,  Sir  W.  C,  Wolverhampton^  W. 
India— Corrupt  Magistrates,  Res.  883 
Royal  Grants,  Committee,  1639 

Plunket,    Eight  Hon.    D.    R.    (First 
Commissioner   of   Works)    Dublin 
University 
Metropolis- Constitution  Hill,  1103,  1104 

Poor  Laa  {England  and  Wales) 

Malwem  Union,  (Question,  Mr.  Hastings :  An- 
swer.  The  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  July  30,  1716 
Mtdical  Jnstituticns,  Motion  in  House  of  Lords 
as  to  Petition  for  Inquiry  into  Jmly  29, 
1548 

VOL.  CCCXXXVIII.  [third  series.] 


Foor  Law  (Bngland  and  WaUsy-wni, 

WhiUchapei  Infirmary^  Burial  by  Mistake  f 
Questions,  Mr.  Pickersgill ;  Answers,  The 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
The  Home  Secretary  July  16,  527 ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Montagu,  Mr.  Pickersgill ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  The  Home  Secretary  July 
18,  709;  Question,  Mr.  Pickersgill:  An- 
swer, The  Home  Secretary  July  22,  982 

Poor  Law  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  Read  !••  July  18,  741    [Bill  838] 
Read  2*  July  24,  1229 
Considered  in  Committee ;  Reported  July  25. 

1372 
Order    for  dR.  Read  and   Discharged:  Re- 
Oommitted  ;  Considered   in  Committee  ;   Re- 
ported ;  as  Amended  Considered ;  Read  3"* 
and  Passed  July  29,  1685 
/.  Read  1**  July  30,  1689  [Bill  195] 

PoRTMAN,  Viscount 

Registration  of  County  Electors  (Extension 
of  Time)  Bill,  3R.  106 

Portugal 
Delagoa  Bay  Railway,  Questions,  Mr.  Bryce, 
Sir  G.  Campbell ;  Answers,  The  Under  Sec- 
retary for  Foreign  Affairs  July  11,  129 

Post  Office 

Atulralian  Mails,  Question,  Mr.  H.  Heaton ; 

Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  July  26, 

1419 
Jtidia'^  Director  General  of  TeUgraphs,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  King ;   Answer,  The  Under  Sec- 
retary for  India  Jtdy  18  703 
India  and  Oibraltar,   Questions,   Mr.    King, 

Mr.  U.  Heaton ;  Answers,  The  Postmaster 

General /M/y  26,  1417 
Ireland  —  Dublin,    Question,    Mr.     Clancy  ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster   General   July 
30,  1715 

Lifneriek,  Sunday  Delivery  of  Lettert  in. 
Question,  Mr.  O'Keeffe ;  Answer,  The 
Postmaster  General,  July  18,  722 

Mail  from  Dublin  to  Waterford,  Question, 
Mr.  R.  Power;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  July  18,  714 

Ofieialt  and  Orange  Demonttrations,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Clancy;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  July  30.  1714    * 

Postmastership  of  Knoekaney,  Questions, 
Mr.  W.  Ahraham;  Answers,  The  Post- 
master General  July  19,  848 
Post  Cardu,  Question,  Mr.  Cochrane-Baillie ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  July  18, 
729 

Halfpenny  Post  Cards^  Question,  Mr.   U. 
Heaton  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
July  18,  729 
Postage  to  the  Ookmies,  Question,  Mr.  Uenniker 

Heaton ;    Answer,  The  Chancellor   of  the 

Exchequer  July  29,  1580 
PoeteU  Orders — Ins%ifleient   Stock,  Question, 
Mr.    Broadhurst;    Answer,    The    Post- 
master General  July  12,  267 

One  Guinea  Orders,  Question,  Mr.  Legh ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  July  29, 
1577 
4  A  {cont. 
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Von  Owwict — 0m/, 
Sfotland — PotUl  ArrMnffetmemU,  QaetUoBi.  Mr. 
A   SotberlAod;    Answeriy   A   Lord  of  the 
TrtMMury  Jmiy  15,  401 

Telegraph  Lepartwunt^  TeUgraphic  CtmrnuTd- 
eaticn  at  Cardif,  Qocttion,  Sir  E.  R«ed ; 
Answer,  Tbe  FotloiaaUr  General  Jtt/y  22, 
984 

Wft  India  Maili^Xew  CantraO,  Question, 
Mr.  ProTsnd ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General /u/y  29,  1577 

Poft  Office  Sites  BUI 

e.  Order  for  2R.  Adjoorned  July  18,  818 ;  July 
19, 940  [Bill  244] 

Debate  on  Order  for  2R.  Rssomed  July  30, 
1754 

Bill  Read  2*  and  Referred  to  Select  Committee 
July  ZO,  1789 

Post  Office  Sites  (Expenses) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  July  31,  1801 
Powell,  Mr.  F.  8.,  Wigan 

I^ocal  Gorernment  (Scotlacd),  dsc.,  Bill,  Com- 
mittee 473 
Teohnioal  Edoeation  Rill,  Committee.  488 
Unirersities  (Seotland)  Bill,  Considered,  614, 
019 

PowKB,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Waterfordy  E, 
Ireland — Fisheries,  Dungarran  Ba/,  1703 

Power,  Mr.  E.,  WaUrford 
Ireland— Mail  from  Dublin  to  Waterford,  714 

Prince  of  Wales's  Children's  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1«*  July  30, 1721    [Bill  3581 
Read  2«  July  31, 1795 

Prisons 

Coldbatk  Fields  Prison,  Question,  Earl  Comp- 
ton  ;  Answer,  The  Homo  Secretarj  July  22, 
990 
Convict  Labour — Death  of  a  Convict,  Question, 
Sir   Robert  Fowler ;    Answer,   The  Home 
Secretary  July  20,  1571 
Jpswieh  Oaol,  Question,  Mr.  Piokersgill  ;  An- 
swer,   Tbe    Home    Secretarj    July    18, 
731 
Oovernor  of,  Question,  Mr.  Piokersgill ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretarj  to  the  Treasurj,  July 
22,  082 

Kfwgate  Oaol — New  Criminal  Courts  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Pickersgill ;  Answer,  The  Home 
Socrotarj  July  19,  853 


Private  Bilh  legislation  Proe$dure  {Ah 
teralion  of  Memorandum  of  Attoeia- 
tion) 

I,  Motion  for  Soleot  Committee  Agreed  to  Ju/y 
12,  257 

e.  Message  from  the  Lords  July  16,  604 
Lords'  Message  Considered  July  92,  973 


PriTate  BiS  Proeedore  (Scotbuid)  BOl 

e.  3R.  BUI  Withdrawn  July  tf,  letT     [Bffl  196] 

Proyato,  Mr.  A.  D.,  Gkifom,  BUch- 

friart 
Loeal  GoTerameot  (SeotUaJ),  fte..  Bill,  Con. 

mittee,  192,  578 :  CoosM«Btioe,  1019. 1 169, 

1144,  1145.  1146,  1155 
Unirersities  (SeoUand)  BUI.  Coasidcred,  634 
West  India  Mails.  1577 

Public  Aceounii  ComwsitiM 

Fourth  Report,  4e..  Read  July  17*  652 

Public  Tnutee  Bill 

/.  Read  2**  and  Committed    to  Committee  of 
whole  Uoase  July  11,  106  [BUI  127] 

Reported  ;  Committee  July  15,  383 
Antendments  Reported  Jmy  16,  518 
Read  3**;  Amendments  Made  and  PaMe4  Jsdy 
18,  671 
e.  Read  V^  July  26, 1435  [BOl  351] 

Order  for  2R.  Disoharfod  and  BUI  WitbdrmwB, 
July  30, 1789 

PoLESTON,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devimptt 

CiTil  EstoblishmenU.  1429 
Intermediate  Edueatioo  (Wales)  BUI,  Com- 
mittee,  51,  1179 

Baikes,  Bight  Hon.  H.  0.,  (Postmaster 

Gener^),  Camhridgi  Um9$nit^ 
rdstOflOoe— AostralU— MaUs,  1410 
IndU  and  GibralUr—lfaUs,  1418 
Irebind^Doblin  Offiee,  1715 
Limerick— Sandaj    UeUterj  of  Letten, 

722 
Mail  from  Dablin  to  Waterford 
OfHoials   and    Orange     Damoiwtfmtionf, 

1714 
Postmastership  of  Knoekaney,  S48 
Postal  Orders— Insnfficient  Stoek,  268 

One  Guinea,  1577 
Postcards,  721,730 

Telegraph  Communieation  at  Cardiff,  984 
West  India  MaUs-New  Contnet,  1577 
Post  Office  Sites  Bill,  2R.  940, 943 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Raooterj  Bin,2R.  811 

Railways 

Armagh  Railway  Collision  and  the  Oreat 
yorlhem  of  Ireland  Company,  Qnestioo,  Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade /ii/y  15,392 ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Channing ;  Answers,  The  President  of  tbe 
Board  of  Trade  July  11,  116;  Motion  aad 
Debate— Lords /fi/y  19,  821 

Axles  of  Carriages,  Question,  Mr.  Channiiif ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade /M/y  23, 1103 

Charges,  Question,  Mr.  II.  H.  Fowler  ;  Ab« 
swer.  The  President  of  tho  Board  of  Tnds 
July  25,  1249 

Level  Crossings— New  MiH  Road,  BamiUm^ 
Questions,  Mr.  PhUipps ;  Answers,  Tho 
President  of  the  Board  ~of  Trade  Jtig  12, 
203 
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Railways— eon^ 

Littowel  Station — Fooihtidge,  Questioni,  Mr. 
Cox ;  Answers,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade/ti/y  1ft,  395 

London,  Chatham,  and  Dover  Railwayy  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Coz ;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  July  25,  1354 

Thamet  and  Severn  Canal  Company,  Question, 
Air.  Hollowaj  ;  Answer,  The  President  of 
Board  of  Trade  July  19,  851 

Bakdel,  Mr.  D.,  Glamorgan,  Oower 
Tithe   Rent-charge  Recovery  Bill,  2R,  773, 
774 

Basch,  Major  F.  0.,  J^ssex,  8.  E. 

Agricultural  Labours  Union,  1432 
Parliament— Government  Business,  Res.  145, 

148 
Pleuro- Pneumonia,  127 

Compensation  for  Slaughter,  406 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Recovery  Bill,  2R.  818 

Eathbone,  Mr.  W.,  Carnarvonshire^ 
Arjon 

Intermediate  Education  (Wales)  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 54 

Jesus  Colieges,  Oxford  (Mejrick  Endowment), 
Res.  280 

Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  892 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Ac,  Con- 
sideration, 1000 

Royal  Grants,  Order  for  Committee,  1368 

Redmond,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.,  Fermanagh,  N, 
Ireland — Police  and  Press  in  Wrexford,  115 

"  Quinn  Charity,"  123 
Newfoundland  Fisheries,  530,  726 

Reed,  Sir  E.  J.,  Cardiff 
Jesus  College,  Oxford  (Meyrick  Endowment), 

Res.  235 
Naval  Defence,  979 
Telegraphic  Communication  at  Cardiff,  934 

Beformatory  Schools  Bill 

/.  Order  Committing  Bill  to  Standing  Committee 
for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  d(o..  Discharged, 
and  Bill  Withdrawn  July  23,  1085 

[BUI  36] 

Registration  of  Coanty  Electors  (Ex- 
tension of  Time)  Bill 

.  Read  3*  and  Passed  July  11,  lOG     [Bill  107] 
Royal  Assent  July  26,  1385 

Regulation  of  Railway e  Bill 
(Questions,   Mr.  Channing,  Mr.  Fen  wick,  Mr. 
Childs ;  Answers,    The  President  of    the 
Board   of  Trade,  The  First  Lord  of   the 
Treasury /tf^y  25,1265 

Regulation  of  Railways  Bill 

e.  Ordered,  Read  !<>•  July  15,  409     [Bill  333] 
2R.  Postponed  July  23, 1174 
Order  for  2R.  Discharged  and  Bill  Withdrawn 
Jnlif  29,  1684 


Regulation  of  Railways  (Ko.  2)  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  Read  1«*  July  30,  1792 

Beid,  Mr.  B.  T.,  Damfriee,  Sfc. 

I^ocal  Government  (Scotland),  die,  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 183,  432,  440,445 

Bendel,  Mr.  8.,  Montgomeryehire 

Intermediate  Education  (Wales)  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 52,  53,  56,  1176, 1179,  1180,  1686 

Jesus  College,  Oxford  (Meyrick  Endowment), 
Res.  233 

Parliament — Gorernment  Business,  Res.  147 

Tithe  Rent  charge  RecoTOry  Bill,  9R.  814 

Revenue  188*8-9 

e.  Returns   Ordered    and    Presented   July   31, 
1843 

Revenue  (Allowances  and  Stamp  Duty) 

e.  Instruction  to  Committee  July  16,  533 
Considered  in  Committee  (R.P.)  July  17,  651 
Considered  in  Committee  and  Agreed  to  July 

18.  741 
Resolution  Reported  and  Agreed  to  July  19, 

884 

Revenue  Bill 

c.  Read  2«  July  15,  480  [Bill  315] 

Order  for  Committee  Postponed  July  22, 1068 
Considered  in  Committee  and  Reported  July 
31,  1803  [Bill  315] 

BlCHHOND  AND   OORDON,    Duko  of 
Board  of  Agriculture  Bill,  2R.  73 
Parliament— Mar   Peerage   Debate—"    Han- 
sard's Parliamentary  Debates,"  693 

BiTCHiE,  Bight  Hon.  0.  T.,  (President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board), 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Oeorge*8 
Infectious  Diseases,  1256 
Infectious  Diseases  Notification  Bill,  2R.  I8I7, 

1820,  1828,  1836 
Ireland— Sanitary  Condition  of  Clonmel  Gaol, 

1536 
Local  Government  Act 
County    Councils— London,    Execution    of 
Work,  130 
Returns,  1249 
Exchequer  Contributions,  1711 
Medical  OflRcers*  Salaries,  1711 
Local  Government  Board— Local  Loans,  837 
Registration  of  Deaths,  1430, 
Subsidence  of  Main  Roads  at  Northwlch, 

1091 
Sutton  Water  Company,  522 
Local  Government  (Scotland),  die..  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 174,  549,  554,  602 ;  Consideration, 
1054,  1129,  1137,   1H6,  1190 
Poor  l^w — Malvern  Union,  1716 
Whitechapel  Infirmary— Burial  by  Mistake, 
528 
Porr  Uw  Bill,  2R.  1230;  Committee,  1373, 

1373 
Vaccination  Acts— Leeds,  Death  at^  527 
Wales,  1697 
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lEUmBnnf    Mr.    J.   B.,    Cmrumrxmukir§^ 


J  mm  CMt^,  OjIoU  [H^jtitk  EwAa^wumt,, 


'RoBExnciWf    Bight    Hod.    J.   P.    B. 
(Solicitor   General  for   SootUnd), 

/■4ietfl  FtMan  (SeoiUod)  Bill*  CaiMAtnd, 
18M,  1809,  1810,  1811,  1812,  1818, 181  i 

Loe«l  OovcrsBMst  (SeotUDd),  Ae.,  BUI,  086 ; 
ConaiUee,  161,  163,  166,  167.  160,  170. 
171,  185,  227,  277.  270,  284,  285,  288,  200, 
204,  200,  800,  301, 303,  304,  307,  311,  312, 
313,  314,  317,  318,  310,  334,  335,  336,  346, 
347,  350,  351,  418,  420,  421,  422,  424,  425, 
426,  427,  430,  437,  444,  445,  450,  451,  452, 
453,  454,  455,  456,  457,  458.  450,  460,  461, 
462,  463.  465,  466,  460,  470,  471,  472,  473, 
474,  475, 476,  477,  478,  470,  534,  535,  536, 
537,  538,  540,  545,  552,  557.  562, 564.  565, 
666,  567,  568,  560,  570,  571,  570,  582,  583, 
584,  586,  586,  587,  588,  580,  502,  506,  601, 
602,  1108;  Coosideration,  900,  1000,  1001, 
1003,  1008,  1018,  1010,  1021,  1022,  1023, 
1024,  1025,  1026,  1027.  1032,  1034,  1044, 
1046,  1047t  1048,  1050,  1051,  1052,  1056, 
1058,  1050,  1060,  1064,  1066,  1114,1116, 
1117,  1121,  1122,  1123,  1125,  1126,  1130, 
1131,  1143,  1156,  1157,  1158,  1161,  1167, 
1168,  1160,  1171,  1172,  1173,  1174,1182, 
1183,  1104,  1107 

ParlUmeot— BasineM  of  the  Iloase,  1582 

SootUnd — Bofoottiog-^Sir    John   Orde   and 

Mr.  T.  Wllion,510,  520 
Commi«Mi7  Clerkf  hipi  of  Lanarkshire,  525 
Oommissarjr  Works  in  Lanarkshire,  003 
Crofters'  Commission  in  North  Uist,  521 
Kdnoation  Code,  726 
Fisheries— Seixare  of  Nets  in  Loch  Nevis, 

520 
Law   and   Justice   and    Police— Sir  John 

Orde  and  Mr.  Wilson,  521 
TombofSt.MoIias,  1417 

Town  Councillors'  Election  (Scotland)  BUI, 
1708  ;  2a.  1232 

Universities  (Scotland)  Bill,  Consideration, 
613,  017,  021,  622,  623,  624,  649,  1203, 
1204,1211,1214,  1221,  1222,  1726,  1730, 
1782,  1786,  1788 


EoLLiT,  Sir  A.  K.,  Islington,  8. 

Merchant  Shipping  (Tonnage)  Bill,  Consider- 
ation, 935 
Police  Signalling  by  Electricity,  1098 

RosooE,  Sir  H.  E.,  Manch$$t$r,  8. 

MuisUng  of  Dogs,  405 

I'arlinment— Government  Business,  Res.  154 

Technical  Education  Bill,  Committee,  482 


BosBBBRY,  Earl  of 

National  Portrait  Gallery  Bill,  2R.  669 
Westminster  lUU  and  Constitution  Hill,  685 


BowLAMim^  Mr.  J.,  Fmdmrg,  B, 

Ctimt  ia  tke  Meliipiiis,  1570 
lafrctioM    DJMi—    XitilBiMw    Bill,    9R. 
1823 

407,408 
Parliiial     fliiieiBfl  B«si— s^IUm.  144 
Poet  Ofiee  Sim  Bill.  9R.  MS.  MS,  17M 
Royal  Gffati,  Cnmmittiy,  1633 


BowxiBKB,  Mr.  J.,  Sctirimrmigk 

Ireland — Diaehargiif  FireanM  ia  a 
CaM  of  John  Wkite,  1414, 1576 


Royal  FamUjf 

Soyal  GramiM^  q^aMtrnm,  Mr.CoM; 

The  Fint  Lord  of  tke  TVaaMiy  Jmly  16. 
530;  Qoeatioos,  Mr.  J.  K.  EUls ; 
Answers,  The  Flnt  Lord  of  Uw  Timmrf 
July  18,  734  :  QMstioQf,  Mr.  SUtnf,  Mr. 
J.  E.  Ellis :  Antwora,  The  Pint  Lord  of 
the  Treasory  Julif  18, 739 

i^estioos,    Mr.     BradUagh  ;   ABSwan, 
The  First  Lord  of  Um  TkesMiy  Jmiy  99, 

1105 

Royal  JiMTomet,  Qaestions,  Sir  O.  Caa^Ml, 
Mr.  A.  L.  Brown;  Aaswan,  Tbe  FIral 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  /aly  95, 1966 


Royal  Oranti 

Select  Conunittee  Report  ObMmiiou  Juh 

22,  991 
Message  from  the  Lords  far  Copy  of  Report  of 

Select  Committee  July  96, 1435 
Report  Commanicated  to  House  of  Lords  July 

29,  1537 


Royal  OranU — Prineo  Albert  Victor  of 
TTalei  and  Princeu  Louioo  Viotoria 
of  Wales 

Motion    for    Committee   to    Gonildor    Hor 

Majesty's  Most  Graoioos  Momuo  My  99, 

994 
Order  for  going  [into  Committee ;  After  loug 

Debate  Adjourned  July  95,  1970 
Debate  Resnmed ;  Qaestion  pat  and  Agreed  to ; 

Considered  in   Committee,  R.P.  July  96, 

1436 
Considered  in  Committee  July  29, 1584 
Resolation    Reported   and  Agreed   to;  Bill 

Ordered  July  30, 1710 
(For   Further   Prooeedinga   eee  "  Prlnoe   of 
Wales's  Children  BUI  **) 


Royal  Mail  8ieam  PaeHtet  Cfompamy  (en 
under  «  Board  of  Trade  ") 


BU88ELL,  Mr.  T.  W.,  2)frone,  8. 

Bann  Drainage  (Grants,  dte.),  Commlttao,  979 
Ireland— Armagh  Railway  OolUaion  aad  Gnat 

Northern  of  IreUad  Railway  OonifMty, 
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RuHELL,  Mr.  T.  W.— tfonl. 

ETiotions,  Olphert  Estate,  089 

Fair  llentf,  Olphert  EsUte,  387,  388 

Lighthoase  lUaminants,  1101 

Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  002,  003 


Sale  9f  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 

c.  Order  for  Committee ;  Bill  Withdrawn  July 
12,  356  [Bill  207] 

SALiSBUfiT,     Marquess       of      (Prime 
Minister,  and  Secretary   of  State 

for  Foreign  Affairs) 

Advertisement  Rating  Bill,  Appointment  of 
Committee,  85 

Board  of  Agriculture  Bill,  2R.  80 

Liquor  Laws  in  Canada  and  United  States, 
253,  254,  256 

Parliament—*'  Hansard's  Parliamentary  De- 
bates," 604.  1081 

Turkey  Bulgaria,  Res.  1543, 1546 


Samublson,     Mr.    G.    B.,     Oloueettery 

Forest  of  Dean 
Science  and  Art  Scholarships— Exhibition  of 
1851— Kensington  Estate,  1080 

Sandhurst,  Lord 

Army— Reserve  Horses,  068 
Cooper's  Hill  College,  1603 
Medical  institutions,  Res.  1518 

School  Boards  Elections  (Scotland)  Bill 

Order  for  Resuming  Debate  on  2R.  Read  and 
and  Discharged ;  Bill  Withdrawn  July  16, 
604  [Bill  42] 

Scotland  Sbcbetaby  for  {tee  Lothian, 
Marquess  of) 

Solicitor    General  for  (jee  Dar- 
ling, Mr.  M.  T.  Stormonth) 

Lord  Advocate   {eee    Bobbrtson, 
Mr  J.  P.  B.) 

Scotland — 

Army — Royal  Arliliery,  SeoUish  IXvition, 
Question,  Mr.  Majoribanks ;  Answer,  The 
becreurj  for  War,  July  15)  301 

Boycotting— Sir  John  Orde  and  Mr.  Thos, 
Wilton f  Questions,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answers, 
The  Lord  Advocate  July  16,  510 

Ths  Commissary    Clerkship  of  Lanarkshire, 
Question,   Mr.   C.  Graham ;  Answer,  The 
Lord  Advocate    July    16,  524;    Question, 
Mr.  0.  Graham  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advo- 
cate July  2'2,  003 

Crofters*  Commission— North  Uist,  Question, 
Mr.  Fraser-Maekintoeb  ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
AdTOoate  July  16,  521 


SooThktiD—eont, 
Distressed  Districts,  Question,  Mr.  Caldwell ; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

July  15,  303 
Education  Code,  Question,  Dr.  Clark ;  Answer, 

The  Lord  Advocate,  July  18,  726 
Fishing,  ^e.Scotland,  Return  ordered  July 

26,  ] 435 

Fisheries— Herring  Fishery,   Questions*    Mr. 
A.  Sutherland ;    Answers,  The  Solieitor 
General  for  Scotland  July  12,  264 
Seisure  of  Nets  in  Loch  Nevis,  Question,  Mr. 
Fraser- Mackintosh  ;    Answer,  The  Lord 
Advocate  July  16,  520 
Oovernment  Grants  to.  Questions,  Mr.  Cald- 
well ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer  July  23,  1100 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police—Sir  J.  Orde  and 
Mr.  \^ilson.  Question,  Mr.  Fraser- Mackin- 
tosh ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  July  16, 
520 

Local  Qovemments  Bills  (see  Local  Government 
[Scotland]  Bill) 

Post  Office  —  Arrangements,  Questions,  Mr. 
Angus  Sutherland  ;  Answers,  A  Lord  of  the 
Treasur/  July  15,  401 

Railways— Level  Crossing~^New  Mill  Road^ 
Hamilton,  Question,  Mr.  Fhilipp  ;  Answers. 
The  President  of  the  Board  ot  Trade  July 
12,  263 

Tomb  of  St.  Molias,  Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  July  26,  1410 

Universities  Bill  {see  Universities  (Scotland) 
Bill 

Sea  Fisheries  (Scotlaud)  Regulation  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1«*  July  12,  272    [Bill  330] 

Seale-Hatne,     Mr.     0.,    Devon^   Ash- 
burton 
Building  Societies — Lotteries  Acts,  706 
Friendlj  Societies^  Select  Committee,  llOi 
Partnership  Bill,  3R.  1231 
bhaldon  School  Board,  1715 

Selbo&ne,  Earl  of 

Churches,  Free  Seats  in,  Res.  1558 

Sklwin-Ibbetson,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  H.  J., 

Estexj  JSppiny 
VValiham  Abbe/  Powder  Works— Old  River 
Lea,  708 

Sklwyn,    Oaptain    0.   W.,    Camhridge^ 
Wisbeaeh 
Army^ Bands  at  Political  Demonstrations,  409 

Servitudes  Bedemption  (Scotland)  Bill 

2R.  Bill  Withdrawn  July  16,  403   [Bill  126j 

Settled  Laud  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

e.  Read  2*»»  July  22,  106S  [Bill  27^] 

Considered  in  Commiuee,  R.P.  July  20, 1687 
Considered  in  Committee  and  Reported :  As 

Amended  Considered ;  Read  3«*  and  Paned 

July  30, 1791 
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Sexton,  Eight  Hon.  T.  (Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin),  Belfast,  TF, 

Audit  (Army  and  Nary  Aooounts)  Bill,  2R.  228 
Bann  Drainage  Bill,  Appointment    of    Com- 
mittee, 134, 160 
Infectious  Diseases  Notification  Bill,  2R.  1820, 

1823 
Ireland— "  Bonnie  Doon,"  628 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act— 
Conybeare,  Mr.  717 
Cox,  Mr.,  and  Gill,  Mr.  122,  266,  393, 

394,  395,  530, 1703 
Xlealy,  Dennis,  1427 
M'Fadden,  Father,  and  Others,  1710 
Tanner,  Dr.  1582, 1707,  1708 
Donaghadee  Harbour  and  Pier,  1431 
Firing  RevoWer  on  High  Road,  1415 
Holjwood,  Nuisance  at,  847 
Magistrates  —  Divisional      Commissi  oners, 

1257 
Maiming  Cattle,  716 
Placards  torn  down  by  Police,  845 
Irish  Society  and  City  Companies— Select  Com- 
mittee, Res.  1374,  1792 
Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill,  2 R.  911  ;  Res. 

1724 
Merchant  Shipping  (Tonnage)  Bill,  Considera- 
tion, 921,  026,  935,  936,  937,  938 
Metropolitan    Police  —  Chief   Commissioner 

Munro  and  the  Star  Newspaper,  133 
Navy— Contracts  for  New  Cruisers,  1427 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  733,  740 
Select  Committee  on  Irish  Societies  Estates, 
1688 
Steam  Trawling    (Ireland)   Bill,   Committee, 
048 

Shaw-Stewart,  Mr.  M.  H.,  Renfrew,  E, 
Local  Government  (Scotland),  &o,.  Bill,  Com- 
mitte,  203,  316  ;  Consideration,  1061 

Signalling  at  Sea 
Report  0/  Committee,  Questions,   Mr.   Chan- 
ning  ;  Answers,  The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  ^M^y  11,127 

Sinclair,  Mr.  W.  P.,  Falkirk,  Sfc. 

Coinage  (Light  Gold)  Bill,  2R.  1805 
Infectious  Diseases  Notification  Bill,  2R.  1825 
Light  Railways  Ireland  Bill,  Ros.  1723 
Local  Government  (Scotland) 9  &c.,  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 181,  221,  225,  600,  601  ;  Considera- 
tion, 1010,  1166 
Universities    (Scotland)    Bill,    Consideration, 
632,  637,  1216,  1734 

Small  Debts  (Scotland)  Bill 

I.  Head  2"  and  Committed  to  Standin;ir  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  relating  to  Law  July,  12, 
258  [Bill  136] 

Reported ;  Re- Committed  to  Committee  of 
Whole  House  July  23,  1085 

Committee  on  Re-  Commitment ;  Reported 
without  Further  Ajpeodments  July  25,  1242 

^  [Bill  177] 

Read  3**  with  Amendments  and  Passed  July 
26,  1412 

Returned  from  Commons  with  Amendments 
Agreed  to  July  30, 1689 

Lords'  Amendments  Considered  and  Agreed  to 
July  30|  1718  [Bill  286] 


Smith,  Mr.  A.,  BiertSy  E. 

Floods  in  the  Lea  Valley,  840 


Smith,  Eight  Hon.  W.  H.  (First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury^  Strand,  JFeit- 
mineter 

Agricultural  Labourers'  Union,  1432 

Audit  (Army  and  Nayy  Accounts)  Bill,  2R. 

227 
Bann  Drainage  Bill,  406 
Board  of  Agriculture  Bill,  'Consideration  of 

Lords'  Amendments,  1816 
Burgh   Police  and  Health    (Seotland)    Bill, 

734 
Channel  Tunnel  Bill,  987 
Charity  Commissioners,  Scheme  of,  737 
Civil  Service— Treasury  Minutes,  370 
Friendly  Societies— Select  Committe,  1104 

Special  Report,  Res.  414,  415 
India— Budget,  1581 
Inland  Revenue  Officials,  856 
Irish  Estates  Societies,  Committee— Govern- 

ment  Action,  1434 

Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill,  Res.  1723 
Local  Government — Loans  for  ImproYoments , 

Local  GoTernment  (Scotland),  Ac,  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 183,  186,  297,  298,  480,  603,  604  ; 
Consideration,  1186,  1187;  3R.  1199 

London  County  Council  (Money)  Bill,  1583 

Miners'  Eight  Hours  Bill,  1266 

Muzzling  Dogs,  405,406,  980 

New  River  Company — Prepayment  of  Rates, 
407,  408 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  581, 533, 
533.  733,  737,  739,  859,  860,  993,  1105, 
1434,1582,  1717,1718 
Government  Business,  135, 143,  155 

Pleuro-pneumonia— Compensation  for  Slaugh- 
ter, 407 

Post  Office  Sites  Bill,  Res.  1789 

Regulation  of  Railways  Bill,  1366 

Royal  Grants,  530,  531;  Committee,  731, 
1682 ;  Select  Committee  Report,  730 ; 
Copies  of  Proceedings,  1105 ;  Order  for  Com- 
mittee, 1270, 1303, 1305 ;  Res.  995, 997 

Royal  Incomes,  1266,  1267 

Technical  Education  Bill,  988 

Tithe  Rent-charge  Bill,  1368;  Committee, 
851 

Town  Holdings,  Committee  Report,  855 

Universities  (Scotland)  Bill,  Consideration, 
638,  615,  646,  1205;  8R.  1739 

Western  Australia  Constitution  Bill,  987 


Smith,  Mr.  8.,  FUnt%hir$ 
Australia(^estern)— Treatment  of  Aborifnos* 

818 
Cruelty  to   Children    PreTentioft  BUI,  Con* 

sideration,  14 
Pigeon  Flying  on  Sundays,  704 


Smoke  Nuisance  Abatement  (Ketropdlii) 

BiU 

/.  Order  for  Oommittoe ;  BiU   Witbdnwn  /v/y 
25,1238  [JNUiq 
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Solicitor    Qbnbeal    {see  Olabkb,    Sir 
E.G.) 

SoLioiTOB  Qbneral  for  Ireland  {see 
Madden,  Mr.  D.  H.) 

Solicitor  General  for  Scotland  (jee 
Darling,  Mr.  M.  T.  Stormonth) 

Speaker,  The  (Eight  Hon.  Arthur 
Wellesley  Feel),  Warwick  and 
Leamington 

Roles  and  Order  of  Debate 
BasiDess  of  the  Hoase ;  Scope  of  discussion 
on  Motion  to  give  priority  to  Governmont 
business,  <bc.  July  11,  HI,  142,  145 
An/  Case  of  perjur/    before  a  Committee 
of  the  House  is  an  offence  which  constitutes 
breach  of  Priyilege  upon  which  the  House 
could    immediately    take    action.       The 
matter  should  bo  put  on  the  Paper  so  as 
to  draw  special  attention  to  it ;  i.^ .,  namely 
with  a  line  separating  it  from  the  other 
Orders  of  the  Day.     As  it  is  a  question 
of    Privilege,  names    of  Committee   can 
be  proposed  immediately,  though  possibly 
that  course  may  be  objected  to  if  the  Ilouso 
thinks  proper  July  16,  414,  415 
Report  stage  ;  Scope  of  discussion  ;  Opera- 
tion of  the  Closure  Rule  July  17,  640, 
644 
Motion  for  Adjouniment  of  Debate  (Light 
Railways  [Ireland]    Bill).     Refused    be- 
cause of  its  abuse   of  the  Rules  of  the 
House  July  19,  887 
On  Question   that  Bill  bo  read   3<*  an  hon. 
Member  can  move  rejection  of  Bill,  but 
not  to  amend  it  Jvdy  23,  1087 
There  are  several  instances  in  which  Orderi 
of  the  Day  and  Notices  lower  down  on  the 
List  than  others  haye  been  taken  first  on 
ground  of  Privilege  July  23,  1089 
Discussion  of  Clauses  inadmissible  on  Motion 

to  Re-Commit, /ufy  24,  1183 
It  is  irregular,  after  the  House  has  ordered 
a  limited  Return  for  a  special  purpose,  for 
a  Member  ot  the  Government  to  add  to  the 
return,  of  his  own  Motion,  matter  extra- 
neous to  the  Motion  passed  by  the  House 
and  giving  an  entirely  ditferent  character 
to  the  Return  July  30,  1717 
Instructions  to  Committee  are  out  of  order 
when  it  is  not  necessary  to  instruct  Com- 
mittee  in   a   matter   they   have    already 
power  to  deal  with  July  SO,  1725 
It  is  a  consequential  Motion,  to   move  to 
refer  a   Bill  to  a  Select  Committee,  the 
Hill    having   been   before  the   Examiner 
who  has  decided  that  it  comes  within  the 
Standing   Orders        There    is    no  other 
Committee  to  which  it  can  be   referred 
July  90,  1789 

Miscellaneous 

July  17,  035,  638,  639,  640,  643 
/u/yl8,  717 

Juty  19.  815,878  917,934 
July  22,  998,  1045,  1026 


Sfxaker,  The — eonU 


July  28,  1120,    1140,   1145,.  1151,   1155, 

1156,1170 
July    24,    1185,   1187,    1189,   1191,  1162, 

1205,  1226,  1232 
July  25,  1338,1341,  1345,   1491 
Vuily  26,  1481,  1536 
July  30,   1697,   1723,   1781,  1736,   1737, 

1738 
July  31,  1800, 1801,  1802 


Spencer,  Earl 

Board  of  Agriculture  Bill,  2R.  78,  79 
Stalbridoe,  Lord 

Rnilway  Accidents.  Res,  824,  833 

Stanhope,  Eight  Hon.  E.  (Secretary 
of  State  for  War)  Lincolnshire^  Horn- 
castle 

Army— Auxiliary  Forces— Militia— Non-Com- 
missioned  Officers,  986 
Yeomanry   up  for  Annual  Training  and 
Volunteers  in  Camp,  1097 
Bands— Political  Domonstrations,  402 
Bayonets,  Defective,  1097 
Commissions,  1423 

Contracts— Accoutrements,  Work  in  French 
Prisons,  1092 
Meat,  1003 
Sweating,  12G3 
Dover  Pi  r  Post,  710 
Egypt— Affairs  in  the  Soudan,  121 
Dervishes,  Advance  of,  399,  737 
Operations  on  the  Nile,  58,  59,  60 
Reinforcements,  991 
India— Swords    and    Side  Arms— Testing, 

1092 
Ireland— Dublin  Barracks,  1264 
Ordnance  Departments— Bursting  of  a  Gun 
at  Sheerness,  525 
Condemned  Clothing,  1258 
Director  of  Ordnance  Factories,  108 
Now  Magazine  Rifle,  409,  989,  1424 
Royal  Arsenal  Gas  Factory  Stokers,  396, 

1098 
Woolwich  Arsenal  Workmen,  1429 
Committee  on,  708 
Pensions— Comiputation  of,  970 
Review    at   Aldershot — Members'  Accom- 
modation, 738 
Royal  Artillery— Scottish  Division,  391 
Wahham  Abbey  —  Powder  Works— River 
Lea,  703 
Audit  (Army  and  Navy  Accounts)  Bill,  2R. 
228 


Stanley  of  Alderley,  Lord 

India— Bangalore,  Station  Master  at,  517 

Plate  Duties,  Res.  1401 
Luton  National  School,  Res.  1564 


Statute  Law  AeYirion  Bill 

{.  Preeented ;  Read  1-*  July  36, 1885 


[BUI  186] 


STE 


STO 


{INDEX} 
338. 


SSR 


TEC 


Steam  Boilers  Insurance  Bill 

e.  Order  for  2R.  Read  and  Disoharffed  ;    Bill 
Withdrawn  Jtdy  30,  1791  [Bill  30] 

Steam  Trawling  {Ireland)  Bill 

Question,  Mr.  Murphj;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  July  30,  1709 

Steam  Trawling  (Ireland)  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  Read  P*  July  16,  604    [Bill  336] 
Read  2*»  July  18,  818 
Considered  in  Committee  July  19,  947  ;  July 

23,  1175 
Considered  in  Committee  ;  Reported  July  24, 

1229 

Stephens,  Mr.  H.O.,  Middlesex  ^  ITornsey 
Movable   Dwellings  Bill,    Committee,    1839, 

1842 

Stevenson,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Suffolk j  Eye 

India— Perak,  Ez-Sultan  of,  398 

Local  GoTernment  (Scotland),  Ac,  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 543 

Tithe  Rent-charge  Recovery  Bill,  2R.  788 
805 


Stevenson,  Mr.  J.  C,  South  Shields 
Parliament — Government  Business,  Res.  152 

Stewart,  Mr.  H.,  Lincolnshire,  Spalding 
Infectious  Diseases  Notification  Bill,  2R.  1826 
Local  Government  (Scotland),  Ac,  Bill,  Con- 
sideration, 1191 
Nonconformists  Burials  at  Seaford,  126,  U15 

Stewart,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Kirheudhright 
Board  of  Agriculture  Bill,  Lords  Amendments 

Considered,  1817 
Local  Government  (Scotland),  &c.,  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 184,  225»  315,  325,  339,  342,  447, 
466,  473,   478,  561,  570,  574,  581  ;  Con- 
sideration, 1164 
Naval  Manoeuvres,  707 

Stoke-npon-Trent  Rectory  Bill 

c.  Read    2^  and  Committee    Ordered   July  25, 
1246. 

Storey,  Mr.  S.,  Sunderland 

Bann    Drainage   (Grants,    Ac.)f  Committee, 

273 
Infectious    Diseases    Notification     Bill,    2R. 

1881 
Ireland — Bann  Drainage  Scheme,  854 
Light   Railways   (Ireland)    Bill,    740;    Res. 

1722,  1723 
Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Grant,  &e.s  Com- 
mittee, 11U8 
Parliament — Government  Business,  Res.  118 
Regulation  of  Railways  Bill,  2R.  1685 
Royal  Grants,  Committee  Report,  739  ;   Res., 

096;  Order  for  Committee,    1267.    1302. 

1305,  1316,  1323,  1457  ;  Committee,  1602  ; 

Report,  1721 
Universities  Scotland)  Bill,  aR.  1802,  1808 


Stbatheden  and  Campbell,  Lord 

Smoke  Nuisance  Abatement  (Metropolis)  Bill, 

Committee,  1233 
Turkey— Bulgaria,  Res.  1537,  1517 

Stuart,  Mr.  T.,  ShoredHeh^  JSbzton 
Infectious    Diseases    Notification    Bill.     3R. 

1835 
Parliament— Government  Business,  Res.  189 


Suck  Drainage  Bill 

€,  Order  for  2R.    Read  anl  Discharged  ;  Bill 
Withdrawn  July  30,  1700  [Bill  360] 

Sctmmers,  Mr.  W.,  Huddersfield 
Moussa  Bey's  Visit  to  Constantinople,  1253 
Vaccination— Death  at  Leeds,  527 

Sutherland,  Mr.  A.,  Sutherland 

Local  Government  (Scotland),  ^.  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 171,  299.  336,  432,  461,  519,  552, 
572.  574,  576,  595,  596;  Consideration, 
1195 

Scotland— Ilerring  Fishery,  264 
Postal  Arrangements,  401,  403 


Swetenham,  Mr.  E.,  Camarvim^  ^c. 
Intermediate  Edncation  (Wales)   Bill,  Com* 

mittee.  50,  55 
Parliament — Government  Businefi,  Rei.  150 
Tithe  Kent-charge   ElecoTery  Bill,  3R.  751, 

756,  759 

Swinburne,  Sir  J.,  Staffordshire^   Lich- 
field 
Army— Quartermasters — Infantry,  1574 
Ireland— Jury  Packinir  (Alleged),  1706,  1707 
Maiming  Cattle,  717 
Trial  ot  Father  M'Faddeo,  404,  4011 
Nonconformist  Burials  at  Seaford,' 136 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Iloase,  1583 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Reoovery  Bill,  3R.  776 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  O.,  Oxford  VkiversUy 
Jesus  College,  Oxford  (Meyriek  Endowment), 

232 
Technicnl  Education  Bill,  Committee,  483 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Recovery  Bill,  3R.  701 

Tanner,  Dr.  0.  K.,  Cork  Co.,  Mid. 

County  Court  Plaints,  Res.  1288 
Ireland— Clonmel  Gaol,  1636 
Steam  Trawling  (Ireland)  BUI,   Committee, 
1229 

Technical  Education  Bill 
*  Qnestionsi  Mr.  A.  Acland,  Mr.    Vondella ; 
Answers  The  First  Lord  of  the  Twaenry 

July  22,  988 

Technical  Ednoatioii  Bill 

I  e.  Considered  in  Committer  Jn^T  l^t  481 
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Technica]  Education  (No-  2)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  Read  !<>•  July  23, 1106    [BUI  317] 

Technical  Instrnction  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1"^  My  24,  1232  [Bill  350] 

Technical  Schools  (Local  Authorities) 

Bill  [BUI  211] 

C.2R.  BUI  Withdrawn  July  2b,  1374 


Telegraphs  (Isle  of  Man)  Bill 

/.  Read  2**,  and  Committed  to  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  General  BiUi  July  18,  670 

[BiU113] 
Reported  and  Re-committed  to  Committee  of 

the  whole  Uonse  July  23,  1069 
Committee ;  Reported  withoat   Amendments 

July  25,  1236 
Read  3**  and  Passed  July  26,  1412 

Temple,  Sir  B.,  JFareesteTj  Evesham 
Craeltj   to    Children   Prevention    BUI,    Con- 
sideration, 21,  22 
Local  GoTernment  (Scotland),  d^.,  BiU,  Com- 
mittee, 220 
Technical  Education  Bill,  Committee,  488,  491 

Thomas,  Mr.  A.,  Olamorgan,  K 
Wales -Vaocination,  1697 

Thorburn,  Mr.  W.,  PeehU$  and  Selkirk 
Local  GoTemment  (Scotland),  dte..  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 177,  278,  448,  564  ;  Consideration, 
1101 

Trbino,  Lord 

InterpreUtion  Bill,  3R.  1567 

Tithe  lUnUeharge  Recovery  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  Gray  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  July  19,    854;    Question, 
Mr.  Dillwjn  ;  Answer,  The  First   Lord  of 
the  Treasury  July  25,  1269 

Tithe  Bent-charge  Recovery  Bill 

e.  Read  2<'  July  18,  741  [Bill  272] 

ToMLiNsoN,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Preston 

Cruelty  to  Children  Preyention  Bill,  Con- 
sideration, 40)  47 

Friendly  Societies  Act  Amendment  Bill,  Con- 
sideration, 820 

Jesus  College,  Oxford  (Meyrick  Endowment], 
Res.  235 

Marriages  (Basutoland,  d^.)  Bill,  Committee, 
1836,  1837 

Morable  Dwellings  Bill,  Committee,  1841 

Technical  Eduoation  Bill,  Committee,  490 

Town  CouneiUors  {Scotland)  Bill 
Qaettkw,  Mr.  Easleaiont ;  Auwer,  The  Lord 
Adfooate  Juiy  80, 1706 


Town  Conncillors  (Scotland)  BiU 

€0-  Debate  Resumed  on  2R.  and  Adjourned  Judy 
24,  1231 


Town  Holdings 

e.  Report  from  Seleot  Committee  July  12,  272 ; 
Communicated  to  House  of  Lords  July  29, 
1537  ;  Question,  Mr.  O.  V.  Morgan  •  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  July 
19,855 


Tramways  ProYisional  Orders  (So-   1) 
Bill 

I.  Suspension  of  Standing  Orders  ;  Bill  Read  2»* 
July  U,  69 

Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (Ho,  3) 
BiU 

/.  Suspension  of  Standing  Orders :  Bill  Read  2'* 


ispension 
July  18, 
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Treasury — First  Lord  (see  Smith,  Bight 
Hon.  W.  H.) 

Tbeasuby — A  Lord  of  (see  Mazwbll, 
Sir  H.  E.) 

Tbbasury — Financial  Secretary  to  {see 
Jagksoit,  Mr.  W.  L.) 

Treasury — Patronage  Secretary  to  {see 
Akers-Douoi^as,  Mr.  A.) 

Trbvelyan,    Bight  Hon.  Sir   Q.    0., 
Glasgow^  Brufgeion, 
Local  GoYcmment  (Scotland),  Ac,  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 184,216,  419,  426;  Consideration, 
999,  1187,  1191 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  992 
Rojral  Grants,  Committee.  1660, 1662 
UniTersities    Scotland     Bill,     Consideration, 
1206,  1222,  1725,  1726,  1729,  1730,   1734, 
1738 

Trinidad 

CfooUe  Marriages,  (Question,  Sir  R.  Fowler; 

Answer,    The    Under    Seorelarj    for    the 

ColoniesyN^lS,  727 
NuUve  Culiivaiors,  Question,  Sir  R.  Fowler  ; 

Answer,   The    Under    Seeretarj    for    the 

Colonies  July  18,  728 

Truro,  Lord 
Armj — Transport  for  Aniiliary  Forees,  970, 

071 
Parliament — Lords — **  Ilansard's  i^arliament- 
arr  Uehates,"  Res.  108 

Trust  Cotnpamies  Bill 
Queetion,  Hr.  U.  M.  Fowler;  Answer,  The 
Attomej  General  Juiy  99,  1685 


TRU 
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Trust  Companies  Bill 

/.  Committee  on  Re-Commi(ment  ;  Amendments 
made  Juiy  12,  268  [Bill  158] 

Amendments  Reported  July  \5,  384 
Read  3*;    Further    Amendment    made    and 
Passed  July  18.  671 
€.  Read  !«>•  July  22, 1063  [Bill  346] 

2R.  ;  Bill  Withdrawn  July  80,  1791 

Trust  Funds  Investment  Bill 

I.  Read  2*  and  Committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  July  18,  6G3  [Bill  163] 

Committee* ;  Reported  without  Amendments 
July  22,  973 

Read  3* ;  Amendments  Agreed  to ;  Bill  Passed 
July  29,  1665 


Trustee  Savings  Banks 

MaceUsJield,  Question,  Mr.  IIowcU  ;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer /u^y  16, 
524  ;  Questioa,  Mr.-  J.  E.  Ellis  ;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  20, 
1433  ;  Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answer, 
The  Attorney  General  July  30,  1715 


TuiTE,  Mr.  J.,  Westmeaihj  iV. 

Civil  Service  Writers,  732 

Ireland — Extra  Police  in  Westmeath,  109 

Poor  Law  Bill,  2R.  1230 

Turkey 

Bulgaria,  Motion  July  29,  1537 

Cyprut^  Turkish  Loan,  Questions,  Colonel 
Bridgeman,  Mr.  Leighton  ;  Answers,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  22,  078 

Mousta  Bey's  Visit  to  Constantinople,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Summers,  Mr.  J.  More,  Mr. 
Channing ;  Answers,  The  Under  Seoretarjf 
for  Foreign  Affairs  Juhj  25,  1253 

Ulster  aad  Tyrone  Navigation  Act 

Ulster  and  Tyrone  Canals,  Question,  Mr.  Jor- 
dan; Answer,  The  Secretary  to  tho  Treasury 
July  30,  1700 

Ultimus  M(cre8  (Scotland)  List  of  Estates 
c.  Return  Ordered  and  Presented  July  31,  1844 

United  States 

Behring  Sea  Fisheries — Seizure  of  British 
Fishing  Vessel,  Questions,  Sir  G.  Barden- 
Powell,  Mr.  |Gourlej  ;  Answers,  The 
Undersecretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  Jtdy  30, 
1703 

Liquor  Laws,  Question.  Observations,  Earl  of 
Wemyss,  The  Prime  Minister,  Earl  of  Kim* 
berley  July  12,  245 

University  Colleges  of  England  ^Annual 
Grants 

Question,  Mr.  Mandella  :  Answer,  The  Soere- 
tary  to  the  Treasury  J%Uy  S2, 990 


Universities  (Scotland)  Bill 

Compensation  to  Professors,  ire.,  Question, 
Mr.  Wallace,  Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman  ; 
Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  12,  271 

Universities  (Scotland)  Bill 

e.  Considered  as  Amended  July  17,  605  [Bill  307] 
Order  for  Resuming  Adjourned  Debi^te;   Bill 
Considered ;  Further   Proceeding  on   Con« 
sideration  Adjourned  July  24,  1200 
Considered  as  Amended  July  30,  1723 
Read  S*"  and  Passed  July  81, 1801 


Vaccination  Acts 

Death  of  E.  M.  Child  at  Leeds,  Question,  Mr. 
Summers;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  July  16,  527 

Infectious  Diseases,  Question,  Mr. J.  E.  Ellis; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  I..ooal  Gh>Tern« 
ment  Board  July  25,  1255 

Ptipil  Teachers  in  British  Schools,  Question, 
Mr.  Picton  ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  ot 
the  Committee  of  Cooncil  on  Education 
/wZy26, 1427 

Wales,  Question,  Mr.  A.  Thomas;  Answer, 
Tho  President  of  the  Local  GoTernmeot 
Board  July  30,  1G97 


Venezueh 

Ooldfields  of  the  Yuruari — Concession  .Question , 
Sir  G.  Baden-Powell ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  July  23,  1099 

Vincent,  Mr.  0.  E.  H.,  SheJfiM,  Central 

Crime  in  Metropolis,  1568 

Merchnndizo  Marks  Act  and  Direotor  of  Pablio 

Prosecutions,  403 
Metropolitan  Police  Pensions^GeorfeElmelie, 

3S1 

Vivian,  Sir  H.  Hussey,  SwamM  Disiriel 

Intermediate   Education  (Wales)    Bill,    Com- 
mittee', 1178,1179 
Parliament^  Business  of  the  Hoaee»  Res.  150 
Royal  Grants,  Order  for  Committee,  1463 

Vivisection 

Cruelty  to  Animals  Act,  Qaestioo,  Mr.  J. 
Ellis:  Answer,  The  ilome  Secretary /k^ 
11,  107 

Wales 

Education,  Question,  Mr.  T.  Ellis ;   Antvtr, 
the  Vice  President  of  the  OottBoU  Jsia 

15,  402 

State- Aided  in  the  Parish  ofLismasw,  QoMh 
tions,  Kr.  J.  E.  EllU,  Mr.  MniMU ; 
Answers,  the  Vioe  Pretidtnl  of tlM  Omo* 
eH  July  IS,  Ui 
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Wales  Endowed  Schools  Jet,  Rev,  B,  Mep' 
rick's  Endowment  for  Wales,  Question, 
Mr.  T.  Ellis ;  Answer,  Mr.  G.  W,  Low- 
iher  July  15,  402 

TeUffraph  Communieation  at  Cardiff,  Qaestion 
Sir  £.  Heed  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  Juhj  22,  934 

Transferred  Districts,  Questions,  Sir  Joseph 
Bailej ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
July  18,  733 

Vaccination,  Question,  Mr.  A.  Thomas  ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
Ternment  Board  Jufy  30,  1697 


Wallace,  Mr.  E.,  Edinburgh,  E, 

Judicial  Factors  (Scotland)  Bill,  Considered, 
1800,  1810 

Local  Government  (Scotland),  &c..  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 433 

Prince  of  Wales'a  Children  Bill,  2R.  1795 

UniTersities  (Scotland)  Bill,  271  ;  Considera- 
tion, 611,  621,  630,  641,  1217,1226;  3a. 
1801 


War  Department— Secretary  of  State 
{Me  Stanhope,  Eight  Hod.  E.) 

War  Department — Under  Secretary  of 
State  {see  Harris,  Lord) 

War  Department — Financial  Secretary 
(wtf  Brodrick,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  F.) 

War  Department  {jite  Army) 


Wardlb,  Mr.  H.,  Derbyshire,  S. 

Local   GoYemment  Act^Ezcheqner  Contri- 
butions, 1711 
Medical  Officers  Salaries,  1710 


Waring,  Colonel  T.,  Down,  N. 

Army  Commissions,  852 


Warminoton,  Mr.  C.  M.,  Monmouth,  W. 

Intermediate  Edacation  (Wales)  Bill,  Con- 
sideration, 1687 

Tithe  Rent-charge  RecoTcrjr  Bill,  2R.  794, 
798 


Water  Companies 

Folkestone,  Question,  Mr.  Iloworth  ;  Answer, 
The  Home  Secretarj  July  11,  115 

Metropolitan  Water  Companies,  Retams 
Ordered /u/y  31,  1843 

Xew  River  Company — Prepayment  of  Rates, 
Questions,  Mr.  J.  Rowlands  ;  Answers, 
The  First  Lofd  of  the  TreMary  July  15, 
407 


Water  Companies^cont, 
Sutton,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Kelly  ;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  I^cal  GoTemment  Board 
July  16,  521 

Watkin,  Sir  E.  W.,  Bythe 

Ceylon  —  Statistics  —  Evictions  and  Deaths 
from  Staryation,  1794,  1795 


Watson,  Lord 

Servitudes   Redemption  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R. 

497 
Small  Dehts  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R.  258 

Watt,  Mr.  H.,  Glasgow,  Camlachie 

Chinese  in  Australia,  1258 

Registration  of  Joint  Stock  Limited  Companief » 
712 


WAYS  AND  MEANS 

Evasion  of  License  Duty  by  Bogus  Clubs, 
Question,  Mr.  A gg- Gardener ;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  26, 
1433 

Inland  Revenue  —  Upper  Division  Ofieialst 
Question,  Mr.  C.  Graham  ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  July  19,  855 

Sixpenny  Stamp  Duty,  Question.  Mr.  S.  Hill ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  19,  849 

Stamp  Duty— Purchase  of  Land,  Question,  Mr. 
Staveley  Hill ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  July  23,   1096 

Registration  of  Joint  Stock  Limited  Companies, 
Question,  Mr.  Watt ;  Answer,  The  Chiw- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  18,  712 


Webster,  Sir  R.  E.  (Attorney  General), 
Isle  of  Wight 

Cruelty  to    Children   Prevention   Bill,  Com- 

mittee,  356;  Consideration,  5,  33, 39,  40,  41, 

44,  45,  46,  47 
Factors  Bill,  2IL  885 
Friendly  Societies ~ Special  Report  of  Seloet 

Committee,  Res.  412,  4l3 
Ireland—**  Quinn  Charity,"  123 
Jesus  College,  Oxford  (Meyrick  Endowment),  * 

Res.  234 
Marriages  (Basotoland,  &o.)  Bill,  Committee, 

1836,  1837,  1838 
Merchandiie  Marks  Act  and  Director  of  Pablio 

Proeecutions,  403 
Naturalised  British  Subjects,  732 
Partnership  Bill,  3R.  1230 
ReTcnue  Bill,  2R.  480 
Royal  GranU,  Order  for  Committee,  1281 
Trust  Companies  Bill,  1685 
Trustee  Sayings  Banks— Maooletfleld,  1715 
Wales— Transferred  Distriots,  793 
West  London  Commercial  Bank— Proecedingt 

Bgainat  the  Dirvetor  786 
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Weights  andiMeasares  Bill 
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RMda** and  VtMedJuly  11,  106  [Bill  108] 
c.  Lords  Amendments  Considered  and  Agreed  to 
July  \5,  481  [Bill  126] 

Royal  Assent  July  26, 1885 


Wbmyss,  Earl  of 

Herring  Fishing  (ScotUnd)  BUI,  da.658 
Liquor  Laws  in  Canada  and  the  United  States, 

245, 254 
Westminster  Hall  and  Constitution  Dill,  674, 

687 


Western  Australia  Constitution  Bill 

Question,  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  July  22,  987 


Western  Australia  Constitntion  Bill 

/.  Read  2*  and  Committed  to  Committee  of  the 
whole  House  July  1 1 ,  86  [Bill  125] 

Committee  Report  July  15,  378 

Read  8*  and  Passed  July  16,  515 
e.  Read  !«•  July  26,  1586  [Bill  354] 


West  Indies 

Mails — Ifew  Contract,  Question,  Mr.  Provand ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  July  29, 
1577 
(For  Trinidad  see  nnder  Trinidad) 


Whaeton,  Mr.  J.  L.,  York,  W.R.,  Ripon 

Parliament — Privilege — Mr.  Munro  and  the 
Star  Newspaper,  133 

Whitbread,  Mr.  S.,  Bedford 

Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill,  Res.  1724 
Royal  Grants,  Order  for  Committee,  1366 

Whitley,  Mr.  E ,  Liverpool^  Everton 

Pnhlic  Trustee  Bill,  2R.  1790 

Whitmore,  Mr.  C.  A.,  Chelsea 

Buildings  (Metropolis)  Bill,  2R.  1687 
West  London  Commeroial  Bank,  735 

Will,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Montrbse^  Sfc. 

Local  Government  (Scotland),  dtc.  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 332,  335,  338,  344,  349,  454,  555  ; 
Consideration,  1061 

Williams,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Glamorgan,  8. 

Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedore  Act- 
Co*,  Mr.  529,  711,  1100, 1702 
Gill,  Mr.  529,  711,  1100.  1702 

Parliament — Commons — Division  List  on 
Queen's   Message — Corrections,    1697 

Tithe  Rent-charge  Recovery  Bill,  2R.  779 


Local  Government  (Scotland),  ^.,  Bill,  Com* 
mittee,  219,  448,  562 


Wilson,  Mr.  0.  H.,  Hull,  JT. 

Merchant  Shipping  (Tonnage )  Bill,  Considera- 
tion, 933,  934,  938,  939 

Wilson,  Mr.  H.  J.,  York,  W.S.,  Sohn- 
firth 

Ireland — Royal  Irish   Constabulary  Appoint- 
ments, 1248 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  733 

Wilson,  Mr.  J.,  Lanark,  Oovan 

Local  Government  (Scotland),  4c.,  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 290,  338,  421,  578 

Wilson,  Sir  S.,  Portsmouth 

Army— New  Magaiine  Rifle,  408,  989 
Royal  Naval  College  at  Portsmouth,  1253 


Winchester  Burgesses  (Bisqnaliflcation 
Bemoval)  Bill 

I,  Read  2**  and  Committed  to  Standing  Com- 
mittee July  1 1 ,  70  *  [BUi  225] 

Reported ;  Re-Committed  to  Committee  of  the 
whole  House  July  16, 518 

Committee ;    Reported  without    Amendments 
July  19,  834 

Read  3«*  and  Passed  July  23,  1069 

Windward  Islands  Appeal  Court  Bill 

/.  Read  1»»  July  U,  69  [Bill  156] 

Read  2**  and  Committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  Juiy  18,  657 

Committee  Report  without  Amendments  July 
19,  834 

Read  S^^  and  Passed  July  22,  973 

e.  Read  !<>•  Jtdy  26, 1 585  [BiU  353] 

Read  2o*  July  30, 1791 

WiNTEBBOTHAM,  Mr.  A.  B.,  Gloucisier, 
Cirencester 

Cruelty  to  Children  Prevention    Bill,    Con- 
sidered, 25,  27,  28 

Infectious    Diseases    Notification    BIU.    9R. 
1827 

Navy— ThompeoDi  Alleged  Deserter,  720 

WooDALL,  Mr.  W.,  Hanhy 

Egypt — Agricultural  Prospects  in,  117 
Operations  on  the  Nile,  58, 59 

Ireland— Dublin  Barraeks,  1264 

Stoke-vpon.Trent  Rectory  BiU,  9R.  ]9i6 


woo 
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Woodi  and  Foreiti  and  Land  Bevenues  of 
ih$  Croum 


{SESSION    1889}         WBI         ZOU 
338. 

Wbiqht,  Mr.  0.,  Zaneathire,  ^.  W.,  L&igk 
Australia  (WMtero)-^rantt  of  Land,  7S8 


loqoiry  not   Oompleted;  Report  from  Com- 
mittee/u/y  26,  1435 

WoBKs — ^First  Oommissioner  {999  Plun* 
XBTy  Bight  Hon.  D.  B.) 


WoETLKr,  Mr.  0.  B.  Stuart  (Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department),  Sheffield,  Haliam 

Cmelt.f  to  Children   Preyention    Bill,  Con- 
sideration, 49 


Wkight,  Mr.  H.  S.,  Nottingham,  8. 

Cmelty    to  Children   ProTention    Bill,  Con- 
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